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CHRONOLOGY OF “THE PARLIAMENTARY DEBATES.” 


THE PARLIAMENTARY HISTORY contains all that can be collected of the Legislative 
History of this country from the Conquest to the close of the XVIIIth Century (1803), 36 vols 
The chief sources whence these Debates are derived are the Constitutional History, 24 vols. ; 
Sir Simonds D’Ewes’ Journal; Debates of the Commons in 1620 and 1621; Chandler and 
Timberland’s Debates, 22 vols. ; Grey’s Debates of the Commons, from 1667 to 1694, 10 vols. ; 
Aimon's Debates, 24 vols. ; Debrett’s Debates, 63 vols.; The Hardwicke Papers ; Debates in 
Parliament by Dr. Johnson, &c., &c. 


THE PARLIAMENTARY DEBATES commence with the year 1803, and the contents are 
set forth in the following Chronological Table :— 
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HIS MAJESTY’S PRINCIPAL OFFICERS 
OF STATE, Ere. 





THE CABINET. 


Prime Minister and Lord Privy Seal——Most Hon. the Marquess of SALISBURY. K.G. 

Lord Vvesident of the Council——His Grace the Duke of DEVONSHIRE, K.G. 

Lord Chancellor——Rt. Hon. Earl of HALSBURY. 

First Lord of the Treasury —-Rt. Hon. ARTHUR J. BALFOUR. 

Secretaries of State 
Foreign Affairs Most Hon. the Marquess of LANSDOWNE, K.G., G.C.M.G., G.C.S.L 
Home Department Rt. Hon. CHARLES T. RITCHIE. 

Colonial——Rt. Hon. JoSEPH CHAMBERLAIN. 
War——Rt. Hon. W. St. JoHN Broprick. 
India——Rt. Hon. Lord GEoRG: HAMILTON. 

Chancellor of the Exchequer Rt. Hon. Sir MICHAEL Hicks BEACH, Bt. 

First Lord of the Admiralty——Rt. Hon. the EARL OF SELBORNE. 

Lord Lieutenant of Ireland——Rt. Hon. Earl CApoGan, K.G. 

Lord Chancellor of Ireland——Rt. Hon. Lord ASHBOURNE. 

President of the Board of Trade Rt. Hon. GERALD W. BALFourR. 

Postmaster-General——Marquess of LONDONDERRY, K.G. 

Secretary for Scotland Rt. Hon. Lord BALFOUR OF BURLEIGH. 

President of the Local Government Board tt. Hon. WALTER H. LONG. 

Chancellor of the Duchy of Lancaster Rt. Hon. Lord JAMES OF HEREFORD. 

First Commissioner of Works tt. Hon. A. AKERS DOUGLAS. 

President of the Board of Agriculture——Rt. Hon. R. W. HANBURY. 





























NOT IN THE CABINET. 


Parliamentary S tt. Hon. Sir W. WALROND, M.P. 
Financial nena to ve eemere cae AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN, Esq., M.P. 
Chief Secretary for Ireland Rt. Hon. GEORGE WYNDHAM, M.P. 
Vice-President of the Board of Education Rt. Hon. Sir J. ELDON Gorst, K.C., M.P. 
Secretary to the Admiralty——HvucGu O. ARNOLD-ForsTER, Esa., M.P. 
Lords of the Treasury-—4 ge eee 
i (WILLIAM HAYES FISHER, Esq., M.P. 
‘Vice-Admiral Lord W. T. KERR, K.C.B. 
. Rear-Admiral A. L. DoUGLAs. 
Lords of the Admiralty——, Rear Admiral A. K. WILSON, V.C., C.B. 
Capt. A. W. Moore, C.B., C.M.G. 
Parliamentary Secretary, Foreign Oftice-—Viscount CRANBORNE, M.P. 
Parliamentary Secretary, Home Office —Rt. Hon. JESSE COLLINGS, M.P. 
Parliamentary Secretary, Coioniai Office Rt. ton. Earl of ONSLow, G.C.M.G 
Parliamentary Secretary, India Office ———Rt. Hon. Earl of HARDWICKE. 
Parliamentary Secretary, War Office Rt. Hon. Lord RAGLAN. 
Peslinuneheny Secretary to the Board of Trade——Rt. Hon. Earl of DUDLEY. 
Parliamentary Secretary to the Local Government Board——J. GRANT LAwson, Exq., M.P. 
Financial Secretary, War Office——Lord STANLEY, M.P. 
Attorney-General——Sir R. B. Fix ay, K.C., M.P. 
Solicitor-General——Rt Hon. E. CaRsoN, K.C., M.P. 
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OTHER OFFICERS OF STATE. 


Judge Advocate-General——Rt. Hon. Sir F. H. JEuNE, K.C.B., President Probate, Divoree 
and Admiralty Division. 
Lord Chamberlain——Rt. Hon. Lord CuuRcHILL, K.C.V.O. 
Vice-Chamberlain——Hon. AILwyN E. FELLOWEs, M.P. 
Lord Steward Rt. Hon. Earl of PEMBROKE AND MONTGOMERY, G.C.V.O. 
Master of the Horse His Grace the Duke of PoRTLAND, K.G., G.C.V.O. 
Paymaster-General His Grace the Duke of MARLBOROUGH. 
Comptroller of the Household Viscount VALENTIA, M.P. 
Treasurer of the Household tt. Hon. Earl Howe. 
Master of the Buckhounds Rt. Hon. Lord CHESHAM, 
Captain Yeomen of the Guard Rt. Hon. Earl WALDEGRAVE. 
(General Rt. Hon. Viscount Bripport, G.C.B. (permanent) 
| Rt. Hon. Earl of Kin rore, G.C.M.G. 
| Rt. Hon. Earl of DENBIGH. 
Lords-in- Waiting—— | Kt. Hon. Lord Harris, G.C.S.1., G.C.LE. 
Rt. Hon. Lord LAWRENCE. 
Rt. Hon. Earl of CLARENDON. 
| Rt. Hon. Lord Bacot, 
SCOTLAND. 
Secretary for Scotland and Keeper of the Great Seal——Rt. Hon. Lord BALFoUR OF BURLEIGH 
Lord Justice-General Rt. Hon. J. B. BALFourR. 
Lord Advocate tt. Hon. A. G. Murray, K.C., M.P. 
Lord Justice Clerk tt. Hon. Lord KinspurGu, C.B. 
Lord Clerk Register His Grace the Duke of MonTROSE, K.T. 
Lord High Commissioner tt. Hon. Earl of LEVEN AND MELVILLE, 
Solicitor-General CHARLES Scorr Dickson, Esq., K.C., M.P. 


IRELAND. 
Lord Lieutenant——Rt. Hon. Earl CADOGAN, K.G. 
Lord Chancellor ——Rt. Hon. Lord ASHBOURNE. 
Chief Secretary——Rt. Hon. GEORGE WYNDHAM, M.P. 
Under Secretary——Rt. Hon. Sir DAvID HARREL, K.C.B., K.C.V.O. 
Department of Agriculture and Technical Instructicn President : The Rt. Hon. the CHIEF 
SECRETARY FOR IRELAND; Vice-President: Rt. Hon. HORACE PLUNKETT. 
Attorney-General Rt. Hon: J. ATKINSON, K.C., M.P. 
Solicitor-General GEO. WRIGHT, Esq. 





















































PRINCIPAL OFFICERS OF THE HOUSE OF LORDS. 


Chairman of Committees tt. Hon. Earl of MORLEY. 

Clerk of Parliaments HENRY J. L. GRAHAM, Esgq., C.B. . 

Deputy Clerk of Parliaments (Clerk Assistant) Hon. E. P. THESIGER, C.B. 

Reading-Clerk and Clerk of Outdoor Committees—— 

Counsel to the Chairman of Committees—-ALBERT GRAY, Esq. 

Chief Clerk and Clerk of Publie Bills——H. C. MALKIN, Esq 

Senior Clerks 
Clerk of Private Bills, and Taxing Officer of Private Bill Costs 
Peers’ Printed Paper Office——A. HARRISON, Esq. 

Principal Clerk, Judicial Department, and Taxing Officer of Judicial Costs 
TAYLOR, Esq. 

Clerk of the Journals W. A. LEIGH, Esq. 

Principal Clerk of Private Committees—J. F. SYMONS JEUNE, Esq. 

Other Clerks F. SKENE, Esq. ; W. H. HAMILTON GorDON, Esq. ; C. L. ANSTRUTHER, Esq 
(Clerk attending the Table); Hon. A. MCDONNELL; A. H. Rosinson, Esq. ; H. P. St. 
JOHN, Esq. ; V. M. BrppULPH, Esq. ; Hon. E. A. Stonor; H. J. F. BADELEY, Esq. ; 
C, HEADLAM, Esq. ; J. B. HoTHAM, Esq. 

Accountant——G. FULKEs, Esq. 

Copyist——Mr. T. A. Court ; Assistant Copyist Mr. H. P. Norris. 

Messengers Messrs. W. WORFELL, A. A. WORFELL, C. E. CHIZLETT, A. N. STOLL, J. W. F. 
LOocKE, J. MCMILLAN, G. BENNETT. 

Librarian S. ARTHUR STRONG, Esq. 

Assistant Librarian—— A. H. M. BUTLER, Esq. 

Messenger Mr. W. H. G. STREVENS. 

Examiners for Standing Orders C. W. CAMPION, Esq. ; J. F. SyMoNS JEUNE, Esq. ; Clerk 
——J. W. G. BonD, Esq. 

Gentleman Usher of the Black Rod——Gen. Sir Michael A. 8S. BrippuLPH, G.C.B. 

Yeoman Usher Captain T. D. BUTLER. 

Saleaeat-Aine—~Maiee- Generel Sir ARTHUR ELLIs, K.C.V.O., C.S.I. 
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PRINCIPAL OFFICERS OF THE HOUSE OF LORDS.—(Cont.) 


Deputy Serjeant-at-Arms——S. HAND, Esq. 

Resident Superintendent——Mr. J. K. WiLLIAMs. 

Shorthand Writer——W. H GURNEY SALTER, Esq. 

Principal Doorkeepers——Messrs. W. CHANDLER, E. Fox, F. HOLMAN. 

First Class Assistants Messrs. C. WALKER, J. HEDLEY, J. LANE. 

Second Class Assistants Messrs. B. GALLOP, H. B. STREVENS, G. W. Cross, W. STOPP. 

Third Class Assistants Messrs. J. WooLAcoTT, A. A. EDNEY, J. F. BAUM. 

Messengers Messrs. A. J. SOLMAN, J. B. Forsytu, C. CHAPMAN, W. PHILLIPS, 
W. W. MEATES. 

Superintendent of Refreshment Rooms——Mr. WILLIAM AGGAS. 

Inspector of Police attending the House of Lords Mr. T. KENDRICK. 


PRINCIPAL OFFICERS OF THE HOUSE OF COMMONS. 


Clerk of the House of Commons——ARCHIBALD MILMAN, Esq., C.B. 

Clerk- Assistant FRANCIS B. G. JENKINSON, Esq., C.B. 

Second Clerk-Assistant——ARTHUR W. NICHOLSON, Esq. 

Principal Clerks 
Public Bill Office, and Clerk of Fees W. GrBpBons, Esq. 

Clerk of the Journals——W. H. Ley, Esq. 
Committee Office——R. DICKINSON, Esq. 
Private Bill Office——J. H. W. SOMEKSET, Esq. 

Senior Clerks —F. St. GEORGE TUPPER, Esq. ; H. C. Tower, Esq. ; C. V. FRERE, Esq. ; 
L. T. LE MARCHANT, Esq.; G. C. GIFFARD, Esq. ; Sir E. H. DoyLr, Bart. 

Assistant Clerks——S. L. SIMEON, Esq. ; AkTHUR I. DASENT, Esq. ; E. C. HOWE BROWNE, 
Esq.; HoRACE WEsT, Esq.; HENRY A. FERGUSON-DAVIE, Esq.; ARTHUR H. ELLIs, Esq. : 
Percy A. Bui, Esq.; F. R. Witttams Wynn, Esq.; W. E. Grey, Esq.; F. C. 
HOLLAND, Esq. ; J. W. G. Bonp, Esq. ; T. L. WEBSTER, i 

Junior Cake 20, C. Dawkrns, Esq.; A. F. B. WILLIAMS, Esq.; R. P. CoLomp, Esq. ; 
3. H. FELL, Esq.; R. E. CHILDERS, Esq. ; J. Scorr PoRTER, Esq. ; F.C. BRAMWELL, Esq. ; 
W.T. LEGGE, Esq.; C. R. TURNER, Esq.; W. K. Grppons, Esq.; A. E. A. W. SMYTH, Esq. : 
K. J.fC. Moorsom, Esq. 

Collectors of Fees on Private Bills C. L. LockTon, Esq. 

Shorthand Writer——W. H. GURNEY SALTER, Esq. 

Office Clerk in Committee Office Mr. T. FEILDEN MITCHELL. 

Office Clerk in Journal Oftice——Mr. A. A. TAYLOR. 

Messengers Messrs. J. J. SHELVEY, C. DAVIE, W. QUANTRILL, H. JONEs, G. D. WELLER, 
J. ARMSTRONG, J. WOODWARD, J. Ivory, G. NORMAN. 

Serjeant-at-Arms——H. D. ERSKINE, Esq. 

Depaty Serjeant——F. R. Gosset, Esq. 

Assistant Serjeant——W. H. ERSKINE, Esq. 

Doorkeepers Mr. W. WILSON, Mr. M. INGLEFIELD. 

Office Messenger——Mr. C. J. H. SHEARN. 

Messengers (Ist Class) Mr. H. HAMBLING, Mr. C. WoopcraAFt, Mr. R. ROBERTSON, Mr. 
J. Hitus, Mr. J. SpRAGUE, Mr. A. ANDREWS, Mr. T. B. SprAy, Mr. G. TYE, Mr. R, 
Hospy, Mr. G. ANSTEY, Mr. J. H. Day. 

Messengers (2nd Class) Messrs. J. HENDERSON, G. WAINWRIGHT, J. GUYATT, R. TURTLE, 
A. HASKELL, A. C. JOHNSON, G. CLAPPERTON, H. E. LININGTON. 

Superintendent of Members’ Waiting Room——Mnk. J. F. HENLEY; Assistant —-Mr. W. 
BROADBENT ; Porters Messrs. J. ORAM, T. MARTIN. 

Postmaster Mr. EDMUND W. PIKE; Hall Keeper Mr, J. GLYNN. 

Office Keeper—— Mr. W. HARVEY. 

Chaplain to the House Rev. Archdeacon BAstL WILBERFORCE, D.D. 

Secretary to the Speaker——EDWARD GULLY, Esy. 

Counsel to the Speaker——Hon. Sir E. CHANDos LEIGH, K.C., K.C.B. 
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Trainbearer Mr. J. FRENCH. 
Messenger Mr. W. MURRELL. 





ALFRED BONHAM CARTER, Esq., C. Bb. 

C. W. CAMPION, Esq., J. F. SYMONS JEUNE, Esq. 

Taxing Master C. W. CAMPION, Esq. ; Clerk B. H. FELL, Esq. 

Librarian R. C. WALPOLE, Esq. ; Assistant Librarian E. G. Disver, Esq. ; Clerks in 
Library Messrs. J. R. Crimp, WM. STEWART; Messengers—— Messrs. A. FIRMIN, 
W. HAGUE. 

Vote Office—— 
Chief Clerk H. A. M. KILLICK, Esq. 
Assistant Clerks P. E. Smiru, Esq., H. OTWAY MAYNE, Esq. 
Messenger——Mr. W. MURRELL. 
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Printers——. 
Journals G. E. BRISCOE EyrkE, Esq. 
Votes——J. B. NICHOLS, Esq. 





Chief Inspector of Police attending the House of Commons——Mr. SCANTLEBURY. 











Toc 


The 


Ed 


Ha 


Bri 


Les 


Bir 


Ch 





TABLE OF CONTENTS 


TO 
VOLUME XCIV. 


SIXTH VOLUME OF SESSION, 1901. 


HOUSE OF LORDS: TUESDAY, 14TH MAY, 1901. 


Eart or Arran.—Report made from the Lord Chancellor that the right of 
Arthur Jocelyn Charles, Earl of Arran, to vote at the elections of Represen- 
tative Peers for Ireland has been established to the satisfaction of the Lord 
Chancellor ; read and ordered to lie on the Table — .. a x ie 1 


Took THE OATH.—Several Lords took the Oath e - va ad St 1 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


The Lord Chancellor acquainted the House that the Clerk of the Parliaments 
had laid upon the Table the Certificate from the Examiners that the 
further Standing Orders applicable to the following Bill have been com- 
plied with :—Devonport Corporation (Gas). The same was ordered to 


lie on the Table 1 
Education Board Provisional Order Confirmation (London) Bill 

[H.L.].—Examiners’ Certificate of non-compliance with the Stand 

ing Orders referred to the Standing Orders Committee on Monday next.. 1 
Harrogate Corporation Bill [H.L.].—Report from the Select Committee, 

That the Committee had not proceeded with the consideration of the Bill, 

no parties having appeared in opposition thereto ; read, and ordered 

to lie on the Table. The Orders made on the 18th of March and 2nd of 

May last discharged ; and Bill committed - Bs oe fs on 7, 
BrisToL Corporation (Docks AND RAILWAYs, ETC.) [H.L.].—Leave given to 

the Select Committee not to sit again until Thursday next, at Twelve 

of the clock 
Leeds Corporation (General Powers) Bill [H.L.].—Reported from the 

Select Committee with Amendments ee “ i 9 7 
Birmingham (City) Tramway Bill [H.L.].Reported from the Select 

Committee with Amendments i “ 3 Re e as 2 
Chesterfield Improvement Bill pe ]._-Reported from the Select Com- 

mittee with Amendments v ss os * - SS 2 





x TABLE OF CONTENTS. 


May 14.] Page May 
Cork, Blackrock, and Passage Railway Bill [H.v.].—Committed ; Elec 
the Committee to be proposed by the Committee of Selection .. i 3 ( 
Cardiff Corporation Bill.—Read 2%, and committed .. ite os m! 3 Milit 
Manchester Corporation Bill [1.1.]; Faversham Water Bill [H.1.]; 
Cowes Ferry Bill [H.1. |.—Read 3”, and passed, and sent to the Commons 3 
South Eastern and London, Chatham, and Dover Railways Bill. — INDU: 
Order of the Day for the Third Reading read. Bill read 3°.— ; 
(Lord Burton.) t 
Lord Monkswell - i és cm sh = i ve 3 ( 
Amendments moved :— ' 
After clause 19 insert new clause 194 :— Before making any LUNA 
of the works or acquiring any of the lands by this Act authorised to s 
be made or acquired, the two Companies, or either of them, shall, to I 
the satisfaction of an engineer for this purpose appointed by the Gas 
President for the time being of the Institution of Civil Engineers, ce f 
obtain powers to provide increased and better accommodation for t 
passengers at their Ludgate Hill Station.’ ” 
Clause 23, page 18, line 10, leave out all the words after ‘ may,” PRIS 
and insert in lieu thereof, * for the purpose of providing such increased V 
and better passenger accommodation as aforesaid at Ludgate Hill a 
Station, and for the purpose of remunerating such engineer as afore- MI 
. ‘ 3 . ° MARE 
said, apply any moneys which they now have in their hands, or which ‘ 
they have power to raise by shares or mortgage, and which may not 
be required for the purposes for which the same were authorised to be ALKA 
raised. After the completion of such increased and better accommo- i 
dation and the receipt by the two companies or either of them of a 0 
certificate from such engineer as aforesaid, that the same has been pro- 
vided to his satisfaction, the two companies, or either of them, may 
apply such moneys, as aforesaid, for all or any of the purposes of this 
Act to which capital is properly applicable.” “—(Lord Monkswell.) Milit 
The Earl of Dartrey .. <n ve mr es 6 ’ 
The Chairman of Committees (The Earl of Morley) 6 
The Earl of Hardwicke bi i sh 7 ( 
Lord Burton 8 
Lord Monksirell 8 Lice! 
Amendments, by leave of the House, withdrawn. 
Bill passed and sent to the Commons. \ 
Burgess Hill Water Bili; Dublin St. James’ Gate Brewery Tramways 
Bill; Great Central Railway Bill; Hull, Barnsley, and West Riding 
Junction Railway and Dock Bill; Ilkeston and Heanor Water Board 
Bill ; London County Council (Spitalfields Market) Bill ; North British 
Railway Bill; North Eastern Railway Bill; Shannon Water and Elec- 
tric Power Bill ; Tendring Hundred Water Bill ; West Surrey Water Bill. 
—Brought from the Commons ; read 1“; and referred to the Examiners 9 
Stockport Corporation Water Bill [H.L.].—The order made on the 28th 
of March last appointing certain Lords the Select Committee to consider ( 
the Bill, discharged - Xs — es “3 “a «> - 9 
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Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 10) Bill [u.L.| ; Water Orders 
Confirmation (No. 1.) Bill [H.L.]. Read 2¢ (according to Order) 


Military Lands Provisional Orders Bill. Brought from the Commons 
—read.1“; ta be printed ; and. referred to.the Examiners. (No. 76) 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


INDUSTRIAL PROPERTY AND MERCHANDISE MARKS.—Papers and correspondence 
relative to the recent meeting at Brussels, of the adjourned conference ot 
the union for the protection of industrial property (in continuation of 
C. 9014 of 1898). Presented (by command), and ordered to lie on the 
Table 

LuNacy.—Report to the Lord Chancellor of the number of visits made, patients 


seen, and miles travelled by the Visitors of Lunatics, pursuant to the 
Lunacy Act, 1890, between Ist October, 1900, and 31st March, 1901 


GrAS COMPANIES (METROPOLIS).— Accounts of the Metropolitan Gas Companies 
for the year 1900. Laid before the House (pursuant to Act), and ordered 
to lie on the Table a 


Prisons (SCOTLAND) BILL [H.L.].—Reported from the Standing Committee 
with an amendment : The Report thereof to be received on Friday next : 
and Bill to be printed as amended. (No. 74) 


MARRIAGE LEGALISATION BILL [H.L. |.—Reported from the Standing Committee 
with an Amendment: The Report thereof to be received on Friday next 

ALKALI, ETC., WorRKS REGULATION BILL [H.L.].—Reported from the Stand- 
ing Committee with Amendments; The Report thereof to be received 
on Friday next ; and Bill to be printed as amended. (No. 75) 


Military Instruction (Schools and Cadets) Bill.—Order of the Day for 


the House to be in Committee ; Read. 
Viscount Frankfort de Monimorency 


Order discharged. 


Licensing Boards Bill.—Order of the Day for the Second Reading read. 
The Earl of Camperdown 


Moved, that the Bill be now read 2“.—(Earl of Camperdown.) 


Discussion :— 


Lord Belper 

Lord Windsor 

Viscount Peel 

Lord Norton 

Earl Spencer 

Lord Heneage 

The Prime Minister and Lord Privy Seal (the J Earl of Salisbury). 
The Earl of Rosebery 


On Question, their Lordships divided :—Contents, 30; Non-contents, 
51. Resolved in the negative. 
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Solicitors Bill — House in Committee (according to Order). 
Clause 1 amended, and agreed to. 
Clauses 2 and 3 agreed to. 
Lord Morris ii a ve o 
Moved, to insert as a new clause, “‘ In the application of the Act to Ireland 
(1) the Lord Chancellor shall be substituted for the Master of the 
Rolls, (2) this Act shall be construed with the Solicitors (Ireland) 
Act, 1898, and the Solicitors (Ireland) Acts, 1849 to 1881, the Solici- 
tors (Ireland) Act, 1898, the Solicitors Act, 1899, and this Act may be 


cited collectively as the Solicitors (Ireland) Acts, 1849 to 1901.”— 
(Lord Morris.) 


On Question, new clause agreed to. 
Standing Committee negatived ; the Report of Amendments to be received 
on Tuesday next. 
QUEEN ANNE’s Bounty :— 
Lord Barnard 
The Marquess of Salisbury 


Viscount Cross 


House adjourned at twenty-five minutes past Six of the clock to 
Friday next, half-past Ten of the clock. 





HOUSE OF COMMONS: TUESDAY, 14TH MAY, 1901. 


The House met at Two of the clock. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Private Britis [Lorps] (STANDING ORDERS NOT PREVIOUSLY INQUIRED INTO 
COMPLIED WITH).—Mr. Speaker laid upon the Table Report from one 
of the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the case of the 
following Bills, originating in the Lords, and referred on the First Read- 
ing thereof, the Standing Orders not previously inquired into, and which 
are applicable thereto, have been complied with, viz. :—Milford Docks 
Bill [Lords]; New Swindon Gas Bill [Lords]; Shrewsbury Gas Bill 
[Lords].—Ordered, That the Bills be read a second time w " 


PROVISIONAL ORDER BILLS (NO STANDING ORDERS APPLICABLE).—Mr. Speaker 
laid upon the Table Report from one of the Examiners of Petitions for 
Private Bills, That, in the case of the following Bills, referred on the First 
Reading thereof, no Standing Orders are applicable, viz. :—Commons 
Regulation and Inclosure (Skipwith) Provisional Order Bill ; Inclosure 
(Sutton) Provisional Order Bill.—Ordered, That the Bills be read a second 
time to-morrow. . 


Burgess Hill Water Bill.—Read the third time, and passed 
Folkestone Corporation Bill F aatated —Read the third — and — 


with Amendments 


Great Central Railway Bill ; Hull, Barnsley, and West Riding Junction 
Railway and Dock Bill ; Llandrindod Wells Urban District Council Water 
Bill ; London County Council daaesnaen ie seamed Bill.—Read the third 
time, and passed ; vi 
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North Eastern Railway Bill.— Verbal Amendments made (King’s Consent 
signified) ; Bill read the third time, and passed. [New Title. ] 


Richmond Gas Bill.—Read the third time, and passed 


Shannon Water and Electric Power Bill—King’s Consent — 
Bill read the third time, and passed ey : a es 


Stroud Gas Bill; West Surrey Water Bill.—Read the third time, and passed 


Bexley Tramways Bill; Bingley Urban District Council Bill; Burton- 
upon-Trent Corporation Bill.—As amended, considered ; to be read the 


third time 


Grangemouth Water Provisional Order Confirmation Bill [Lords] : 
Scottish Provident Institution Provisional Order Confirmation Bill 


[Lords].—Read the third time, and passed 


LocAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL ORDERS (No. 10).—Bill to confirm certain 
Provisional Orders of the Local Government Board relating to the Hitchin, 
the Maldon, and the Upton-upon-Severn and Pershore Joint Hospital 
Districts, ordered to be brought in by Mr. Grant Lawson and Mr. Long. 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 10) Bill —‘To confirm 
certain Provisional Orders of the Local Government Board relating to 
the Hitchin, the Maldon, and the Upton-upon-Severn and Pershore 
Joint Hospital Districts,” presented, and read the first time ; to be referred 
to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, and to be printed. [Bill 184. ] 


LocAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL ORDER (No. 11).—Bill to confirm a Pro- 
visional Order relating to Stockport, ordered to be brought in by Mr. 
Grant Lawson and Mr. Long. 


Local Government Provisional Order (No. 11) Bill.—‘‘To confirm a 
Provisional Order relating to Stockport,” presented, and read the first 
time ; to be referred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, and 
to be printed. [Bill 185.) .. . Sei ws oF Be eh 


LocaAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL ORDERS (HOUSING OF WoRKING CLASSES) 
(No. 2).—Bill to confirm certain Provisional Orders of the Local Govern- 
ment Board relating to Leeds and Lichfield, ordered to be brought in by 
Mr. Grant Lawson and Mr. Long. 


Local Government Provisional Orders (Housing of Working Classes) 
(No. 2) Bill.—‘To confirm certain Provisional Orders of the Local 
Government Board relating to Leeds and Lichfield,” presented, and read 
the first time; to be sebereied to Examiners of Petitions for Private 
Bills, and to be printed. [Bill 186.] 


LocaL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) PROVISIONAL OrpDERS (No. 5).—Bill to confirm 
certain Provisional Orders of the Local Government Board for Ireland 
relating to the county borough of Londonderry, the rural district of 
Fermoy, and the Skule Bog United District, ordered to be brought in by 
Mr. Attorney General for Frelaad and Mr. Wyndham. 


Local Government (Ireland) Provisional Orders (No. 5) Bill.—“ To 
confirm certain Provisional Orders of the Local Government Board for 
Ireland relating to the county borough of Londonderry, the rural 
district of Fermoy and the Skule Bog United District,” presented, and 
read the first time; to be referred to the Examiners of Petitions for 
Private Bills, and to be printed. [Bill 187.] 
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LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) PROVISIONAL ORDER (HovusiING OF WorKING 
CLASSES) (No. 2).—Bill to confirm a Provisional Order of the Local Govern- 
ment Board for Ireland relating to the city of Dublin, ordered to be 
brought in by Mr. Attorney General for Ireland and Mr. Wyndham. 


Local Government (Ireland) Provisional Order (Housing of Working 
Classes) (No. 2) Bill.—‘‘ To confirm a Provisional Order of the Local 
Government Board for [reland relating to the city of Dublin,” presented, 
and read the first time ; to be referred to the Examiners of Petitions for 
Private Bills, and to be printed. [Bill 188.] 


Ardrossan Harbour Order Confirmation Bill.—Order [13th May] for 
committal read, and discharged. Bill to be considered to-morrow 


Ayr Harbour Order Confirmation Bill.—Order [13th May] for committal 
read, and discharged. Bill to be considered to-morrow 5 


Falkirk and District Tramways Order Confirmation Bill.—Order 
[13th May] for committal read, and discharged. Bill to be considered 


to-morrow 


Highland Railway Order Confirmation Bill.—Order [13th May] for 


committal read, and discharged. Bill to be considered to-morrow 


South Metropolitan Gas Bill.—Keported with Amendments ; er to 
lie upon the Table, and to be printed -" 


STANDING OrpDERS.—Resolutions reported from the Committee :— 

“ That, in the ease of the Dublin, Wicklow, and Wexford Railway 
(New Ross and Watertord Extension), Petition for leave to deposit 
a Petition for Bill, the Standing Orders ought to be dispensed with : 
That the parties be permitted to deposit their petition for a Bill.” 

2, “ That, in the case of the Stalybridge, Hyde, Mossley, and Dukinfield 
Tramways and Electricity Board Bill, Petition for additional Provi- 
sion, the Standing Orders ought to be dispensed with: That the 
parties be permitted to introduce their additional Provision, if the 
Committee on the Bill think fit.” 

“ That, in the case of the Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 3) 
{Heston and Isleworth Order] Bill, Petition for dispensing with 

* Standing Order 129 in the case of the Petition of the Brentford 
Union Guardians of the Poor,” the said Standing Order ought not 
to be dispensed with. 

4‘ That, in the case of the Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 3) 
[Heston and Isleworth Order] Bill, Petition for dispensing with 
Standing Order 129 in the case of the Petition of the ‘ Managers ot 
the Holme Court Industrial Truant School,’ the said Standing Order 
ought not to be dispensed with.” 


ww 


First two Resolutions agreed to. 
Report to lie upon the Table 


Brighton Corporation Bill—Reported with Amendments; Report to lie 
upon the Table, and to be printed " on es rf - he 
Private Britis (Group L.).--Ordered, That Thomas Kelham, William 
Knight, Henry Scott, Henry Wibberley, William Chadwick, and Edwin 
Wildsmith, do attend the Committee on Group L of Private Bills on Monday 
next, at half-past Eleven of the clock - mr wa a i ws 
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Rattway Bitts (Group 3).--Mr. SEALE-HAYNE reported from the Com- 
mittee on Group 3 of Railway Bills, That, for the convenience of parties, 
they had adjourned till Thursday next, at half- er Eleven of the clock. 
Report to lie upon the Table : a 4 


PETITIONS. 


CoaL Mines (EMPLOYMENT) BILL.——Petitions in favour, from Greyfield ; Clan- 
down ; Ludlow’s ; and Tyning Collieries ; to lie upon the Table 

ELEMENTARY EpucaTIoN (HIGHER GRADE AND EVENING CONTINUATION 
ScHOOLs).—-Petition from Bradford, for alteration of Law ; to lie upon 
the Table 

LAND RATING (ENGLAND AND WALEs) BILL.——Petitions in favour, from Bacup ; 
and Tynemouth ; to lie upon the Table an ; : 


LocaL AUTHORITIES OFFICERS’ SUPERANNUATION BILL.——Petition from West 
Ham, against ; to lie upon the Table. Petitions in favour, from Wol- 
verhampton ; Woodhall Spa; and Horncastle; to lie upon the Table 


Mines (Eicut Hovurs)BILu.--Petitions in favour, from Greyfield; Avon 
Level ; Bishop Sutton; Clandown; Tyning; and Ludlow’s Collieries : 
to lie upon the Table 


POLICE SUPERANNUATION (SCOTLAND) BILL.-—Petition from — against ; 
to lie upon the Table le : Me 


REGISTRATION OF Firms BILL.--Petition from Birmingham, in favour; to 
lie upon the Table ” ~ s <6 


Roman CATHOLIC UNIVERSITY IN IRELAND.——Petitions against establishment 
from Grantown ; Dundee ; Broughty Ferry ; Peebles ; and Carnoustie ; 
to lie upon the Table 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS ON SunDAY BILL.--Petitions in favour. 
from Seething and Mundham; Tooting; Lenton; North Shields ; 
Middleham ; Saltley; Rossendale; Stacksteads; Barton; Wallasey 
and New Brighton; Birmingham ; Hatherton; Wallasey ; Middleton ; 
Acocks Green ; West Hartlepool (three) ; Worsboro’ Dale ; Hollingworth ; 
Horncastle ; Broadchalk (three) ; and Barford St. Martin ; to lie upon the 
Table : es a a as =f 

SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO CHILDREN BILL.-—Petition from Thorn- 
bury, against ; to lie upon the Table. Petitions in favour, from Stock- 
port (four); Brighton; Birmingham; Oswaldtwistle ; Colne: Dum- 
fries, and Olton ; to lie upon the Table 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO CHILDREN (SCOTLAND) BILL.——Petitions in 
favour, from Muiravonside ; Slains (two); and Auchterarder : to lie 
upon the Table 


Suops BiLi.——Petition from Battersea, in favour ; to lie upon the Table 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


GAs CoMPANIES (METROPOLIS).-—Copy presented, of Accounts of the Metro- 
politan Gas Companies for the year 1900 [by Act]; to lie upon the 
Table, and to be printed. [No. 174.] .. 3 — Ms me me 
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EMIGRATION AND IMMIGRATION.-—-Return ordered, “of Copy of Statistical 
Tables relating to Emigration and Immigration from and into the United 
Kingdom in the year 1900, and Report to the Board of Trade thereon.” 

—(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) .. Ee - <% ote ses a es 


Seconpary Epucation.-—Return ordered, “for every county and county 
borough which possesses an organisation for the promotion of Secondary 
. * - ; aaa mae " ; : 
Education (Section 7 of Directory of Board of Education), of the consti- 
tution of such organisation and the date of its recognition by the Board 
of Education.”—-(Sir Ughtred Kay-Shuttleworth) 


QUESTIONS. 
Sourn Arrica-—CriMinaAL Lipets—-Caseé OF Mr. Cartwricut.——Question, 


Mr. Samuel Evans (Glamorganshire, Mid); Answer, The Secretary of 
State for the Colonies (Mr. J. Chamberlain, Birmingham, W.) 


Jameson Ratp.-—Question, Mr. Alfred Davies (Carmarthen Boroughs) ; 
Answer. Mr. J. Chamberlain ey 


British INDIAN SuBJECTS——-RETURN OF CIVILIANS TO THE TRANSVAAL.——Ques- 
tion, Sir Mancherjee Bhownaggree (Bethnal Green, N.E.) ; Answer, Mr. 
Mr. J. Chamberlain ; ; 


Cainese Labour in Sours Africa.--Question, Mr. William Redmond (Clare, 
E.): Answer, Mr. J. Chamberlain 


AUSTRALIAN CoNTINGENT-—HospitaL ‘TREATMENT.-—Question, Mr. Swift 
MacNeill (Donegal, 8.) : Answer, the Secretary of State for Wer (Mr. 
Brodrick, Surrey, Guildford) ’ 


THe Pitot To Kipnap Lorp Rosperts.-—Question, Mr. Swift MacNeill ; Answer. 
Mr. Brodrick .. Be es BS ree e a 

Boer Prisoners AT ST. HeELENA.-—Question, Mr. Swift MacNeill ; Answer, 
Mr. Brodrick ; ; 

IMPERIAL YEOMANRY-—NETLEY HospitaL—Case oF Private Lre.——Question, 
Mr. J. P. Farrell (Longford, N.) ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick 

Army REeseRVE OFFICERS.—-Question, Mr. Swift MacNeill; Answer, Mr. 
Brodrick ; 

RoyaL GARRISON R&EGIMENTS.——Question, Mr. Swift MacNeill ; Answer, Mr. 
Brodrick es 

ProposED NEW GARRISON BATTALIONS—CosT OF MARRIED ESTABLISHMENTS—— 
(Juestion, Captain Norton (Newington, W.); Answer, Mr. Brodrick 

RECRUITING STATISTICS.-—Question, Captain Norton ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick 

Pay OF PRIVATE SOLDIERS.——Question, Captain Norton ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick 

ROYAL MARINES—PROMOTIONS FOR SERVICE IN CHINA.-—Question, Mr. Kear- 
ley (Devonport) ; Answer, The Secretary to the Admiralty (Mr. Arnold 
Forster, Belfast, W.) .. ss - ne és ons a6 Sie 

RoyAL MARINES—PROMOTIONS FROM THE RANKsS.--Question, Mr. Kearley : 
Answer, Mr. Arnold-Forster : , 

CHINESE [Mport TAriFFs.--Question, Mr. Yerburgh (Chester) ; Answer, The 
a Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs (Viscount Cranborne, 
2 . 
vochester) ee as av ia bt 4 - aie 
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LocaL GOVERNMENT—BUILDING Bye Laws.-- Question, Mr. Bond (Notting- 
ham, E.) ; Answer, The President of the Local Government Board (Mr. 
Walter Long, Bristol, 8S.) .. ws wie 

INSTRUCTION IN ForeEstRY.—Question, Mr. Herbert Lewis (Flint Boroughs) ; 
Answer, the President of the Board of Agriculture (Mr. Hanbury, Preston) 

PROPOSED PIER AT ARMADALE.—Question, Mr. John Dewar (Inverness-shire) ; 
Answer, the Solicitor General for Scotland (Mr. Scott Dickson, Glasgow, 
Bridgeton) “s sa ‘ss he xs ‘es va as ne i 

LINLITHGOW PRosECUTOR FiIscAL.—Question, Mr. John Wilson (Falkirk 
Burghs); Answer, Mr. Scott Dickson... ae ak sis “4 ‘a 

Scottish Private BILL PRocepURE.—Question, Sir John Leng (Dundee) ; 
Answer, Mr. Scott Dickson 7 ve “s r st ‘ 

Scottish EptcaTion DEPARTMENT ReEportT.—Question, Sir John Leng ; 
Answer, Mr. Scott Dickson - “5 - ne i > bs 

HIGHLAND RatLway Mari ConTRACTS—SERVICE TO KYLE.—Question, Mr. 
John Dewar; Answer, the Financial Secretary to the Treasury (Mr. 
Austen Chamberlain, Worcestershire, E.) 

ADMINISTRATION UNDER THE LABOURERS ACTS AT MALLOW.—Questions, Mr. 
William Redmond (Cork, N.E.) and Mr. Flynn (Cork, N.); Answers, 
the Chief Secretary for Ireland (Mr. Wyndham, Dover) _ .. +e - 

AcHonry (SLIGO) DisTURBANCES.—Questions, Mr. O'Dowd (Sligo, 8.), Captain 
Donelan (Cork, E.), and Mr. Flavin (Kerry, N.) ; Answers, Mr. Wyndham 

R0YAL IRISH CONSTABULARY—MUSKETRY TRAINING.—Questions. Mr. Swift 
MacNeill, Mr. Dillon (Mayo, E.), and Mr. Joyce (Limerick) ; Answers, 
Mr. Wyndham é - ar i Hs he ne a <a 

AGRARIAN OFFENCES IN LEITRIM—CASE OF DANIEL MCGOOHAN.—Question, 
Mr. Tully (Leitrim, S.); Answer, Mr. Wyndham _.. ob “i ha 

Irish BUTTER AND FRAUDULENT SUBSTITUTES.—Questions, Mr. O’Shanghnessy 
(Limerick, W.) and Captain Donelan ; Answers, Mr. Hanbury and Mr. 
Wyndham a“ wa si + ay oi a se - o* 

ANCIENT Laws OF IRELAND.—Question, Mr. Boland (Kerry, 8.) ; Answer, 
Mr. Austen Chamberlain... a oe a “3 i a Ss 

INNISKEEN POSTAL SERVICE—SUNDAY ARRANGEMENTS.—Question, Mr. Daly 
(Monaghan, 8.) ; Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain i 

LONGFORD PosTAL SERVICE.—Question, Mr. J. P. Farrell ; Answer, Mr. Austen 
Chamberlain .. 

PaTENT. LAws.—Question,. Mr. Herbert Lewis; Answer, the First Lord of 
the Treasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, Manchester, E.) ox» ow - os 

BusINEss OF THE House.—Question, Sir Walter Foster (Derbyshire, Ilkeston) ; 
Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour 4 


f NEW BILLS. 
COMPANIES (CERTIFICATES).— Bill to provide for the issue by Companies of Share} 
and Stock Certificates, ordered to be brought in by Mr. Gordon, Sir Robect 
Reid, Mr. Wallace, and Mr. Henderson. 
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Companies (Certificates) Bill.—‘To provide for the issue by Companies 
of Share and Stock Certificates,” presented, and read the first time ; to 
be read a second time upon Monday next, and to be printed. [Bill 189.] 


SEWAGE AND DRAINAGE (LOCAL AUTHORITIES).—Bill to enable Local Author- 
ities to deal separately with the Sewage and Drainage of their Districts, 
ordered to be brought in by Sir Walter Foster, Sir Francis Powell, Mr. 
John Burns, Dr. Robert Ambrose, Mr. Cripps, Dr, Thompson, Mr. 
Lawson Walton, and Mr. Brynmor Jones. 


Sewage and Drainage (Local Authorities) Bill—“<To enable Local 
Authorities to deal separately with the Sewage and Drainage of their 
districts,” presented, and read the first time; to he read a second time 
upon Monday next, and to be printed. [Bill 190.]... ‘se ‘its 


STEAMSHIP SUBSIDIES.—The Select Committee on Steamship Subsidies was 
nominated of, Sir Charles Cayzer, Mr. Evelyn Cecil, Mr. Cust, Colonel 
Denny, Mr. Duke, Mr. Field, Mr. Joyce, Mr. William Lawrence, Colonel 
Milward, Mr. Norman, Mr. Nussey, Mr. Price, Colonel Ropner, Sir Edward 
Sassoon, and Mr. Alfred Thomas. Ordered, That the Committee have 
power to send for persons, papers, and records. Ordered, That five be 
the quorum.—(Sir William Walrond.) a bas s04 oe one 


ARMY ORGANISATION [Second Day's Debate].—Order read, for resuming 
adjgurned debate on Amendment to resolution proposed [13th May]. 
* That it is expedient that six army corps be organised in the United 
Kingdom, with the requisite staff, stores, and buildings ; that a Reserve 
for the Militia be enrolled not exceeding 50,000 men; that the establish- 
ment of the Yeomanry be raised from 12,000 to 35,000 ; and that eight 
regiments be enrolled for garrison service.”—(.Mr. Secretary Brodrick.) , 
And which Amendment was— 

“To leave out from the word ‘That.’ to the end of the Question, 
in order to add the words, * this House, while desirous of supporting 
measures for improving the efficiency of the Army and securing 
Imperial defence, is of opinion that the proposals of His Majesty's 
Government are in many respects not adapted to the special wants 
of the Empire, and largely increase the burdens of the nation without 
adding substantially to its military strength.”"—(Sir H. Campbell- 
Bannerman.) 

Question again proposed, “ That the words proposed to be left out stand ! 
part of the Question.” 

Debate resumed :— 
Mr. Arthur Lee (Hampshire. Fareham) 
Mr. Dillon (Mayo, E.) sis 
The Financial Secretary to the War “Office (Lord Stanley, Lancashire, 

Westhowahton) .. os ie a = ow ran wa ee 

Mr. Freeman-Thomas Ulastings) 

Sir John Colomh (Great Yarmouth) rf ae : 

Sir Arthur Hayter (Walsall) ve ba - es os - 
Debate to be resumed on Thursday. 


MESSAGE FROM THE LoRDs.— 
That they have agreed to the Gravesend Gas Bill, without Amendments. 
That they have passed a Bill, intituled, ** An Act to authorise the sale and 


disposal of the site of Christ’s Hospital, in the City of London.’ 
Christ's Hospital (London) Bill [Lords]. 
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Also a Bill, intituled, ““ An Act for the abandonment of the Bideford and 
Clovelly Railway.’’ [Bideford and Clovelly Railway (Abandonment) 
65 Bill [Lords. ] 


Also a Bill, intituled, “‘ An Act for making and maintaining railways in 
the county of Southampton, to be called the South Western and Isle 
of Wight Junction Railway; and for other purposes.” [South 
Western and Isle of Wight Junction Railway Bill [Lords]. 


Also a Bill, intituled, “‘ An Act for extending and amending the leasing 
power of the Mayor and Commonalty and Citizens of the City of 
London as Masters, Guardians, and Governors of the House and Hos- 

62 pitals called Bethlem, and for conferring on them other powers for the 

management and development of their estates ; and for confirming 

certain leases granted by them.” [Bethlem Hospital Bill [Lords.] 


And also a Bill, intituled, “An Act for extending and amending the 
leasing powers of the Mayor and Commonalty and Citizens of the 
City of London, Governors of the Possessions, Revenues, and Goods of 

as the Hospital of King Edward the Sixth, called Bridewell, and for con- 

65 ferring on them other powers for the management and development 

of their estates ; and for confirming certain leases granted by them.” 


[Bridewell Hospital Bill [Lords.] —.. ss ae «3 sf i. SS 


Christ’s Hospital (London) Bill [Lords]; Bideford and Clovelly Railway 
(Abandonment) Bill [Lords]; South Western and Isle of Wight 
Junction Railway Bill [Lords]; Bethlem Hospital Bill [Lords] ; 
Bridewell Hospital Bill [Lords] ; read the first time ; and referred 
to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills .. ni re a 


EveENING Sittinc.—Duration of speeches in Parliament. 


Sir Joseph Dimsdale (London) oP = ia “3 127 
Major Rasch (Essex, Chelmsford) 129 
Motion made, and Question proposed— 
That in future no Member shall (except by leave) speak for more 
than twenty minutes, or twice on an Amendment in Supply, Ministers, 
ex-Ministers, and movers of Bills and Resolutions excepted.”—(Sir 
Joseph Dimsdale.) 
Discussion— 
a, Mr. Emmott (Oldham) ‘a - os a er Pe os hae 
66: Colonel Saunderson (Armagh, N.) al - - a ~~ aoe 
is Mr. William Redmond (Clare EE.) .. 2. wwe esd 
Mr. Cripps (Lancashire, Stretford) - 1 ‘3 wih .. 144 
88 Mr. Nussey (Pontefract) - ? “ - gs 6s .. 146 
102 Mr. Purvis (Peterborough) .. 3 * wis “is od .- 148 
106 Sir Thomas Esmonde (Wexford, N.) xs - - - -- 26 
125 Mr. Banbury (Camberwell, Peckham) ae aa 7 7 oe. 
Mr. Renwick (Newcastle-on-Tyne) . 154 
The Secretary of State for Home Department (Mr. ‘Rite hie, C roydon) . . 158 
Mr. Parker Smith (Lanarkshire, Partick) oi ; a «s 262 


Amendment proposed— 
“To leave out the words * Ministers, ex-Ministers, and.’ ”’—(Mr. 
Parker Smith.) 
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Mr. Tully (Leitrim, 8.) ‘ ie % “a i o% -- 163 
Lord Hugh Cecil (Greenwich) = bs i os ise ke: OO 


Question put, and negatived. 
Main Question, as amended, put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 83 ; Noes, 117. (Division List No. 185.) 


Adjourned at twelve minutes after Twelve of the clock. 
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PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 
Derbyshire and Nottinghamshire Electric Power Bill.—As amended, 


considered ; to be read the third time . a ‘ ws £69 
Bath Gas Light and Coke {Bill [Lords] — —Winsford Urban District (Ga 
Transfer, Etc.) Bill; read a second time, and committed .. ‘ os 39 


London United Tramways Bill (By OrpeEr). 
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United Tramways Bill is referred that the County Council of Middlesex 
be allowed to appear by counsel, witnesses, and agents in opposition to 
and to be heard against the Bill.”—(Mr. Bigwood.) 
The Chairman “ Committees (Mr. J. W. Lowther, Cumberland, 
Penrith) : 4 Rs ss 6a on es .. 169 
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Ardrossan Harbour Order Confirmation Bill—Order read for con- 
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Procedure (Scotland) Act, 1899. 

Mr. Caldwell (Lanarkshire, Mid) bs 6 as ie oo 170 
Mr. T. M. Healy (Louth, N.) sis ae ss 170 
The Lord Advocate (Mr. A. Graham Murray, Buteshire) <e ss in 
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Commons Regulation and Inclosure ( pinnae Provisional Order Bill. 
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ASCENSION Day :— 
The First Lord of the Treasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, Manchester, E.) 
Motion made, and Question proposed— 


* That Committees do not sit to-morrow, being Ascension Day, 
until two of the clock.” —(Vr. A. J. Balfour.) 


Sir John Leng (Dundee) = Ne te - - eta i 
Lord Hugh Cecil (Greenwich) ~ ~ ste sa on 
(Question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 109 ; Noes, 58. (Division List No. 186) 
Legal Procedure (Ireland) Bill—(Sxconp ReapinG.}|---Order for 
Second Reading read. 
Mr. T. M. Healy (Louth, N.) .. 
Motion made, and Question proposed— 
* That the Bill be now read a second time.” —(.VUr. T. M. Healy.) 
Mr. Moore (Antrim, NV.) ‘> 3 - ae am a 


Amendment proposed— 
“To leave out the word * now,’ and at the end of the Question to 
add the words * upon this day six months.’ ’”’—(Mr. Moore.) 
(Juestion proposed, ** That the word‘ now ° stand part of the Question.” 


Discussion :-— 


Mr. John Gordon (Londonderry, 8.) 
Mr. Flynn (Cork, N.) - es 

Mr. Tully (Leitrim, 8.) e 

Mr. Daly (Monaghan, 8.) .. - A, ae gs By is 
The Attorney General for Ireland (Mr. Atkinson, Londonderry, N.) 
Mr. Hemphill (Tyrone, N.) .. a oe = 3 he +s 


Question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 102 ; Noes, 226. (Division List No. 187.) 


Main question, as amended, put and agreed to ; Second Reading put off 
for six months. 


Outdoor Relief (Friendly Societies) Bill—[{Srconp Reapinc.]—Order 


for Second Reading read. 
Motion made, and Question proposed— 
“ That the Bill be now read a second time.” 


Objection having been taken to the Second Reading— 


The President of the Local Government Board (Mr. Walter Long, 
Bristol, N.) es oe é* ee oe oe oe ee ee 


Question put, and agreed to. 
Bill read a second time, and committed for Thursday, 6th June. 


PrivATE BiLts (Grove K).—Mr. Heywood Johnstone reported from the 
Committee on Group K of Private Bills, that, for the convenience of 


parties, the Committee had adjourned till Friday, at Twelve of the clock. 


Report to lie upon the Table .. ar = a .- « oe 
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PusLic AccoUNTS COMMITTEE.—Second Report br ought up, and read ; Report 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. |No.175.] — ... a4 woe | SON 


PUBLIC PETITIONS COMMITTEE.—Sixth — —— MPs and read ; to lie 


upon the Table, and to be printed 232 
3USINESS OF THE HOUSE—THE ARMY ORGANISATION RESOLUTION.—On the 
motion for the adjournment of the House. 
4Juestion, Sir J. Diekson-Poynder —— or Answer, 
ww. «232 


Mr. A. J. Balfour ‘es , ote ase 
House adjourned at twenty minutes before Six of the clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS: THURSDAY, 16trH MAY, 1901. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Private Bitt Petitions (STANDING ORDERS NOT COMPLIED WITH).—Mr. 
Speaker laid upon the Table Report from one of the Examiners of Petitions 
for Private Bills, That, in the case of the Petitions for the following Bills, 
the Standing Orders have.not been complied with, viz. :—Belfast and 
Northern Counties Railway ; Biggleswade Water Board.—Ordered, That 
the Report be referred to the Select Committee on Standing Orders... 233 


Aldershot Gas and Water Bill; Caledonian Railway Bill—Read the 


third time, and passed 233 
Cleveland and Durham County Electric Power Bill.—King’s 
consent signified ; Bill read the third time, and passed - «. 233 
Kettering Urban District Water Bill.—Read the third time, and 
passed 233 
Lancashire and Yorkshire Railway (Various Powers) Bill.— 
King’s consent signified ; Bill read the third time, and passed .. 233 
London County Council (General Powers) Bill—Duke of Corn- 
wall’s consent signified ; Bill read the third time, and passed - 220 
London Riverside Fish Market Bill.—Read the third time, and passed 233 
Hamilton Burgh Provisional Order Confirmation Bill [Lords]. 
—Order [13th May] for Third Reading upon Monday next read, and dis- 
charged. 
Bill to be considered upon Monday next, under the Private Legislation 
Procedure (Scotland) Act, 1899, Section 7, Sub-seetion (2).—(The 
Lord Advocate) a es ws See 
Golborne Gas Bill..Reported, with Amendments, Report to lie upon 
the Table as ” i ae ms és e i a Se 
Private BiLts (Group M).—Mr. Caine reported from the Committee on Group 
M of Private Bills, That, for the convenience of parties, they had adjourned 
till Monday next, at Eleven of the clock. 
234 


Report to Jie upon the Table. . 
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NAVIGATION AND SHIPPING.—Copy presented, of Annual Statement of Navi- 
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Hicu Courts oF Justice CLERKS—RETIREMENT RULes.—Question, Mr. 
Kearley ; Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain 

Lonpon TELEPHONE SERVICE.—Questions, Mr. Banbury (Camberwell, Peck- 
ham) and Mr. Bartley ; Answers, Mr. Austen Chamberlain 

POSTMASTERSHIPS.—(Question, Mr. Schwann ; Answer, Mr. Austen Chamber- 
lain : 

CIVIL SERVICE STAFF Corps.—Question, Mr. Lundon (Limerick, E.) ; Answer, 
Mr. Austen Chamberlain 

ACHONRY DIsTURBANCES.—Question, Mr. O’Dowd (Sligo, 8.) ; Answer, The 
Chief Secretary for Ireland (Mr. Wyndham, Dover) 

GOVERNMENT ANALYST FOR IRELAND.—Question, Mr. Mooney ; Answer. Mr. 
Wyndham * ; 

DUBLIN SCIENCE AND ART BUILDING.—Question, Mr. Mooney ; Answer, Mr. 
Wyndham ‘es 


CAVAN AND MonaGuan Lunatic AsyLUM.—Question, Mr. Daly (Monaghan, 
S.); Answer, Mr. Wyndham.. bs oe 

Fark Rent ApPeALs IN County MoNAGHAN.—Question, Mr. Flynn (Cork 
County, N.); Answer, Mr. Wyndham 

ROYAL IRISH CoNSTABULARY—IssUE OF LEE-METFORD RIFLES.— Questions. 
Mr. Flynn, Mr. Swift MacNeill, and Mr. Patrick O’Brien (Kilkenny) ; 
Answers, Mr. Wyndham ; ie ‘i 5% me i rh 

CROWN APPOINTMENTS IN [RELAND—ROMAN CATHOLICS.—(Question, Mr. 
O'Doherty (Donegal, N.) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham 

KINSALE FisHertes—Destruction oF HERRINGS.—Question, Mr. Tennant ; 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham 

VACANT INSPECTORSHIP OF IRISH FisHERIES.—Question, Mr. Crean (Cork, S E.) ; 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham .. os se ee 

CADWALLADER Epwarp’s EsSTAaTe.—Question, Mr. Ffrench (Wexford, 8.) ; 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham 5 

PoLice RETIREMENT REGULATIONS.—Questions, Mr. J. P. Farrell (Longford, 
N.) and Mr. Flynn ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham : bs - - 

Royat I[RIisH CONSTABULARY—VICEREGAL COMMISSION.—Question, Mr. T. 
M. Healy; Answer, Mr. Wyndham 





LaBourers’ CoTTAGEs IN THE LONGFORD UNIon.—Question, Mr. J. P. Farrell ; 
Answer,.Mr. Wyndham .. a 
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MARLBOROUGH STREET (DuBLIN) StToRES—BOoOKBINDERS’ Society’s Com- 

“a PLAINT.—Question, Mr. Nannetti (Dublin, College Green) ; Answer, 
“0 Mr. Wyndham 6 i - : ‘ .. 273 

y IRISH SCHOOL TEACHERS’ SALARIES.—Question, Mr. Reddy (King’s County, 
259 Birr) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham se la << See 
CLANRICARDE EstaTe.—Question, Mr. Reddy; Answer, Mr. Wyndham... 274 

260 

Birk AND PorTuMNA LINE.—Question, Mr. Reddy ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham 274 

26] RE-AFFORESTING IN IRELAND.—Question, Mr. O'Mara; Answer, Mr. Wynd- 
ham : ; ‘ oo 

2659 RABIES IN IRELAND.—Question, Colonel J. M‘Calmont (Antrim, E.) ; Answer, 
Mr. Hanbury ss ‘i -« See 

963 Irish LAND JUDGES’ CoURT—RECEIVER’S DEPARTMENT.—Question, Mr. 
Macartney (Antrim, 8.) ;Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain ie.» 2k 


263 9 Mareriace with «4 DeceaseD Wire's Sister BILt.—Question, Sir Brampton 
Gurdon (Norfolk, N.); Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour .. as = + See 


264 SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO CHILDREN BILL.—Question, Sir Henry 


Fowler (Wolverhampton, E.) ; Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour .. an sx See 
D4 BUSINESS OF THE House.—Question, Mr. Crombie (Kincardineshire), Mr. Swift 
MaeNeill, Mr. William Redmond, Mr. Bartley, and Colonel Kenyon- 
Slaney (Shropshire, Newport); Answers, Mr. A. J. Balfour .. sa 
OD 
266 
SITTINGS OF THE House (EXEMPTION FROM THE STANDING ORDER).— 
66 Motion made, and Question put— 


That the proceedings on the resolution as to Army organisation, if 
oe under discussion at twelve o'clock this night, be not interrupted 
whi under the Standing Order, Sittings of the House.”—(Mr. A. J. 

Balfour.) 

wut The House divided :—Ayes, 261; Noes, 157. (Division List No. 188.) 278 
ARMY ORGANISATION [THIRD Day’s Desate].—Order read, for resuming 
ne adjourned debate on Amendment proposed to Question [13th May], 
268 “That it is expedient that six army corps be organised in the United 
Kingdom with the requisite staff, stores, and buildings ; that a Reserve 
for the Militia be enrolled not exceeding 50,000 men ; that the establish- 


D456 
wii ment of the Yeomanry be raised from 12,000 to 35,000 ; and that eight 
regiments be enrolled for garrison service.”—(Mr. Secretary Brodrick.) 
269 And which Amendment was— 
nd which n wa 
“To leave out from the word ‘ That ’ to the end of the Question, 
69 in order to add the words, ‘ this House, while desirous of supporting 


measures for improving the efficiency of the Army and securing 
Imperial defence, is of opinion that the proposals of His Majesty’s 
270 Government are in many respects not adapted to the special wants 
of the Empire, and largely increase the burdens of the nation without 
adding substantially to its military strength.’ ”—(Sir Henry Campbell- 
Bannerman.) 


- Question again proposed, “‘ That the words proposed be left out stand 
re part of the Question.” 
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Leeds 
Debate resumed. Se 
Sir Arthur Hayter (Walsall) ae 989 
The Secretary of State for War (Mr. Brodrick Surrey, Guildford 290 South 
Mr. Asquith (Fifeshire, E.) os B19 } 
Sir James Fergusson (Manchester, N. BE.) 393 
Major Rasch (Essex, Chelmsford) 398 Broad 
Mr. Fuller (Wiltshire, Westbury) 333 se 
Lieutenant-Colonel Tufnell (Essex, S.E ) 335, 
Captain Jessel (St. Pancras, 8.) .. ES iss ms re <=. or Londc 
Mr. Pirie (Aberdeen, N.) am ve x ss & ) 68 W: 
Colonel Brookfield (Sussex, Rye) 349 , 
Mr. Goulding (Wiltshire, Devizes) .. 354 Ripon 
Mr. Edmund Robertson (Dundee) .. = e 2 . 367 T] 
Colonel Welby (Taunton) vis ns A os ee ne os 860 th 
Captain Norton (Newington, W.) .. Dy - _. 366 on 
Sir J. Dickson-Poynder (Wiltshire, Chippenham) xe 368 di 
, Ss O% 37 
The First Lord of the Treasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, Manche: ler, E. ) 7 Midla 
Question put. Cc 
The House divided :—Ayes, 327; Noes, 211. (Division List No. 189.) + 
Main Question put. = 
The House divided :—Ayes, 305; Noes, 163. (Division List No. 190.) 
Resolved. that it is expedient that six army corps be organised’ in the Cardi 
United Kingdom, with the requisite staff, stores, and buildings ; that me 
a Reserve for the Militia be enrolled not exceeding 50,000 men ; that " 
the establishment of the Yeomanry be raised from 12,000 to 35,000 : . 
and that eight regiments be enrolled for garrison service. ae’ 
Fisheries memmiand Bill.— Read a second _ and committed for Monday 
next a ‘ ; . 3896 Poult 
Adjourned at a | quarter after One of the clock. ln 
St. B 
HOUSE OF LORDS: FRIDAY, l7raH MAY, 1901. B 
Eart or ARRAN.—Ordered and directed, by the Lords Spiritual and Tem- . 
poral in Parliament assembled, That a Certificate be sent by the Clerk 
of the Parliaments to the Clerk of the Crown in Ireland, stating that the Honk 
Lord Chancellor of the United Kingdom has reported to the House of 
Lords that the right of the Earl of Arran to vote at the elections of Repre- Alder 
sentative Peers for Ireland has been established to the satisfaction of him a 
the said Lord Chancellor ; and that the House of Lords has ordered such B 
report to be sent to the said Clerk of the Crown in Ireland. And it is d 
hereby also ordered, That the said Report of the said Lord Chancellor be C 
sent to the Clerk of the Crown in Ireland. r sé < wa .. 397 k 
r 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 
Gran 
The Lord Chancellor acquainted the House that the Clerk of the Parliaments Ss 
had laid upon the Table the Certificates from the Examiners that the k 
further Standing Orders applicable to the following Bills have been t 
complied with :—Horley District Gas ; Long Eaton” Gas; Tees Valley 
Water Board ; Wells Corporation Water ; Glasgow and Renfrew District Elect 
Railway Transfer. Also the Certificate that the Standing Orders appli- I 
cable to the following Bill have been complied with Gas and Water ‘ 
Orders Confirmation in L.|. The same were ordered to lie on the Table 397 
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Leeds Corporation Water Bill conn L. sa —A witness ordered to attend the 
Select Committee ; . ~ ; es 


South Lancashire Tramways Bill [h.L.].—Reported from the Select 
Committee with Amendments ‘ ai me ia a dob 


Broadstairs and St. Peters Water and Improvement Bill [u.1.|. 
—Reported from the Select Committee with Amendments aw 


London Bridge Widening Bill; Rodger’s Patent Bill [1.1.].—Reported 
with Améndments ~ us es a y Jet BS 


Ripon Corporation Bill [1.L.]._Report from the Select Committee, 
That the Committee had not proceeded with the consideration of the Bill, 
the opposition thereto having been withdrawn ; read, and ordered to lie 
on the Table ; the orders made on the 8th March and 2nd May last 
discharged ; and Bill committed 


Midland Railway Bill.—Keport from the Select Committee, That the 
Committee had not proceeded with the consideration of the Bill, the 
opposition thereto having been withdrawn; read, and ordered to lie on 
the Table ; and orders made on the 3rd and 6th May last discharged ; 
and Bill committed for Monday next ; 


Cardiff Railway Bill [1.1.} Coumniianen den Re-commitment) to meet 
on Monday next ; Leave given to the Committee, if they think fit, to insert 
certain agreed amendments 


Derwent Valley Water Board Bill; Thames Deep-Water Dock Bill; 


Read 2°, and committed 


Poulton-le-Fylde Gas Bill [H.L.]; Chester Corporation Tramways Bill 
[u.L.]; London, Brighton, and South Coast Railway Bill Ue. edi Read 
3, and passed, and sent to the Commons te ; : n 


St. Bartholomew’s Hospital Bill [H.L.}; Southport Water (Transfer) 
Bill [u.L.]; Weston-super-Mare Gas Bill [1.L.]; Great Southern and 
Western Railway Bill [H.L.]; read 3%, and passed, and sent to the Commons 


Honley Urban District Council (Gas) Bill.—Read 3¢, and passed 


Aldershot Gas and Water Bill; Caledonian Railway Bill; Cleveland 
and Durham County Electric Power Bill ; Kettering Urban District Water 
Bill ; Lancashire and Yorkshire Railway (Various Powers) Bill ; Llan- 
drindod Wells Urban District Council Water Bill; London County 
Council (General Powers) Bill; London Riverside Fish Market Bill : 
Riehmond Gas Bill: Stroud Gas Bill—Brought from the Commons ; 
read 1%; and referred to the Examiners... oi aié oe 


Grangemouth Water Provisional Order Confirmation Bill [H.L.]: 
Scottish Provident Institution Provisional Order Confirmation Bill [H.L. | : 
Folkestone Corporation Bill [H.L.]—Returned from the Commons, agreed 


Electric Lighting Provisional ~—s (No. . Bill [1.1.]; Electric 
Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 7) Bill [H.L.|— Roce re the Com- 
mittees to be proposed by the td Beet of Selection ; 
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Education Board Provisional Order Confirmation (Acton) Bill Cl 
[H.L. }—Committed to a Committee of the Whole House on Monday next 399 


‘Falkirk and District Tramways Order Confirmation Bill (No. A 
81); Ardrossan Harbour Order Confirmation Bill (No. 82); Ayr Har- 
bour Order Confirmation Bill (No. 83) ; Highland Railway Order Confir- 
mation Bill (No. 84)—Brought from the Commons; read 1%; to be 
printed ; and (pursuant to the Private Legislation Procedure (Scotland) 

Act, 1899, Section 9) deemed to have been read 2“; and reported from 
the Committee. Bills to be read 3 on Monday next .. oe « -- 399 





RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


‘Trape Reports (ANNUAL SERIES).—No. 2595, Japan; No. 2596, France 
(Brest) ; No. 2597, Italy (Lombardy); No. 2598, Spain (Bilbao and 
District) ; No. 2599, Greece (the Cyclates) ; No. 2600, France (Nice) ; 

No. 2601, China (Hankow) iti bis a ‘ice ee re .. 400 


NAVIGATION AND SHIPPING.—Annual statement of inne and shipping of 
the United Kingdom for the year 1900... =m i *« we =~ 400 


Army.—Return of Military Forces in South Africa, 1899-1901 (in continua- 
tion of [Cd. 462.]). Presented (by Command), and ordered to lie on the 
Table oe . oe ee ee ee = oe we ee ee 400 


GAS AND WaTeR Works Facitities Act, 1870.—Reports by the Board of 
Trade as to dispensing with the consent (I.) Of the Pinner Parish Council, 
‘in the ease of the Pinner Gas Provisional Order ; (If.) Of the Horsham 
Urban District Council, in the case of the Horsham Gas Provisional Order. 
Laid before the House (pursuant to Act), and ordered to lie on the Table .. 400 


NEW BILLS. 


Private Legislation Procedure (Ireland) Bill [1.1,].—A Bill to provide oO; 
for improving and extending the procedure for obtaining Parliamentary 
powers by way of Provisional Orders in matters relating to Ireland, was C] 
presented by the Earl of Mayo; read 1%; and to be printed. (No. 77.) 400 re 
‘Convocations of the Clergy Bill [H.1.].—A Bill to declare the law in 
regard to the reform of the Convocations of Canterbury and York, and to \ 


make provision for joint sittings of the said Convocations, was presented 
by the Lord Archbishop of Canterbury ; read 1“; and to be printed. 
(No. 78.) er go? Se we go hs, ee 


‘Habitual Drunkards Bill [H.1.].—Order of the Day for the House to he put 


into Committee read. 


The Lord Bishop of Winchester - ks - ie ee .. 402 
Moved, That the House do now resolve itself into Committee on the said t 

Bill.—{ The Lord Bishop of Winchester.) 

Viscount Cross... se bn te se ts - a .. 402 
The Earl of Mayo : = e re ‘ a we .. 402 
Lord Monteagle of Bran: don ges» xin a“ " i ‘i .. 403 
Lord Bel per “ os ae x By he - . #05 
Earl Spencer ’ 403 


The Prime Minister and Lord Priv yo? Neal (The Marquess. of Salisbury) 405 
‘On Question agreed to ; House in Committee accordingly. 
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Clause 1 :— 
Lord Bel per os oF ee ee os oe i 3 . 


Amendment moved— 
In Clause 1, page 1, line 5, to leave out from * convicted ’ to the end 
of the clause, and to insert * of any offence under circumstances in which 
the court is of opinion that an order of detention could be made under 


Section 1 or Section 2 of the Inebriates Act, 1898, then, whether an order 


of detention is made or not, the court shall order that notice of the 
conviction, with such particulars as may be prescribed by a Secretary 
ot State, be sent to the police authority (within the meaning of the Police 
Act, 1890) tor the police area in which the court is situate. 


‘(2) Where a court in pursuance of this Act orders notice of a con- 
viction to be sent toa police authority, the court shall inform the con- 
victed person that the notice is to be so sent ; and— 

(a) if the convicted person within three years after the date of the 
conviction purchases or attempts to purchase any intoxicating 
liquor at any licensed premises on which intoxicating liquor is 
authorised to be consumed he shall be liable, on summary con- 
viction, to a fine not exceeding, for the first offence, twenty 
shillings, and for any subsequent offence forty shillings ; and 

(b) if the holder of any licence authorising the consumption of 
intoxicating liquor upon the premises within that period know- 
ingly sells or allows any person to sell intoxicating liquor to, or 
for the consumption of, any such person, he shall be liable on 
summary conviction, for the first offence, to a fine not exceed- 
ing ten pounds, and for any subsequent offence in respect of the 
same person twenty pounds.’ ’—(Lord Belper.) 


The Lord Bishop of Winchester “ “ss 
On Question, Amendment agreed to 
Clause I., as amended, agreed to. 


Clause 2 :— 
Lord Belper w. nec cents 


Amendment moved— 

* In Clause 2, page 2, line 27, to leave out from ‘ drunkard ’ to the 
end of the clause, and to insert ‘as defined by Section 3 of the 
Habitual Drunkards Act, 1879, the married woman shall be entitled 
to apply for an order under the Summary Jurisdiction (Married 
Women) Act, 1895, and that Act shall apply accordingly. 

“\(2) Where the wife of a married man is an habitual drunkard as 
defined by Section 3 of the Habitual Drunkards Acts, 1879, the 
married man shall be entitled to apply to a court of summary jurisdic- 
tion for an order under this sub-section, and on any such application 
the court may make one or more orders containing all or any of the 
following particulars :— 

(a) A provision that the applicant be no longer bound to cohabit 
with his wife (which provision while in force shall have the 
offect in all respects of a decree of judicial separation on the 
ground of cruelty) ; 

(6) A provision for the legal custody of any children of the 
marriage ; 
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(c) A provision that the applicant shall pay to his wife personally, 
or for her use to any officer of the court or other person on her 
behalf, such weekly sum not exceeding two pounds as the 
court, having regard to the means both of the applicant and 
his wife, consider reasonable ; 

(d) A provision for payment by the applicant or his wife, or both 
of them, of the costs of the court, and such reasonable costs of 
either parties as the court may think fit. 

Subject to the foregoing provisions, the Summary Jurisdiction (Married 
Women) Act, 1895, shall apply to an application and order under this 
sub-section in like manner as it applies to an application and order under 
that Act, except that for references to a married woman and her hus- 
band shall be substituted references to a married man and his wife.’ ” 
—(Lord Bel per. ) 


The Lord Bishop of Winchester .. < ” a Rs vis ee 408 
On Question, Amendment agreed to. 


Clause 2, as amended, agreed to. 


Clause 3 :— 
Lord Bel per 409 
Amendment moved— 
“In Clause 3, page 2, line 33, to leave out after ‘ child’ to the end 
of the clause, and to insert ‘ apparently under the age of seven years, 
he may be apprehended, and shall, if the child is under that age, be 
liable on summary conviction to a fine not exceeding forty shillings. or 
to imprisonment, with or without hard labour, for any period not ex- 
ceeding one month. (2) If the child appears to the court to be under 
the age of seven, the child shall, for the purposes of this section, be 
deemed to be under that age unless the contrary is proved. (3) The 
offence under this section shall be included in the list of offences in the 
First Schedule to the Inebriates Act, 1898." “—(Lord Bel per.) 
The Earl of Ca mM pe rdown ss sie isi a “e ae ie 409 
Lord Bel per a es re + - a“ i i .. 409 
On Question, Amendment agreed to. 
Clause 3, as amended, agreed to. 
Lord Be ver < ee = iy os es ne - so “410 
Amendment moved 
“To insert as a new clause after Clause 3, ‘If a person is found 
drunk in any highway or other public place, whether a building or 
not, or on any licensed premises, and appears to be incapable of taking 
care of himself. he may be apprehended and proceedings may be taken 
against him for the offence.” —(Lord Bel per.) 
On Question, new clause agreed to. 
Lord Bel per oe °° o- +. oe oe oe oe ee 410 


Amendment moved 
“To insert as a new clause, “Where a person is convicted of any 
offence mentioned in the list of offences contained in the First Schedule 
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to the Inebriates Act, 1898, as amended by this Act, the court may, 
either in addition to or in substitution for any other penalty, order the 
offender to enter into a recognisance and find sureties to be of good 
behaviour.” —(Lord Bel per.) 


On Question, new clause agreed to. 
Lord Belper 7 


Amendment moved. 

“ To insert as a new clause, ‘ Where a licensed person is charged 
with permitting drunkenness on his premises, and it is proved that any 
person was drunk on his premises, it shall lie on the licensed person to 
prove that he and the persons employed by him took all reasonable steps 
for preventing drunkenness on the premises. -—(Lord Bel per.) 


Lord Heneage .. ee se “a 


Lord Belper th ss aie 
On Question, new clause agreed to. 
Clause 4 :— 
Lord Belper - = si - ‘ = as 


Amendment moved— 

‘In Clause 4, page 2, line 38, to leave out from ‘ convicted ’ to the 
end of the clause, and to insert ‘ before any court of any offence com- 
mitted by him as such, it shall be the duty of the clerk of the licensing 
justices to enter notice of every such conviction in the register of licences 
kept by him, andif the clerk of the court is not the clerk of the licensing 
justices, he shall forthwith send notice of the conviction to the clerk 
of the licensing justices. 

‘(2) On any application for the grant, renewal, or transfer of a 
licence the licensing justices shall have regard to any entries in the 


register of convictions relating either to the person by whom. or to the 


premises in respect of which, the licence is to be held. 

‘(3) Ifthe number of registered convictions relating to the person 
or to the premises, or either of them, exceeds five within a period of 
five years immediately preceding the licensing sessions, the licensing 
justices shall, if they grant, renew, or transfer the licence, record in 
writing on their register their reasons for so doing. and the police autho- 
rity (within the meaning of the Police Act, 1890) for the police area in 
which the licensing sessions are held, may, in the case of a new licence, 
oppose the confirmation of the licence, and, in the case of renewal or 
transfer, appeal against the decision of the licensing justices. 

‘(4) It shall not be necessary to record any conviction on a 


licence.” —(Lord Bel per.) 


The Lord Bishop of Winchester 

Earl Stanhope .. a “ 

Lord Heneage Ss kis wi - .. 

Lérd Belper 

The Earl of Camperdown u : ei , 

Lord Belper on - Ae ; " , oe 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 


Clause 4, as amended, agreed to. 
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Clause 5, amended and agreed to. 
Lord Belper ~ a4 a ie = . al * a AEG 
Moved, ‘ That the Bill, as amended, be reported to the House.” —(Lord 
Bel per.) 
. Lord T weedmouth oe °° °° ee ee .- o- oe 415 
The Marquess of Salisbury .. ce - ns av ue -» 415 


On Question, motion agreed to. 
Bill recommitted to the Standing Committee ; and to be printed as 
amended. [No. 79.] 
Licensing Sessions Bill [H.L.].—-Order of the Day for the House to be 
put into Committee read. 


The Lord Bishop of Winchester oa - — - “% ee 415 


Moved, That the House do now resolve itseif into Committee oa the said 


Bill. —(The Lord Bishop of Winchester.) 
Lord Bel per = a ee aa ee ie “ss ae .. £16 


On- Question, agreed.to. 
House in Committee accordingly. 
Clause 1 :— 
The Lord Bishop of Winchester .. ss ss be bd os 416 


Amendment moved— 
‘In Clause 1, page 1, line 6, to leave out ‘ of his holding shares,’ 
and to insert ‘ only of being interested.’ ”’—(The Lord Bishop of Win- 
chester.) 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 
Clause 1, as amended, agreed to. 
Clause 2 :— 
Lord Belper Se = 3h ot a i gs es .. 417 
Amendment moved— 
“In Clause 2, page 1, line 6, to leave out sub-clauses (1) and (2) 

and to insert—(1) Section 60 of the Licensing Act, 1872, which relates 

to disqualifications of justices shall, as amended by this Act, apply to 

a clerk to justices in like manner as it applies to a justice.” —(Lord 

Bel per.) 


The Lord Bishop of Winchester .. “is _ ie $3 .. 418 
Lord Belper , 6a ae: ae - sk _ = i. #39 
Lord Heneage .. te = ee - a x, nS oo SS 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 
Lord Belper i > rs - is be 1% i . 30 


Amendment moved— 
“In Clause 2, page 1, line 27, after ‘forms’ to insert ‘ and if any 
solicitor contravenes this provision, he shall be liable, on summary con- 
viction, to a fine not exceeding one hundred pounds.’ ’’—(Lord Bel per.) 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 
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Amendment moved— 
“In Clause 2, page 2, line 1, to leave out Sub-clause 4.”°—(Lord 
Bel per.) 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 
Clause 2, as amended, agreed to. 
Clauses 3 and 5 agreed to. 

Clause 6 :— 


Amendment moved— 
“In Clause 6, page 2, line 33, to leave out * Sessions.” "—(T’he Lord 
Bishop of Winchester.) 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 


Bill recommitted to the Standing Committee ; and to be reprinted as 
amended. [No. 80.] 


Prisons (Scotland) Bill [1.1.],—Amendment reported ens to order), 
and Bill to be read 8¢ on Monday next .. “e ms ; 2 .. 421 


Marriages Legalisation Bill [1...]—Amendment reported (according 
to order), and Bill to be read 3¢ on Monday next .. ” és .. 421 


Alkali, etc., Works Regulation Bill [.1.].—Amendments reported 
(according to order), and Bill to be read 37 on Monday next .. rat ~< 422 


VOLUNTEER RANGES :— 
The Earl of Dartmouth 


Lord Harris oe ie - - - . .» 428 
The Marquess of Ailesbury st Be 2 £22 
The Under Secretary of State for We ar Vike Raglan) . af 225 “@39 


House adjourned at five minutes past Six of the clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS: FRIDAY, l7tH MAY, 1901. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 
Dublin Corporation (Markets, Etc.) Bill.—{By Orver}, 


Mr. T. M. Healy (Louth. N.) is si “3 v 4 «+ 423 


Order of the 14th instant for Consideration of the Bill, as amended, read, 
and discharged :—Bill re-committed to the former Committee ; Com- 
mittee to have leave to sit and proceed forthwith.—(.Vr. 7. MV. Healy.) 


Inclosure (Sutton) Provisional Order Bill.—{By Orper.] Order for 
Second Reading read. 
Motion made, and Question proposed— 
“That the Bill be now read a second time.” 
Mr. Purvis (Peterborough) .. a - x . .. 424 
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Amendment proposed— 


* To leave out the word * now,’ and at the end of the Question to 
add the words * upon this day six months.’ ”"—(.Vr. Purvis.) 


(Juestion proposed, “* That the word * now’ stand part of the Question.” 


Discussion :—- 
Mr. Channing (Northamptonshire, E.) 
Mr. Jeffreys (Ham psh ire, N.) me $5 5s 
Lord Edmond Fitzmaurice (Wiltshire, Cricklade) As Bg we 
The President of the Board of . \gric ulture (Mr. Hanbury, Preston) 
Mr. Robert Spe neer (Vor thamptonshire, Mid) ; 
Mr. Sackville (Northamptonshire, N.) 
Mr. Thomas Bayley (Derbyshire, ¢ thesterfie eld) 


Question put. 

The House divided :—Ayes, 151; Noes, 144. (Division List No. 191.) 
Main Question put, and agreed to. 

Bill read a second time, and committed. 


Private Bitus [Lords] (STANDING ORDERS NOT PREVIOUSLY INQUIRED INTO 
COMPLIED WITH).—Mr. Speaker laid upon the Table Report from one of 
the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the case of the follow- 
ing Bill, originating in the Lords. and referred on the First Reading thereof, 
the Standing Orders not previously inquired into, and which are appli- 
cable thereto, have been ears with, viz. :—Sutton-in-Ashfield Urban 
District (Water) Bill 28 ords |.—Ordered, That the Bill be read a second 
time ; ee ee ee oe ee oe .- .- 

PRIVATE BILLS (PETITION FOR ADDITIONAL PROVISION) (STANDING ORDERS NOT 
COMPLIED WITH).—Mr. Speaker laid upon the Table Report from one of 
the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the case of the Peti- 
tion for additional Provision in the following Bill, the Standing Orders 
have not been complied with, viz. :—Cromer Water Bill. Ordered, That 
the Report be referred to the Select Committee on Standing Orders 


Bexley Tramways Bill; Mansfield Corporation Bill.—Read the third 
time, and passed ie Zs fF “3 - x aX f 


Arlesey Gas Bill {Lord wh As amended, considered ; to be read the third 
time . a % ‘ 


British Gas Light Company Bill.—As amended, considered; an 


Amendment made; Bill to be read the third time 


Glasgow and South-Western Railway Bill: Lancashire and York- 
shire Railway (Dearne Valley Junction Railways) Bill; Swanage Gas 
and Water Bill.—As amended, considered ; to be read the third time 


Tottenham and Hampstead Junction Railway Bill.—<As amended, 
considered ; Amendments made : Bill to be read the third time ae 


Pembroke Urban District Council (County of Dublin) Bill 


(By Order).—As amended, considered ; to he read the third time 


Dublin (Equalisation of Rates) Bill (By Order)—<As amended, 


considered ; to be read the third time 
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Derby Corporation Bill.—Ordered, that the Minutes of Evidence taken 
before the Committee on the Derby Corporation (Extension of Borough, 
&e.) Bill, of Session 1877, be referred to the Committee on Group L in 
respect of the Derby Corporation Bill.—( Mr. Caldwell.) 


LocaL GoVeRNMENT PRovisioNAL OrpeR (Port).—Bill to confirm a Provi- 
sional Order of the Local Government Board relating to the Port of Man- 
chester, ordered to be brought in by Mr. Grant Lawson and Mr. Long. 


Local Government Provisional Order (Port) Bill.—‘‘To confirm 


a Provisional Order r of the Local Government Board relating to the Port 


of Manchester,’ presented accordingly, and read the first time; to be 
referred to the Ex uniners of Petitions for Private Bills, and to be sci 


[Bill 192] 


Metropolitan Water Companies (Amendment of Acts) Bill.— 
Reported, without Amendment ; Report to lie upon the Table “a 


Metropolitan Electric ag ated Bill. aes with Amendments ; 
teport to lie upon the Ws me - a ‘i 


Mond Gas Bill.—Reported, with Amendments; leport, to lie upon the 
Table, and to be printed .. ‘a - * - Re pe Fe 


Clyde Valley Electrical Power (Substituted) Bill. Reported, with 


Amendments ; Report to lie upon the Table 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 3) Bill.—Leported, 
without Amendment [Provisional Orders confirmed]; Report to lie upon 
the Table. Bill to be read the third time upon Monday next 


Irish Presbyterian Church Bill.—Reported, without Amendment ; 
Yeport to lie upon the Table. Bill to be read the third time a 


Cambrian Railways Bili; Aldeburgh Corporation (Water) Bill.—Reported, 
with Amendments ; Reports to lie upon the Table, and to be printed 


London County Council (Money) Bill.—Reported, without Amend- 
ment ; Report to lie upon the Table. Bill to be read the third time 


Torrington and Okehampton Railway Bill; Alfreton Gas Bill | Lords] ; 


Reported, with Amendments ; Reports to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed : Bs es 


Omagh Gas Bill [Lords]._-Reported, with Amendments; Report to lie 


upon the Table 


Sheffield District Railway Bill | Lords|..—Reported, with an Amendment : 


Xeport to lie upon the Table, and to be printed 


Bristol, Clifton, and West of England Zoological Society Bill 


[Lords |. —Reported, without Amendment ; Report to lie upon the Table. 
Bill to be read the third time bs a : 


Dublin Corporation (Markets, Etc.) (Re-committed) Bill. Reported 
with an Amendment ; Report to lie upon the Table, and to be printed 
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MESSAGE FROM THE LorDs— 

That they have passed a Bill, intituled, ‘“‘ An Act to confer further powers 
upon the Lord Mayor, Aldermen, and Citizens of the City of Man- 
chester, with reference to the construction of tramways and streets, 
and the acquisition and appropriation of lands, and with respect to 
children trading in the streets, and other matters affecting the health 
and good government of the city, and for other purposes.’ Man- 
chester Corporation Bill [Lords]. 

Also a Bill intituled, “‘ An Act for incorporating and conferring powers 
on the Faversham Water Company.” Faversham Water Bill [Lords]. 

Also a Bill intituled, ‘“* An Act to empower the Urban District Councils 
of Cowes and East Cowes to take on lease the existing Royal Ferry 
across the River Medina between their respective districts, and to 
work and manage the same : and for other purposes.’’ Cowes Ferry 
Bill [Lords]. 

And also a Bill intituled, ‘“ An Act to enable the South Eastern Railway 
Company to make new works ; to acquire additional lands ; to pro- 
vide for the application of capital of the South Eastern and London, 
Chatham, and Dover Railway Companies ; to make further pro- 
visions as to the Managing Committee of those Companies ; and for 
other purposes.” South Eastern and London, Chatham, and Dover 


Railwavs Bill | Lords] 


Manchester Corporation Bill [Lords]; Faversham Water Biil {Lords}; 
Cowes Ferry Bill [Lords]: South Eastern and London, Chatham, and 
Dover Railways Bill [Lords].—Read the first time ; and referred to the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills 


PETITIONS. 
Finance BiL..—Petition from Faversham. for alteration ; to lie upon the Table 


HousinG or WorkING CLASSES (REPAYMENT OF LOANS) BILL.—Petitions, in 
favour, from South Molton ; Plymouth: and Halifax ; to lie upon the 
Table ; 


LocaL AUTHORITIES OFFICERS’ SUPERANNUATION BiLt.—Petition from Stoke- 
upon-Trent, in favour ; to lie upon the Table 


MARRIAGE WITH A Deceasep WIFE’s Sister Bitt.—Petition from Fulham, 
against : to lie upon the Table 


Mines (Eicut Hovrs) Biti.—Petition from Werndda, in favour ; to lie upon 
the Table af t oe 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS ON SUNDAY BiLL.—Petitions, in favour, from 
West Kensington; Benson; Loughborough: Dewsbury Moor: Bir- 
mingham ; Hingham ; Sheftield ; Holbeach (four) ; Scarborough (two) ; 
Whaplode ; Sealby and Whaplode St. Catherine’s ; to lie upon the Table 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO CHILDREN BILL.—Petitions, in favour, 
from Launceston (six) ; Longton ; Barrow-in-Furness ; Barrow ; Cardiff ; 
Prestwich ; Brentwood; Walkden; Clydach; Bayswater; Woburn 
Sands; Portsmouth (two); Notting Hill: Plymouth; Weardstone ; 
Halifax ; Highgate Hill; Dunfermline: Blackheath ; Driftield ; Chel- 
sea; Trawdon; Seven Kings; Yorkshire ; Ilford (two) ; Little Ilford ; 
York ; East London; Moulton; Holbeach (five); and Whaplode St. 
Catherine's: to lie upon the Table .. rs - - re 
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SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO CHILDREN (SCOTLAND) BiL_.—Petitions, in 
favour, from Biggar; Tarves; Longside; Peebles (two) ; Kirkmichael ; 
Comrie ; and Logicrait ; to lie upon the Table .. é oe ms .. 440 


SOVEREIGN’S OATH ON ACCESSION BiLL.—Petition from Stirling, against ; to 
lie upon the Table .. ei he ne if ae “3 ais .. 440 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


TRADE REPpoRTS (ANNUAL SERIES).—Copies presented, of Diplomatic and Con- 
sular Reports, Annual Series, Nos. 2599 to 2601 [by Command] ; to lie 
upon the Table ee = te 94 ‘3 a oh Rs .. 440 


REVENUE AND EXPENDITURE (ENGLAND, SCOTLAND, AND IRELAND).—Copy 
ordered, “ of Provisional Statement showing for the year ended the 31st 
day of March, 1901 ; (1) the Estimated Amount contributed by England. 
Scotland, and Ireland respectively to the Revenue collected by Imperial 
Officers ; (2) the Estimated Expenditure incurred on English, Scottish, 
and Irish Services chargeable against such Revenue ; and (3) the Con- 
sequent Balances of Revenue which were available for Imperial Expendi- 
ture.’ —(Mr. Austen Chamberlain). Copy presented accordingly ; to 
lie upon the Table. and to be printed. [No. 182] .. - a - 440 


QUESTIONS. 


SouTH AFRICAN War—FarM BurNiING.—Question, Mr. Flavin (Kerry, N.) ; 
Answer, The Secretary of State for the Colonies (Mr. J. Chamberlain, 


Birmingham, W.) : 440 
SouTH AFRICAN CONCESSIONS COMMITTEE—ReEPORT.—Question, Mr. Thomas 
Bayley (Derbyshire, Chesterfield) ; Answer, Mr. J. Chamberlain .. 441 
Wark Honours—WarRANT OFFICERS OF THE NAvy.—Question, Mr. Kearley 
(Devonport) ; Answer, The Secretary to the Admiralty (Mr. Arnold- 
Forster, Belfast, W.) sh bee i = a i ; so, 444 
Royal Army MepicaL Corps.—Question, Sir John Tuke (Edinburgh and St. 
Andrews University); Answer, The Financial Secretary to the War 
Office (Lord Stanley, Lancashire, Westhoughton) .. - by .. 441 


VOLUNTEER SERVICE COMPANY, WELSH REGIMENT—REGIMENTAL  PETS.— 
Question, Lieutenant-Colonel Pryce Jones (Montgomery Boroughs) 
Answer, The President of the Board of Agriculture (Mr. Hanbury, Preston) 442 


NORTH QUEENSFERRY FoRTIFICATIONS.—Questions, Mr. John Hope (Fifeshire, 
W.) and Lord Balearres (Lancashire, Chorley); Answers, Lord Stanley 443 


West SoMERSET YEOMANRY TRAINING.—Question, Colonel Welby (Taunton) ; 
Answer, Lord Stanley ; ' 


Exports OF MUNITIONS OF Wark AND Wak Suips.—Question, Mr. Jacoby 
(Derbyshire, Mid.) ; Answer, The President of the Board of Trade (Mr. 
Gerald Balfour, Leeds Central) .. shy i a A 43 Jy eS 


Burmese Rupper Propucinc TReES.—Question, Mr. Sharpe (Kensington, 
N.); Answer, The Secretary of State for India (Lord G. Hamilton, 
Middlesex, Ealing) .. 2s ie 53 : ‘e ots ae so, Mae 


INpiaN TeLeGRAPH RaTe—Tue German Empen-IRELAND CABLE.—Question, 
Sir Edward Sassoon (Hythe); Answer, The Financial Secretary to the 
Treasury (Mr. Austen Chamberlain, Worcestershire, EB.) .. “ .. 445 
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EDUCATION IN TRINIDAD.—Question, Mr. Compton Rickett (Scarborough) ; 
Answer, Mr. J. Chamberlain 


TURKEY—MAssacres OF CHRISTIANS AT MosvuL.—Questions, Mr. Yoxall 
(Nottingham, W.) and Mr. Flynn (Cork, N.) ; Answers, The Under Secre- 
tary of State for Foreign Affairs (Viscount Cranborne, Rochester) 


FOREIGN Post OFFICES IN CONSTANTINOPLE.—Question, Mr. Gibson Bowles 
(Lynn Regis) ; Answer, Viscount Cranborne .. ais 


Morea—ImMports oF British Goops.—Question, Mr. Brigg (Yorkshire, W.R., 
Keighley) ; Answer, Viscount Cranborne a op - , ; 


CHina — YANG-TszE — PRoviNCES—TRIENNIAL LITERARY EXAMINATIONS. 
Question, Mr. Herbert Roberts (Denbighshire, W.); Answer, Viscount 
Cranborne e 

ANGLO-RusstIAN Dispute AT TIENTSIN.—Questions, Mr. Herbert Roberts and 
Sir Charles Dilke (Gloucestershire, Forest of Dean) ; Answers, Viscount 
Cranborne 

CHEFOO-WEI-HAI-WEI CABLE.—Question, Sir Edward Sassoon ; Answer, Mr. 
Austen Chamberlain .. 

Sucar Duty—INcReEASED CHARGES BY DEALERS.—Question, Mr. Yoxall ; 
Answer, The Chancellor of the Exchequer (Sir M. Hicks Beach, Bristol, W.) 


LEAD PoIsONING ReTURNS.—Question, Sir Charles Dilke ; Answer, The 


Secretary of State for the Home Department (Mr. Ritchie, Croydon) .. 


CONVEYANCE OF PRISONERS—DEATH IN A PRISON VAN.—Question, Dr. Far- 
quharson (Aberdeenshire, W.) ; Answer, Mr. Ritchie 


Truck ACTS—Sqvike +. SWEENEY.—Question, Mr. Tennant (Berwickshire) ; 
Answer, Mr. Ritchie 


Butter ADULTERATION.—Question, Mr. O'Shaughnessy (Limerick, W.) ; 
Answer, Mr. Hanbury 


BUTTER STANDARDS.—Question, Mr. O'Shaughnessy ; Answer, Mr. Hanbury 


AGRICULTURAL LaBpovr CONTRACTS.—Question, Mr. Lloyd Morgan (Carmar- 
then, W.); Answer, Mr. Hanbury 


LocaL Taxation—Aip FROM IMPERIAL Resources.—Question, Mr. Ashton 
(Bedfordshire, Luton) ; Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain : i 


ScoTTisH CONGESTED Districts—ISLAND OF CAvaA.—Question, Mr. Cathcart 
Wason (Orkney and Shetland); Answer, The Lord Advocate (Mr. A. 
Graham Murray, Buteshire) m yey - “a 


NATIONAL GALLERY—F IRE  PRECAUTIONS.—Question, Dr. Farquharson ; 
Answer, The First Commissioner of Works (Mr. Akers Douglas, Kent, 
St. Augustine's) + . 

Loans TO IrisH FarmMers.—Question, Mr. Daly (Monaghan, 8.) ; Answer, 
The Chief Secretary tor Ireland (Mr. Wyndham, Dover) 

BaLiivor Perry SesstonNs—HEDGE-CUTTING PROSECUTIONS.—Question, Mr. 
Carew (Meath, S.); Answer, The Attorney General for Ireland (Mr. 
Atkinson, Londonderry, N.) 


Irish INTERMEDIATE Epucation EXAmiNations.—Question, Mr. William 
Johnston (Belfast, S.); Answer, Mr. Wyndham ; 
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Vesey STorey’s Estate, Co. Mayo.—Question, Dr. Ambrose (Mayo, W.) : 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham . -* 


LABOURERS’ COTTAGES IN THE RatupowN Union.—Question, Mr. James 
O’Connor (Wicklow, W.) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham - 


R0YAL IRISH CONSTABULARY PENSIONS.—Question, Mr. Tully (Leitrim, 8.) ; 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham . .- 


Census—IRISH SPEAKERS IN IRELAND.—Question, Mr. Thomas O'Donnell 
(Kerry, W.) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham 


LAND PURCHASE IN County WEXForD.—Questions, Mr. Ffrench (Wextord, 5.) 
and Sir Thomas Esmonde (Wextord, N.) ; Answers, Mr. Wyndham 


GREAT SOUTHERN AND WESTERN RAILWAY OF IRELAND—THROUGH RATES FOR 
IRIsH Propuce.—Question, Mr. Mooney (Dublin County, 8.) ; > Answer 
Mr. Gerald Balfour .. x ofa ah a wa are 


KILRUSH PosSTMASTERSHIP.—Question, Major Jameson (Clare,£W.) ; Answer, 
Mr. Austen Chamberlain .. 


CorK Post OFFICE—PROVINCIAL CLERKS IN CHARGE.—Question, Mr. J. F. X. 
O’Brien (Cork) ; Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain 


EpucaTion Brtt—Er rect oF REPEAL CLAUSE ON IRISH TECHNICAL EDUCATION.—- 
Question, Mr. Loyd (Berkshire, Abingdon) ; Answer, The Secretary to 
the Local Government Board (Mr. Grant Lawson, Yorkshire, N.R., Thirsk) 


AGRICULTURAL RATING AND TITHE RENT Acts.—(Question, Mr. Herbert Roberts : 
Answer, The First Lord of the Treasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, Manchester, 
E.).. ia . bs = 


BUSINESS OF THE House.—Questions, Sir Thomas Esmonde, Sir Charles Dilke, 
Mr. Gibson Bowles, and Mr. Flower (Bradford, W.) ; Answers, Mr. A. J. 
Balfour ' we “A 7 es ia ts ws is - 


NEW BILLS. 


County CouncILS (LEGISLATION).—Bill to enable County Councils to promote 
Legislation, ordered to be brought in by Mr. Bigwood, Mr. Joseph Howard, 
Sir John Dorington, Mr. Henry Hobhouse, Mr. Broadhurst, and Lord 
Edmond Fitzmaurice. j& 


County Councils (Legislation) Bill‘ 'To enable County Councils to 
promote Legislation,’ presented, and read the first time; to be read a 
second time upon Wednesday next, and to be printed. [Bill 193] 


Burcu Pottice AND Pupiic HEALTH (SCOTLAND).—Bill to amend the Law re- 
lating to the Police and Public Health Administration of Burghs in 
Scotland, ordered to be brought in by Mr. Asher, Sir Robert Reid, Sir 
Herbert Maxwell, Mr. Parker Smith, Mr. M‘Crae, and Mr. John Dewar. 


Burgh Police and Public Health (Scotland) Bill—‘“To amend 
the Law relating to the Police and Public Health Administration ot 
Burghs in Scotland,” presented, and read the first time ; to be read a 
second time upon Wednesday, 19th June, and to be printed. [Bill 194] 


STEAMSHIP Supsipres Setect Commitrrer.—Ordered, That Mr. William Field 
be discharged from the Select Committee on Steamship Subsidies. 
Ordered, That Mr. William Redmond be added to the Committee.—(Sir 
Thomas Esmonde.) at 
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SUPPLY [7rH Atiorrep Day]. Considered in Committee :— 
[Mr. J. W. Lowrner (Cumberland, Penrith) in the Chair. ] 


CiviL SERVICE REVENUE DEPARTMENTS ESTIMATES, 1901-2. 
Crass IL. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, ‘* That a sum, not exceeding 
£i, 300, be granted to Eis Majesty, to complete the sum necessary to defray 
the Charge which will come in course of payment during the year e nding 
on the 3lst day of March, 1902, for the Salaries and Expenses of the 
Department of His Majesty’s Most Honourable Privy Council.” 


Mr. Goddard (Ipswich) 


Motion made, and Question proposed— 
“That Item A (Salaries) be reduced by £1,000, in respect of the 
Salary of the President of the Couneil.”—(Mr. Goddard.) 

The Financial Secretary to the Treasury (Mr. Austen Chamberlain, 
Worcestershire, E.) 

Mr. Flynn (Cork, N.) .. 

Mr. Whitley (Halifax) 

Mr. Labouchere (Northampton) 


Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes. 128; Noes, 178. (Division , List No. 
192.) 


Uriginal Question again proposed. 
Mr. Whitley 


Motion made, and Question proposed— 
“That Item A (Salaries) be reduced by £5300, in respect of the 
salary of the Private Secretary to the Lord President.’—(.Vr. Whitley.) 
The Vice-President of the Board of Education (Sir J. Gcrst. Cambridge 
University) . : a ‘3 as i 
Mr. Blake (Longford, : ~ 
Sir Brampton Gurdon tk ~— 
Mr. Goddard 
Mr. Flynn 
Mr. Gibson Bowles 
Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 141: Noes, 187. (Division List No. 
193.) 
Original Question again proposed. 
Mr. Soames (Norfolk, 8 ; 
Mr. Coghill (Stoke-upon-Trent) 
Motion made, and Question proposed— 
“That Item A (Salaries) be reduced by £100, in respect of the 
Salary of the Registrar of the Privy Council.”"—(Mr. Coghill.) 


Mr. Charles Hobhouse (Bristol, E..) 
Mr. Austen Chamberlain 
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Mr. John Burns (Battersea) .. fe 5 - 3 A .. 479 
Mr. Austen Chamberlain .. ; ro bg k; - . 479 
Mr. Taylor (Lancashire, Radcliffe) . és f co ~ = .. 480 
Question put. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 136; Noes, 203. (Division List No. 
194.) 
Original Question put, and agreed to. 
2. Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That a sum, not exceeding 
£21,650, be granted to His Majesty, to complete the sum necessary to 
- defray the charge which will come in course of payment during the year 
465 ending on the 31st day of March, 1902, for the salaries and expenses of the 
Charity Commission for England and Wales.” 
Sir Walter Foster (Derbyshire, Ilkeston) .. “4 ia a . £88 
Motion made, and Question proposed— 
‘That a sum, not exceeding £21,150, be granted for the said 
aa service. —(Sir Walter Foster.) 
65 
465 Mr. Eugene Wason (Clackmannan and Kinross) - Sa .. 486 
466 Mr. Griffith-Boscawen (Kent, Tunbridge) .. .. .. Le .. 487 
Mr. Charles Hobhouse .. ‘s hs an se Ses stg .. 491 
Mr. Goddard .. Ks os “ ‘ « 493 
Mr. Courtenay Warner r (Staffords hive: Lichfield) - Ss .. 49¢ 
Mr. Cremer (Shoreditch, Haggerston) .. - oa i .. 494 
Question put. 
469 The Committee divided :—Ayes, 132; Noes, 157. (Division List No. 
195.) 
Original Question again proposed. 
Sir Walter Foster js is se aa ae -» 49% 
Lord Balcarres (Lancashire, Chorley .. a - ie .. 499 
470 Mr. Griffith-Boscawen is os - a - .. 900 
47] Mr. Holland (Yorkshire, W. R., Rotherham) .. i os .. 500 
479 Mr. Cremer ; P . am .. - .. .. d01 
a 
pi Motion made, and Question proposed— 
rie 
173 “That a sum, not exceeding £21,150, be granted for the said 
service. -—(.Wr. Cremer.) 
Mr. Griffith-Boscawen “ “is .. 902 
Sir Charles Dilke (G Seticsatinckive, Forest of Dean) te sts .« 602 
Mr. Cremer ‘ - 503 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
477 Original Question again proposed. 
177 
Mr. Whitley ‘i a - - ad - - ie .. 504 
Mr. Griffith-Boscawen .. = “ % - 7” « 504 
Question put, and agreed to. 
173 3. £5,019, to complete the sum for Friendly Societies Registry. 
10 
178 4. £9,962, to complete the sum for Lunacy Commission, England. 
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5. Motion made, and Question proposed, ‘“‘ That a sum, not exceeding \ 
£01, be granted to His Majesty, to complete the sum necessary to defray 
the Charge which will come in course of payment during the year ending 
on the 31st day of March, 1902, for the Salaries and Expenses of the 
Mint, including the Expenses of coinage.” 

Mr. Whitley - ve Zs ek a i ce rs .. 504 
. ( 
Motion made, and Question proposed— 
“That Item A be reduced by £300, in respect of the Salary of 
Chemist and Assayer of the Mint.” —(Mr. Whith:y.) ( 
Mr. Austen Chamberlain : an - 6 : 1 .- 805 
Sir Walter Foster e f- be e a _ - .. 906 
Mr. Whitley pi = = ee, wd ifs “ Ee ao BOT 
( 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn.“ 
Original question again proposed. 
Sir Charles Dilke at, eae ae “fs ie sa ata .. 808 
Mr. Taylor 3 “s rt ee a = i os .. 608 
Mr. Austen Chamberlain .. ey se ue ey De -s 808 ( 
Mr. J. P. Farrell (Longford. N.).. oe = os - so Oeg 
Mr. Austen Chamberlain o% oe ee ee ° tee e 510 
Question put. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes. 126; Noes, 84. (Division List No. 196.) iF 

6. Motion made, and Question proposed. “ That a sum, not exceeding 
£7,107, be granted to His Majesty, to complete the sum necessary to defray Apso 
the Charge which will come in course of payment during the year ending 
on the 3lst day of March, 1902. for the Salaries and Expenses of the \ 
National Debt Office.” 

Mr. J. P. Farrel .. os eS ae an an i «Ole 
Motion made, and Question proposed— 
“That a sum not exceeding £6,107 be granted for the said service.” \ 

—(Mr. J. P. Farrell.) 

Mr. Tully (Leitrim, 8.) bay oe — cs ar - vs | plo 

Mr. Daly (Monaghan, 8.) .. ee a: i 2 a o> B16 

Mr. Austen Chamberlain — .. ¥ ste a ‘3 is o3 ON 

Mr. John Wilson (Durha m, Mid) .. ee a a ee so O18 

Mr. Austen Chamberlain — .. " y ee 5 ba “ pe 

Mr. O Mara (Kilkenny. 8.) 520 NEW | 

in 

(Juestion put. 
“ee , sr ‘ . oO a 1 Took 
Phe Committee divided :—Aves, 104: Noes. 151. (Division List No. 197.) B 
Original Question put, and agreed to. 

7. Motion made, and Question proposed, ‘* That a sum, not exceeding The Li 
£12,938, be granted to His Majesty. to complete the sum necessary to he 
defray the Charge which will come in course of payment during the year fu 
ending on the 31st day of March, 1902, for the Salaries and Expenses of the pl 
Public Record Office.”’ 1 

, I 
Sir Thomas Esmonde os oe “a oo =e ee ee we 523 M 
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Motion made, and Question proposed— 
“That a sum, not exceeding £12,438, be granted for the said 
service.’ —(Sir Thomas Esmonde.) 
Mr. Austen Chamberlain 526 
. Sir Thomas Esmonde 528 
d04 
Question put. 
‘The Committee divided :—Ayes, 96: Noes, 166. (Division List No. 198.) 
Original Question again proposed. 
505 Mr. William Redmond (Clare, E.) - - Si ia .. Odl 
506 Mr. Austen Chamberlain — .. ~ “fs at ae std .. Od] 
507 
(Juestion put, and agreed to. 
8. £4, to complete the sum for Public Works Loan Commission. 
508 9. £36,430, to complete the sum for Registrar General's Office, England. 
IV 
508 10. £33,450, to complete the sum for Works and Public Buildings 
509 Office. 
509 re . no 
510 Mr. William Redmond es - - ” a 5 .. Odl 
The First Commissioner of Works (Mr. Akers Douglas, Kent, St. ¥ 
Augustine’s) oe i és sia oi - ws .. Odl 
Resolutions to be reported upon Monday next ; Committee to sit agian 
upon Monday next. 
ADJOURNMENT :— 
Motion made, and Question proposed— 
* That this House do now adjourn.” —(Mr. Austen Chamberlain.) 
513 Mr. T. M. Healy (Louth, N.) .. - - “i ” .. 532 
Mr. Austen Chamberlain .. - ¥ wi - .. 532 
(Juestion put. and agreed to. 
Adjourned at a quarter atter Eleven of the clock 
516 
516 ; — — 
517 ; . ' 
518 HOUSE OF LORDS: MONDAY, 20TH MAY, 1901. 
519 
520 New Prer.—Edgar, Lord Bishop of Newcastle, was (in the usual manner) 
introduced as - ~ ‘s bs 5 - i - L938 
Took THE OATH.—Several Lords took the Oath. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 
The Lord Chancellor acquainted the House that the Clerk of the Parliaments 
had laid upon the Table the certificates from the Examiners that the 
further Standing Orders applicable to the following Bills have been com- 
plied with :—Burgess Hill Water; Dublin St. James’ Gate Brewery 
Tramways ; Great Central Railway ; Hull, Barnsley, and West Riding 
508 Junction Railway and Dock; London County Council (Spitalfields 
"= Market) ; Tendring Hundred Water. 
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Also the certificates that no further Standing Orders are applicable to the Bir 
following Bills :—Metropolitan Common Scheme (Ham) Provisional Order ; 
Military Lands Provisional Orders. 
And also the certificates that the Standing Orders applicable to the following Bex 
Bills have been complied with : —Tramways Orders Confirmation (No. 2) 
lu.t.]: Pier and Harbour Provisional Orders (No. 2) [#.L.]; Gas Orders 
Confirmation |u.L.|; Drainage and ~noscheinating of Lands (Ireland) Stor 
Provisional Order. 
The same were ordered to lie on the Table .. 7" i - -s 833 
: | 
Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 6) Bill [H1.].—The 
Chairman of Committees informed the House that the opposition to the | 
Bill was withdrawn ; the Order made on Friday last discharged, and | 
Bill committed to a Committee of the Whole House .. = - .. O88 é 
| 
Harrogate Water Bill [1.1.]; Leeds {Corporation Water Bill [H.L.].—The 
Report from the Select Committee, that the Committee adjourned this ( 
day at half-past Eleven o'clock ; and pray leave not to sit again till to- 
morrow, at ‘l'wo o'clock ; read, and leave given accordingly .. 2 38e a 
STANDING ORDERS COMMITTEE.—Report from, that the Standing Orders not Ard 
complied with in respect of the Education Board Provisional Order t 
Confirmation (London) Bill [H.L.] ought to be dispensed with, provided 
that proof be given before the Examiners of the deposit of the statement of 
the number of houses of the labouring classes proposed to be taken in 
the office of the Clerk of the Parliaments and at the office of the: Central 
Authority 5 o e a i ~ we i sis .. O34 I 
ead, and agreed to. be 
Colwyn Bay and Colwyn | Urban District Gas Bill.—Reported, : 
with Amendments... - id ei, ~. Be Falki 
a 
Wisbech Water Bill — <iecoageae from the Select Committee, with 
Amendments 534 Metr: 
O 
Bristol Corporation Cemetery Bill [1.1..].—Reported from the Select Com of 
mittee, with Amendments .. ms “t a7 us te = =. Soa 
' ; : , eal Educé 
Bolton Corporation Bill [1.L.].—Reported with Amendments nay ... 535 B 
Great Northern Railway Bill. Siiensini from the Select Committee, Educa 
with Amendments ss EG . o wo Dee [H. 
ai ‘ . At 
Harpenden District Gas Bill [.1.].--Reported, with Amendments .. 534 i 
Bury Corporation Tramways Bill.—-Reported, with Amendments .. 534 
Gateshead and District Tramways Bill.——Reported, without Amendment 534 
Devonport Corporation (Gas) Bill.—Read 24, and committed o . B35 TRADE 
' AFRICA 
Lynton and Barnstaple Railway Bill [H.L.]; Tyneside |Tramways and in] 
Tramroads Bill [#.L.]; Wigan Corporation Tramways, ete. Bill [H.1.]; 
CoLONI 
Portmadoc, Beddgelert, and South Snowdon Railway Bill [11.L.] ; Hands- ‘ 
worth Urban District Council Bill [H.L.]; Leeds Corporation (General WELLIN 
Powers) Bill [H.L.] ; Read 3a, and passed, and sent to the Commons .. 535 31si 
VOL. 
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Birmingham (City) Tramways Bill [H.L.]; South Essex Water Bill 


[H.L.]|.—Read 34, an-Amendment made-; Bills passed, and sent to the 
Commons % : zd 


Bexley Tramways Bill; Mansfield Corporation Bill. oti aie from the 
Commons ; read 14, and referred to the Examiners .. : 


Stockport Corporation Water Bill [H.L.]; Finchley and Hendon Tram- 
ways Bill [H#.L.]; Great Eastern Railway Bill; Cork, Blackrock, and 
Passage Railway Bill [H.L.]; Electric Lighting Provisional Orders 
(No. 7) Bill [#.t.] (Roundhay Order opposed); Rugby Water an? 
‘tee Aan Bill [H.L.]; Lowestoft Corporation Bill [H.L.].—Report 
from the Committee of Selection, that the following Lords be 
proposed to the House to form the Select Committee for the con 
sideration of the said Bills, viz. :—D. Wellington, E. Graham (D. Montrose), 
E. Manvers, L. Digby, L. Pirbright (chairman) ; agreed to ; and the said. 
Lords appointed accordingly ; the Committee to meet on Tuesday, the 11th 
of June.next, .at Eleven o'clock ;.and all petitions referred to the Com- 
mittee, with leave to the petitioners praying to be heard by counsel 
against the Bills, to be heard as desired, as also counsel for the Bills 


Ardrossan Harbour Order Confirmation Bill.—Order of the Day for 
the Third Reading read. 


> The-Chairman of: Committees (The Earl of Morley) .. 
The Secretary for Scotland (Lord — of tues 
The Earl of Camperdown 


Bill read 34 (according to order), and einiids 


id Harbour Order Confirmation Bill; Highland — Order 
‘onfirmation Bill.—Read 3% (according to order), and passed . 


Falkirk and District Tramways Order Confirmation Bill.— 
Jrder of the Day for the Third Reading, read, and discharged ; 


Metropolitan Police Provisional Order Bill —Read 2 (according to 
Order), and committed : The Committee to be ae by the Committee 
of Selection sits de F hes ~ 2 ~ 


Education Board Provisional Orders ee oe etc. -) 
Bill [11.L.].—Read 24 (according to Order) 


Education Board Provisional Order Confirmation (Acton) Bill 
|H.L. |.—House in Committee (according to Order) ; Bill reported without 
Amendment : Standjng Committee negatived ; and Bill to be read 3 
to-morrow = an hee ‘a ~ ne Ae sa 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


TRADE -REPORTS—ANNUAL SERIES.—No. 2602, Brazil (Porto Allegro) 
Arrica, No. 2 (1901). —Despatch from His Majesty’s Special Commissioner 

in Uganda relating to travellers in the Protectorate ie ‘ 6 
CoLonigs (ANNUAL).—No 322, Bermuda. Report for 1900 


WELLINGTON: COLLEGE.—Report of the Governors for the year ending the 
31st December, 1900; with Accounts .. : ‘a i 
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Irish LAND CoMMISSION (PROCEEDINGS).—Return for the month of January, 
1901 ~ + -_ a oe : ° . a 


Census (IRELAND), 1901.—Preliminary Report ; with Abstract of the Enume- 
rator’s Summaries (presented by command), and ordered to lie on the 
Table... - - ve “a ae ies ee oe 


PENAL Servitupe Acts, 1853 To 1891 (CONDITIONAL LicENCE).—Licence 
granted by His Majesty tofMargaret Lynch, a convict under detention in 
Aylesbury Prison, permitting the said Margaret Lynch to be at large on 
condition that she enter the East End Refuge, Finchley .. é 


MERCHANT SHIPPING (MERCANTILE MARINE Funp) Act, 1898.—Draft Order 
in Council altering the scale of rules and exemptions, set out in the Second 
Schedule to the Act, for the purpose of the levying of the light dues with 
respect to voyages made by the home trade sailing ships and steamers, 
and for yachts, which are laid up during the whole of the year ending the 
31st March ; laid before the House (pursuant to Act), and ordered to lie 
on the Table : - as pi e + = oe ¥ 


PETITIONS. 


Suops (EARLY CLosING) BILL [H.L. ].—Petitions in favour of ; of'persons signing 
(4) ; read, and ordered to lie on the Table -_ *» se « 





PusLic BETTING :— 
The Lord Bishop of Hereford s% ee om 7 - 
Moved, that a Select Committee be appointed to inquire into the increase 
of public betting among all classes, and whether any legislative mea- 


sures are possible and expedient for checking the abuses occasioned 
chereby.—( The Lord Bishop of Hereford.) 


Discussion :— 
The Earl of Aberdeen *% s +2 ‘i 
The Lord Bishop of London .. ‘ ee ra 


l'he Lord Archbishop of Canterbury y ; 
The Prime Minister and Lord Privy Seal (the Marquess of Salisbury 


On Question agreed to, and ordered accordingly. 


Bishopric of Southwark Bill.—Order of the day for the Second Reading 


read, 


The Lord Archbishop of Canterbury .... oo 


Bill read 2% (according to Order), and committed to a Committee of the 
Whole House. 
EpvucaTIoNn OF SOLDIERS FOR CiviIL LIFE :— 
Lord Monkswell ~ oo i ie o — 
Moved, That in the opinion of this House, no reorganisation of the Army 
will be satisfactory which does not, subject to the exigencies of mili- 


tary service, provide such instruction for the soldier as may qualify 
him for employment on his discharge.” —(Lord Monkswell.) 


The Under Secretary of State for War (Lord Raglan) . 
Motion (by leave of the House) withdrawn, 
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Tar New PATTERN SERVICE RIFLE :— 
Earl Stanhope 


Lord Raglan as - se «o 
Lord Tweedmouth oe ae ae me 
Tae RoyAL DECLARATION AGAINST RoMAW CATHOLICISM :— 
Lord Herries .. an am pe ne ee ox 


The Marquess of Salisbury ee 


INDIAN LIQUOR AND OPIUM SHOPS :— 


Lord Kinnaird .. 
The Under Secretary of State for I ndia (the Earl of H ardwicke) 


Marriages Legalisation Bill [H.L.]; Alkali, etc. Works Regulation Bill 
[H.L. |.—Read 34 — to a and — and sent to the Com- 


mons -* o* oe oe oe o- 
TooK THE OaTH.—The Lord Bishop of Chester took the Oath .. 
House adjourned at a quarter past Seven of the roe 





HOUSE OF COMMONS: MONDAY, 20th MAY, 1901, 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


PRIVATE $BILLS [LorDS] (STANDING ORDERS NOT PREVIOUSLY INQUIRED INTO 
COMPLIED WITH).—Mr. Speaker laid upon the Table Report from one of 
the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the case of the follow- 
ing Bills, originating in the Lords, and referred on the First Reading 
thereof, the Standing Orders not previously inquired into, and which 
are applicable thereto, have been complied with, viz. :—Bethlem Hospital 
Bill [Lords] ; Bideford and Clovelly Railway (Abandonment) Bill [Lords] ; 
BridewelljHospital Bill [Lords] ; Mersey Docks and Harbour Board Bill 
[Lords] ; Mersey Docks and Harbour Board (Canada Dock Works, etc.) 
Bill{Lords]; Prestatyn Water Bill ee —Ordered, That the Bills be 


read a second time 


PROVISIONAL ORDER BILLS ‘Silas ORDERS APPLICABLE THERETO COMPLIED 
WITH).—Mr. Speaker laid upon the Table Report from one of the Ex- 
aminers of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the case of the following 
Bills, referred on the First Reading thereof, the Standing Orders which 
are applicable thereto have been complied with, viz. :—Local Govern- 
ment Provisional Orders (No. 4) Bill; Local Government Provisional 
Orders (No. ade Bill.—Ordered, That the Bills be read a second time to- 


morrow 


Bingley Urban District Council Bill; Burton-upon-Trent Cor- 
poration Bill; Derbyshire and Nottinghamshire Electric Power Bill.— 


Read the third time, and passed .. 


Dorking Gas Bill; Kingston-upon-Hull eseuee Bill—As amended, 
considered ; to be read the third time .. , 


City and South London Railway Bill [Lords]; London (City) 
School for Orphans of Freemen Bill [Lords] ; Milford Docks Bill [Lords] ; 
New Swindon Gas Bill [Lords] ; Nitrate Railways Company Bill [Lords] ; 
Sheffield Corporation Bill [Lords] ; at eet Gas Bill a —Read 
a second time, and committed 
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BeELFAst AND NorTHERN Counties RatLway.—Petition for Bill ; referred to May : 
the Select Committee on Standing. Orders os “ .. 573 A 
BIGGLESWADE WaTeER Boarp.—Petition for Bill ; referred to the Select Com- 
mittee on Standing Orders .. : “a 87 
Local Government.. Provisional Orders (No. 3) Bill—Read the 
third time, and passed .. .. .. .. .. «+ 1. es he ss a ot 
Hamilton Burgh Provisional Order Confirmation Bill [Lords]. A 
—Consideration, under Section 7, Sub-section (2), of the Private Legisla- 
tion Procedure (Scotland) Act, 1899, deferred till Friday . 573 
ARIZONA Copper CoMPANY, LIMITED, ORDER CONFIRMATION.—Bill to confirm A 
a Provisional Order under the Private Legislation Procedure (Scotland) 
Act, 1899, relating to the Arizona Copper Company, Limited, ordered to 
be brought in by the Lord Advocate and Mr. Solicitor General for Scot- 
land. és S 
Arizona Copper Company. Limited, Order Confirmation Bill.— 
‘To confirm a Provisional Order under the Private Legislation Procedure 
(Scotland). Act, 1899, relating to the Arizona Copper Company, Limited,” Poult 
presented accordingly ; to be read a second time upon Monday, 10th June, Bil 
and to be printed. [Bill 195.]_ .. ” és " bie - .. 574 St. 
PrIvATE Bits (Group L).—Ordered, That James Hardy Smith do attend the . 
Committee on Group L of Private Bills to-morrow, at half-past Eleven of he 
the clock be a a: ‘5 - - iin ae ‘ie .. 574 ™ 
London County Council (Tramways and Street Widenings) Bill ; 
Wallasey Improvement Bill; Bury Corporation Bill.—Reported, with (CoaL N 
Amendments ; Reports to lie upon the Table, and to be printed .. .. 574 upc 
MESSAGE FROM THE LorDs :— COMPEN 
That they have agreed to Honley Urban District Council (Gas) Bill, with- = 
out Amendment. DouGia 
That they have passed a Bill, intituled, ‘* An Act to provide for the transfer inte 
of the undertaking of the Poulton-le-Fylde Gas, Coal, Lime, and Coke Hamu; 
Company, Limited, to the Poulton-le-Fylde Urban District Council, to lj 
and to authorise that council to supply gas ; and for other purposes.” 
Poulton-le-Fylde Gas Bill [Lords]. Locan G 
Also a Bill, intituled, “* An Act to confer powers on the Corporation of of I 
Chester to reconstruct the existing tramways in the city of Chester ; Mines ( 
to construct additional tramways in and adjacent to the city ; to the 
work tramways ; and for other purposes.” Chester Corporation 
Tramways Bill [Lords]. RomAN | 
Also a Bill, intituled, “‘ An Act. to confer further powers on the London, fron 
Brighton, and South Coast Railway Company ; and for other pur- SALE OF 
poses.”” London, Brighton, and South Coast Railway Bill [Lords]. Sett! 
Also a Bill, intituled, “An Act to enable the Mayor and Commonalty ton ; 
and Citizens of the City of London, Governors of the House of the ‘to li 
Poor commonly called Saint Bartholomew’s Hospital, near West — 
Smithfield, London, of the Foundation of King Henry the Eighth, : ree 
to acquire certain lands necessary or desirable for the extension of (ts 
the hospital ; and for other purposes.” St. Bartholomew’s Hospital at 
Bill * : Roth 
ill [Lords]. Nort 
Todn 
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And also a Bill, intituled, “‘ An Act to constitute and incorporate a Joint 
Water Board, consisting of representatives from the Councils of the 
iborough of Southport, the urban district of Birkdale, and the rural 
district of West Lancashire, all in the county palatine of Lancaster, 
and to transfer to and vest in such Board the undertaking of the 
Southport Waterworks Company ; and for other puzy ses.” South- 
-port Water (Transfer) Bill [Lords]. 

Also a Bill, intituled, ‘‘An Act for conferring further powers on the Weston- 
super-Mare Gaslight Company ; and for other purposes.”’ Weston- 
super-Mare Gas Bill [Lords]. 

And also a Bill, intituled, ‘‘ An Act to enable the Great Southern and 
Western Railway Company to make an extension railway to Cashel 
and a branch railway to the Curragh Siding ; to execute certain 
-other works ; to acquire additional lands ; to transfer to and vest in 
‘the company the undertakings of the Limerick and Kerry Railway 
‘Company and of the Rathkeale and Newcastle Junction Railway 
Company ; to raise additional capital; and for other purposes.” 
Great Southern and Western Railway Bill [Lords] ‘ 


Poulton-le-Fylde Gas Bill [Lords]; Chester Corporation Tramways 
Bill [Lords] ; London, Brighton, and South Coast Railway Bill [Lords] ; 
St. Bartholomew's Hospital Bill [Lords]; Southport Water (Transfer) 
Bill [Lords] ; Weston-super-Mare Gas Bill [Lords] ; Great Southern and 
Western Railway Bill [Lords].—Read the first time; and referred to 
the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills 3 ss os 


PETITIONS. 


(CoAL Mines (EMPLOYMENT) BILL.—Petition from Altham in favour ; to lie 


upon the Table .. 


COMPENSATION FOR DAMAGE TO Crops, Etc., BiLL.—Petition of Highland 
and Agricultural Society of Scotland in favour ; to lie upon the Table .. 


Doveias, Henry Epwarp.—Petition of Henry Edward Douglas, for inquiry 
into his ease ; to lie upon the Table es Ks 43 - “a 


HapiruaL DrunKarps.—Petition from Ancoat Grove, for alteration of Law ; 
to lie upon the Table : ea - , 


Locat GoveRNMENT Boarp I[nQuiries.—Petition from Fulham, for alteration 


of Law ; to lie upon the Table 


Mines (Eicut Hours) BiLt.—Petition from Altham in favour ; to lie upon 


the Table 2h 


Roman CaTHOLic UNIVERSITY IN IRELAND.—Petitions against establishment, 
from Inverness ; Dumfries ; and Rothesay ; to lie upon the Table 


Satz oF IntoxicaTinc Liquors on SuNDAY BILL.—Petitions in favour, from 
Settle ; Middleton-in-Teesdale ; Bolsover; Westhoughton; Accring- 
ton ; Clayton- -le-Moors ; Salterforth ; Wibsey : > and Bildeston ; 
‘to lie upon the Table .. s - ia 


Sate oF IntoxicaTInG Liquors To CHILDREN BILL.—Petitions in favour, from 
Comrie ; Crieff ; Galashiels (two); Aberdeen; Huxham; Didsbury 


(two); Brixton; Leigh; Norton; Fuller; Yardley; Stockport ; 


Rotherham (two); Carlisle; Whitby; Newcastle-on Tyne; Brigham ; 
North-West Gloucester ; Hammersmith ; Kettering — Toller ; and 
Todmorden ; to lie upon the Table + sie Ka , - - 
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SALE oF InToxicaTING Liquors TO CHILDREN (SCOTLAND) BILL.—Petitions in 
favour, from Monkton; Scottish Temperance sai, and Annan ; 
to lie upon the Table .. ; - x ; 


Scnoo, Boarp Exections (ScoTLanp).—Petition from Leith, for alteration 
of Law ; to lie upon the Table ‘ i es “ 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


WELLINGTON CoLLEGE.—Copy presented, of Report of the Governors of Welling- 
ton College for the year ending 31st December, 1900, with Aceounts [by 
Command] ; to lie upon the Table - . se a ae 


PENAL SERVITUDE Acts (CONDITIONAL LIcENCE).—Copy po, of Licence 
granted to Margaret Lynch, a Convict under detention in Aylesbury 
Prison, permitting her to be at large on condition that she enter the East 
End Refuge, Finchley [by Act]; to lie upon the Table 


SUPPLEMENTARY EstimatTes.—Return presented, relative thereto [ordered 28th 
March ; Sir Edgar Vincent]; to lie upon the Table .. Ms a 


Civit List Pensions.—Return presented, relative thereto [ordered 16th May ; 
Mr. Gibson Bowles] ; to lie upon the Table , ‘is us - 


IrtsH LAND CoMMISSION (PROCEEDINGS).—Copy presented, of Return of Pro- 
ceedings during the month of January, wie Lby wesingicn to lie 
upon the Table . P 


CEeNsus OF IRELAND (1901). —Copy presented, of Preliminary Repeat, with 
Abstract of the Enumerators’ Summaries [by Command] ; ; to lie upon 
the Table és ‘a - és “ en 


MERCHANT SHIPPING (MERCANTILE MARINE Funp) Act, 1898.—Copy presented, 
of Draft Order in Council altering the Scale or Rules and Exemptions 
set out in the Second Schedule to the Act, for the purpose of the levying 
of light Dues with respect to voyages made by Home Trade Sailing Ships 
and Steamers, and for Yachts which are laid up during the whole of any 
year ending 31st March [by Act]; to lie upon the Table .. ae 


COLONIAL Reports (ANNUAL).—Copy presented, of Report, No. 322 (Bermuda, 
Annual Report for 1900) [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table .. . 


Army.—Copy presented, of Return of Military Forces in South Africa, 1899- 
1901 (in continuation of [C. 462]) [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table. . 


Arrica (No. 2, 1901). —Copy presented, of Despatch from His Majesty's 
Special Commissioner in Uganda relating to Travellers in the Protectorate 
[by Command]; to lie upon the Table .. a 6a +“ po es 


TRADE Reports (ANNUAL SeERIEs).—Copy presented, of Diplomatic and Con 
sular aaietaa Annual iia No. 2602 Dy ela to lie upon the 
Table .. . ‘ és “ 


QUESTIONS. 


Soutn ArricAn WarR—DesTRUCTION OF Crops AND GRAss.—Question, Mr. 
Edmund Robertson (Dundee) ; Answer, The Secretary of State for War 
(Mr. Brodrick, Surrey, Guildford) “a ‘ ies és : vn 


Farm Burninc.—Question, Mr. Flynn (Cork, N.) ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick .. 
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RESERVE OF SMALL-ARM AMMUNITION.—Questions, Mr. Norman (Wolverhamp- 
ton, S.) and Major Rasch (Essex, Chelmsford) ; Answers, Mr. Brodrick.. 


Pay ALLOTMENTs TO SoLprers’ Wives.—Question, Mr. Caine (Cornwall, Cam- 
borne) ; Answer, The Financial ss rag to the War Office vP ee 
Lancashire, Westhoughton) os oo 


REGIMENTAL TITLES—IMPERIAL SERVICE OF COLONIAL CRRA nae 
Sir Charles Cayner (Barrow-in-Furness), Colonel Legge (St. George’s, 
Hanover Square), and Mr. William Redmond — ee Answers, 
Lord Stanley and Mr. Brodrick . , a 


VOLUNTEER OFFICERS’ CAMP ALLOWANCES.—Question, Mr. Yoxall (ottng- 
ham, W.) ; Answer, Lord Stanley me Re 1P . 


Army RECRUITS—AGE REGULATIONS.—Question, Mr. Schwann (Manchester, 
N.) ; Answer, Lord Stanley = : a be By ee we 


RoyaL ARMY MepicaL Corps—CommMiTTEE’s ReEPorT.—Question, Sir John 
Tulse (Edinburgh and St. Andrew’s Universities) ; Answer, Lord Stanley 


MILITIA DISEMBODIMENT.—Question, Mr. Pirie (Aberdeen, N.); Answer, 
Lord Stanley .. “ss os nn me a és “ + ei 


MALTA AND GIBRALTAR GARRISONS.—Question, Mr. Charles Hobhouse (Bristol, 
E.) ; Answer, Lord Stanley .. r id a <i 


Kine’s_ Bastion, PortsMouTH.—Question, Lord Balcarres (Lancashire, 
Chorley) ; Answer, Lord Stanley_.;. .. ki x ne a sad 


West Inp1a Dock Nava. Stores—Packers’ Pay.—Questions, Captain Norton 
(Newington, W.) ; eo The esas to the eT ane Arnold- 
Forster, Belfast, W. ) , ~s 


DEPTFORD VICTUALLING YARD—RuM DRraAwers.—Question, — Norton ; 
Answer, Mr. Arnold-Forster. . on i - os i sa os 


VictorIA TECHNICAL INSTITUTE OF BomBay.—Question, Sir Mancherjee 
Bhownaggree (Bethnal Green, N.E.); Answer, The maprneca ce of State 
for India (Lord G. Hamilton, Middlesex, Ealing) .. an 


MANUAL INDUSTRIES OF INDIA—MADRAS ScHOOL OF ART.—Question, Sir Man- 
cherjee Bhownaggree ; Answer, Lord G. Hamilton .. ™ a 


FRENCH AND CANADIAN STEAMSHIP SERVICE.—Question, Mr. James Lowther 
(Kent, Thanet) ; Answer, The Secretary of State for the Colonies — 
J. Chamberlain, Birmingham, W.) - a om ne 


MaLTa—TuHE LANGUAGE QUESTION.—Question, Mr. Boland (Kerry, 8); 
Answer, Mr. J. Chamberlain - BS 2 , ; 


FINANCE—INTEREST ON DEFICIENCY BorRoWINGS.—Questions, Mr. McCrae 
(Edinburgh, E.) and Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn Regis) ; Answers, The 
Chancellor of the Exchequer (Sir M. Hicks Beach, Bristol, W.) . , 


Coat Tax.—Questions, Sir James Joicey (Durham, Chester-le-Street) and 
Mr. James Lowther ; Answer, Sir M. Hicks-Beach .. = oF 


S.S. “ Runic ”"—CasE oF SEAMAN DEAN.—Question, Mr. Nannetti (Dublin, 
College Green) ; Answer, The President of the Board of Trade ee Gerald 
Balfour, Leeds, Central) .. . 
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RecGuLaTions FoR Use oF FirEARMS.—Question, Mr. M‘Dermott (Kilkenny, 
N.); Answer, The Secretary of State for the Home ween en 
Ritchie, Croydon) .. ‘i sin ‘ ‘ ; 


CANADIAN Live CATTLE TRADE. Abies 3 Sir John baie (Dundee) and 
Captain Sinclair (Forfarshire) ; Answers, The President of the Board of 
Agriculture (Mr. Hanbury, Preston) - ct = om 


ARBITRATIONS UNDER THE AGRICULTURAL HoLpincs Act.—Question, Mr. 
Lambert (Devdnshire, South Molton) ; Answer, Mr. Hanbury 


Ice CREAMS IN LONDON—PTOMAINE PoIsonING.—Question, Mr. Thomas Dewar 
(Tower Hamlets, St. George’s); Answer, The President of the Local 
Government Board (Mr. Walter Long, Bristol, 8.) = aa ‘ 


BiLLINGHAY INFANT SCHOOL, LINCOLNSHIRE—EXCESSIVE CANING.—Question, 
Sir John Brunner (Cheshire, Northwich) ; Answer, The Vice-President 
of the Board of Education (Sir John Gorst, Cambridge University) 


BoarD OF EpucATION—WomeEN Sus-INspecTors.—Question, Mr. Yoxall ; 
Answer, Sir J. Gorst : Sa P ’ 


EpucaTion CopE, 1901—CooKERY AND COTTAGE GARDENING.—Question, Mr. 
Morrell (Oxfordshire, Woodstock) ; Answer, Sir J. Gorst . 


PENSIONS IN THE Post OFFICE.—Question, Mr. Labouchere (Northampton) ; 
Answer, The Financial Secretary to the Treasury (Mr. Austen Chamber- 
lain, Worcestershire, E.) a 


oe ‘. ‘} ee ° 
PosTMEN’s WALKS IN NoTTINGHAM.—Question, Mr. Yoxall; Answer, Mr. 
Austen Chamberlain “ bes afd a - - 


PUNISHMENT FOR TELEGRAPHISTS’ Errors.—Question, Mr. Schwann ; Answer, 
Mr. Austen Chamberlain <: A a re ee ci 


Census—PoPULATION OF SCOTLAND.—Question, Mr. John Ellis (Nottingham- 
shire, Rushcliffe) ; Answer,'The Lord Advocate _— A. Graham — 
Buteshire) 


CENsUS—ScoTTIsH ENUMERATORS’ ieie alten, Mr. Caldwell (Lanark- 
shire, Mid); Answer, Mr. A. Graham Murray Bs oe 


REFRESHMENT ARRANGEMENTS FOR LATE SITFINGS.—Question, Mr. Malcolm 
(Suffolk, Stowmarket) ; Answer, Colonel Lockwood ,(Essex, Epping) 


BusHey PARK—REFRESHMENT KiosK.—Question, Mr. Thomas Dewar ; Answer, 
The First Commissioner of Works (Mr. Akers — Kent, St. Augus- 
tine’s) — - - Ne we ae $ , , 


RENTs ON THE >W ARDEN Est. ATE, Co. Kerry. —Question, Mr. Boland ; Answer, 
The Chief Secretary for Ireland (Mr. Wyndham, Dover) ss 
AGRICULTURAL INSTRUCTION IN MuNSTER—MALLOW CONFERENCE.—Question, 
Mr. Flynn ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham ‘ iis “s 
Lanp PurcHAsE IN County Loncrorp.—Question,!Mr. J. P. Farrell (Longford, 
N.) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham a - “ “ “e 


Gran4srD Union—TRAINED NursE.—Question, Mr. J. P. Farrell; Answer, 
Mr. Wyndham - si - _ i es os ‘ 


GRANARD UNnion—Lapourers’ CorTraGes.—Question, Mr. J. P. Farrell ; 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham... __... We, ee on oo - wh 
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LoncrorD Rurat District Councit—Lapourers’ CoTTaGEs.—Question, 
Mr. J. P. Farrell ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham “ be Pe .. 602 
LAND (IRELAND) Act; 1896, Section 40.—Question, Mr. Lundon (Limerick, 
E.) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham hie ee. Sek (a UL aS, ce Se 
IkI 34 INDUSTRIAL SCHOOLS.—Question, Mr. D: ing (Queen’ s County, Ossory) ; 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham “ 7 ‘ ‘ “ +s .- 604 
KNOCALLASSA GRANING FarM DISTURBANCES.—Question, Mr. O’ Dowd aah 
S.); Answer, Mr. Wyndham <s 4% ‘ - . 604 
LAND -JUDGE’S COURT—SALARIES OF RECEIVERS. — Question, Mr. Ffrench 
(Wexford, S.); Answer, Mr. Wyndham.. 53 4 ck 605 
BoyLeE Town Commissioners’ Byg-LAws.—Question, Mr. Tully (Leitrim, 8.) ; 
Answer, the Attorney General for Ireland (Mr. Atkinson, Londonderry, N.) 605 
CENSUS—POPULATION OF IRELAND.—Questions, Mr. John Ellis and Mr. Patrick 
O’Brien (Kilkenny) ; Answers, Mr. Wyndham 606 
Inns Quay, Dupin, Post OFFICE.—Question, Mr. Nannetti; Answer, Mr. 
Austen Chamberlain .. - aa = os 606 
CorK Post OrFIcE—EXCHANGE OF Duties.— Question, Mr. J. F. X. O’Brien 
(Cork) ; Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain nee 607 
QUESTIONS IN PARLIAMENT.—Questions, Mr. Randles (Cumberland, Cocker- 
mouth) and Mr. William Redmond; Answers, the First Lord of the 
Treasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, Manchester, E.) i .. 607 
PRESERVATION OF LocaL’ Recorps.—Question, Mr. Bull (Hammersmith) ; 
Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour *: - ns vs ad Pa -» 668 
CuiNEsE INDEMNITY.—Question, Mr. Harwood (Bolton) ; Answer, Mr. A. J. 
Balfour = és se ge - oe ~ - .. 608 
HOUSING OF THE WORKING CLASSES IN LONDON.—Question, Mr. Chaplin (Lin- 
colnshire, Sleaford) ;.Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour ve > .. 609 
COMMITTEE ON MUNICIPAL TRADING. ee Mr. Kimber (Wandsworth) ; 
Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour . ; ; se: on OO 
BEER BILL. —Question, Mr. Chaplin Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour sh ss 610 
GIBRALTAR WorKs—THE RECENT InQuirY.—Questions, Mr. Edmund Robert- 
son and Mr. Gibson Bowles; Answers, Mr. A. J. Balfour .- 610 
CuurcH DiscipLine BILL.—-Question, Mr. Charles M‘Arthur (Liverpool, 
Exchange) ; Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour si . 610 
BusINEssS OF THE House.—Questions, Sir H. Campbell- icioniasie (Stirling 
Burghs), Mr. James Lowther, and Mr. D. A. Thomas Hominid etal ; 
Answers, Mr. A. J. Balfour 611 
NEW BILL. 
PURCHASE OF LAND (IRELAND) :—- 
The Chief Secretary for Ireland (Mr. W, — semen “ « 612 
Mr. John Redmond (Waterford) 613 


Bill to amend Sub-section 1 of Section 9.of the ‘pinion of —_ adaaidy 


Act, 1891, and Sub-section 2 of Section 43 of the Land Law (Ireland) 
Act, 1896, ordered to be brought in by Mr. Wyndham and Mr. Attorney 
General for Ireland. 
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Purchase of Land (Ireland) Bill—‘‘To amend Sub-section 1 of Section 9 
of the Purchase of Land (Ireland) Act, 1891, and Sub-section 2 of Section 
43 of the Land Law (Ireland) Act, 1896,” presented accordingly, and read 
the first time ; to be read a second time — Thursday, 6h June,and to be 
printed. [Bill 196.) . ae “| 4 , 





Finance Bi'!.—Order for the Second Reading read. 
Motion made, and Question proposed— 
““ That, the Bill be now read a second time.” 


Sir Henry Fowler (Wolverhampton, E.) =» - ~ os “oo 


Amendment proposed— 

“To leave out from the word ‘ That,’ to the end of the Question, 
in order to add the words ‘ this House, while ready to make adequate 
provision for the naval and military requirements of the Empire, is of 
opinion that the financial proposals of His Majesty’s Government are 
objectionable both with regard to taxation and debt, are calculated 
injuriously to affect industry and commerce, and do not exhibit that 
regard for economy which the alarming increase that has recently taken. 
in the normal expenditure of the country imperatively demands.’ ”— 
(Sir Henry Fowler.) 

Question proposed, ‘‘ That the words proposed to be left out stand part 
of the Question.” 
The Chancellor of the Exchequer (Sir M. Hicks Beach, Bristol, agi 
Mr. Haldane (Haddingtonshire) . oe 
Sir Edgar Vincent (Ezeter) .. oe 
Mr. Labouchere (Northampton) bis ee 
Mr. Cohen (Islington, E.)  .. és 
Mr. Ashton (Bedfordshire, Luton) . 


Attention called to the fact that forty Riese were not present. House 
counted, and forty Members being found present—- 


Mr. Ashton ee ~ oe on 
Mr. Renshaw (Renfrewshire, W.) 7 si 
Mr. McCrae (Edinburgh, E.) 

Mr. John Redmond (Waterford) 

Mr. Gilbert Parker (Gravesend) ‘ 

Mr. Bryce (Aberdeen, SS.) .. se ee 


Debate adjourned till To-morrow at Two of the ek 


SUPPLY [17TH May].—Resolutions reported. 
CIvIL SERVICE AND REVENUE DEPARTMENTS, 1901-2. 


Cxass II. 


1. “ That a sum, not exceeding £7,300, be granted to His Majesty, to 
complete the sum necessary to defray the Charge which will come in 
course of payment during the year ended on the 31st day of March, 1902, 
for the Salaries and Expenses of the Department of His Majesty’s Most 
Honourable Privy Council.” 


2. ‘‘ That a sum, not exceeding £21,650, be granted to His Majesty, to 
complete the sum necessary to defray the Charge which will come in 
course of payment during the year ending on the 31st day of March, 
1902, for the Salaries and Expenses of the Charity Commission for Eng- 
land and Wales.” 


Page 


614 
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3. “ That a sum, not exceeding £5,109, be granted to His Majesty, to 
complete the sum necessary to defray the Charge which will come in course 
of payment during the year ending on the 31st day of March, 1902, for 
614 __ the Salaries and Expenses of the Registry of Friendly Societies.” 


4. “ That a sum, not exceeding £9,962, be granted to His Majesty, to 
complete the sum necessary to defray the Charge which will come in 
course of payment during the year ending on the 31st day of March, 
1902, for the Salaries and Expenses of the Office of the Commissioners. 
in Lunacy in England.” 


615. 

5. “ That a sum, not exceeding £91, be granted to His Majesty, to 
complete the sum necessary to defray the Charge which will come in 
course of payment during the year ending on the 31st day of March, 

P 1902, for the Salaries and Expenses of the Mint. including the Expenses 
of Coinage.” 

6. “ That a sum, not exceeding £7,107, be granted to His Majesty, to 

A complete the sum necessary to defray the Charge which will come in 
course of payment during the year ending on the 31st day of March, 
1902, for the Salaries and Expenses of the National Debt Office.” 

7. “That a sum, not exceeding £12,938, be granted to His Majesty>- 
to complete the sum necessary to defray the Charge which will come in 
course of payment during the year ending on the 31st day of March, 

633 1902, for the Salaries and Expenses of the Public Record Office.” 

648 8. “ That a sum, not exceeding £4, be granted to His Majesty, to, 
657 complete the sum necessary to defray the Charge which will come in 
662° course of payment during the year ending on the 31st day of March, 
669 1902, for the Salaries and Expenses of the Establishment under the Public 
67h Works Loan Commissioners.” 

9. “ That a sum, not exceeding £36,430, be granted to His Majesty, 

i to complete the sum necessary to defray the Charge which will come in 
675 course of payment during the year ending on the 31st day of March, 
679 1902, for the Salaries and Expenses of the Department of the Registrar 
on _ General of Births, ete., in England.” 
de 
698: 10. “ That a sum, not exceeding £33,450, be granted to His Majesty, 
70d: to complete the sum necessary to defray the Charge which will come in 


course of payment during the year ending on the 31st day of March, 
1902, for the Salaries and Expenses of the Office of the Commissioners 
of His Majesty’s Works and Public Buildings.” 


First four Resolutions agreed to. 


Fifth Resolution— 


Mr. Whitley (Halifax)... .. 0. ewes 726 
The Financial Secretary to the Treasury (Mr. Austen Chamberlain, 
Worcestershire, E.) Be a . of ita ; 


Resolution agreed to. 


Remaining Resolutions agreed to. 


STEAMSHIP SUBSIDIES SELECT COMMITTEE :— 
Motion made, and Question proposed— 


* That it be an Instruction to the Committee appointed to inquire 
~-into-the system of Subsidies to Steamship Companies under Foreign 
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Governments, and the effect thereby produced on British trade ; that 
they do also report on similar bounties relating to sailing ships.” — 
(Mr. Lawrence.) 


Objection taken. 


Mr. Lawrence (Liverpool, Abercromb Py) 
Mr. Tully (Leitrim, S.) ? 


Resolution deferred. 


Adjourned at twenty-five minutes after Twelve of the clock. 





HOUSE OF LORDS: TUESDAY, 21st MAY, 1901. 
“Took THE OaTH.—The Lord Bishop of Durham took the Oath. 


Sat First.—The Lord Sudley (£. Arran) sat first in Parliament after the 
death of his father , “ ve ss % - os - 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


The Lord Chancellor acquainted the House that the Clerk of the Parliaments 
‘had laid upon the Table the Certificates from the Examiners that the 
further Standing Orders applicable to the following Bills have been com- 
plied with :—West Surrey Water ; Caledonian Railway ; Kettering Urban 
District Water ; Lancashire and Yorkshire Railway (Various Powers) ; 
Llandrindod Wells Urban District Council Water; Richmond Gas ; 
Stroud Gas ; North-Eastern Railway. 


Also the Certificates that the further proofs required by the Standing 
Orders Committee in respect of the following Bill have been given :— 
Education Board Provisional Order Confirmation (London) [H.L.]. 


And also the Certificate that the further Standing Orders applicable to 
the following Bill have not been complied with :—London County 
Council (General Powers). 


The same were ordered to lie on the Table .. ae iiss 


ae / and North-East Suburban Electric Railway Bill [1.L.].—Petition 
for additional provision; of the promoters of the City and North- 
East Suburban Electric Railway Bill ; together with proposed Amend- 
ments and clause annexed thereto ; read, and referred to the Examiners .. 


Barrow-in-Furness Corporation Bill cana ico from the Select 
Committee, with Amendments . i 


Manchester and Liverpool Electric Express Railway Bill |#.L.].— 
The King’s consent signified ; and Bill reported from the Select Com- 
mittee, with Amendments “ os - “ , 


Elland Gas Bill [n. Ee: from the Select caaen with 
Amendments se -_ ‘ a0 


Midland Railway Bill—The King’s consent a, ; and Bill tag 


with Amendments 


Dover Corporation Bill [1.L.].—Reported with Amendments oo 80s 
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Heywood and enuuee — _—- Bill eo L. “} — with 


Amendments 


Glasgow and Renfrew District Railway Transfer Bill; emits 
District Gas Bill ; Long Eaton Gas Bill.—Read 24, and committed . 


Tees Valley Water Board Bill; Read 2% and committed. The Com- 
mittee to be proposed by the Committee of Selection .. - a a 


Wells Corporation Water Bill; Dublin St. James’ Gate Brewery Tram- 
ways Bill ; Tendring Hundred Water Bill.—Read 2%, and committed .. 


Broadstairs and St. Peter’s Water and Improvement Bill [1.1] ; 
South Lancashire Tramways Bill [H.L.] ; Chesterfield Improvement Bill 
[u.L:] ; Rodgers’ Patent Bill fn. L tenn 3%, and — and sent to the 
Commons ‘ ; ‘ 


Bingley Urban District Council Bill; British Gas Light Company 
Bill ; Burton-upon-Trent Corporation Bill ; Derbyshire and Nottingham- 
shire Electric Power Bill ; Dublin (Equalisation of Rates) Bill ; Glasgow 
and South Western Railway Bill ; Irish Presbyterian Church Bill ; Lan- 
cashire and Yorkshire Railway (Dearne Valley Junction Railways) Bill ; 
London County Council (Money) Bill ; Metropolitan Water Companies 
(Amendment of Acts) Bill ; Pembroke Urban District Council (County 
of Dublin) Bill ; Swanage Gas and Water Bill ; Tottenham and Hamp- 
stead Junction Railway Bill.—Brought from ‘the Commons ; read la, 
and referred to the Examiners 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. = Bill ai E. 4 —Com- 
mitted to a Committee of the Whole House 


Water Orders Confirmation (No. 1) Bill [u. ii ila The 
Committee to be proposed by the Committee of Selection . 


Private and Provisional Order Confirmation Bill.—Ordered, That Stand- 
ing Orders Nos. 92 and 93 be suspended ; and that the time for depositing 
petitions praying to be heard against Private and Provisional Order 
Confirmation Bills, which would “otherwise expire during the adjourn- 
ment of the House at Whitsuntide, be extended to the first beg on which 
the House shall sit after the recess 


Education Board Provisional Order Confirmation (aii) Bill 
[H.L.|.—Read 3¢ apa to bine and passed and sent to the Com- 
mons me a a one? ee 


Gas Orders Confirmation Bill [1...]; teenies Orders Confirmation 
(No. 2) Bill [1.1.]; Pier and Harbour Provisional Orders (No. 2) Bill 
[u.L.] ; Gas and Water Orders Confirmation Bill [H.L.] ; Education p Sees 
Provisional Order Confirmation oma Bill [1] —Read 2a ore 
to order) 


Military Lands Provisional Orders Bill—Read 2 acorn to > One 


and committed to a Committee of the Whole House 


PRIVATE LEGISLATION PROCEDURE (SCOTLAND) Act, 1899.—Report tig the 
Chairman of Committees of the House of Lords and the Chairman 
of Ways and Means in the House of Commons— 

I. That the provisions of—The Loch: Leven Water Power Order are of 
such a character that they ought to be dealt with by Private Bill and 
not by Provisional! Order. 
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IJ. That—The Edinburgh Corporation Order, The Greenock Corporation 


Order, and The Invergarry and Fort Augustus Railway Order, may 
proceed as Provisional Orders. 


Laid before the House (pursuant to Act), and to be printed. (No. 85) .. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


Arrica, No. 3 (1901).—Correspondence relating to the murder of Mr. Jenner 
and the Ogaden Punitive Expedition 


CoLontEs.—Miscellaneous : No. 16, Selections from Colonial Medical Reports 
for 1898 and 1899 a - i a 


Army (MILiTIA).—Militia Training Return, 1900 


TRADE Reports.—Annual reanTe. 2,603, Morocco (Tangier and district 
for the year 1899) ; No. 2,604, Portugal (Goa, for the year rs = 
sented (by command), and ordered to lie upon the Table , 


Prisons (RULES FoR LocaL Prisons).—Draft of Rules proposed to be made- 
by the Secretary of State for the Home Department under the Prison 
Act, 1898—(I.) With regard to the er of convicts ; (II.) with regard 
to the dietary of prisoners . ‘ se ei ee 

TecHNicaL INsTRUCTION.—Minute sanctioning the iil to be taught 
under Clause 8 of the Technical Instruction Act, 1889, for the county of 
Cardigan. First minute. 

Laid before the House (pursuant to Act), and ordered to lie on the Table 


County Courts (IRELAND) BILL [H.L.]—Reported from the Standing Com- 
mittee with Amendments. The Report thereof to be received on <a 
the 14th of June next ; and Bill to be printed as amended. (No. 86) . 


Lunacy (IRELAND) Bit [H.L.].—Reported from the Standing Committee 
without Amendment, and to be read 34, on Friday, the 14th of June next 


NEW BILL. 


Supreme Court of Judicature (Appeals) Bill [H.L.].—A Bill to Amend 
the Supreme Court of Judicature Acts (in relation to Appeals and Divi- 
sional Courts) was presented by the Lord Chancellor; read 1¢; and to be 


printed. (No. 87) 


Solicitors Bill [x.L.]—Amendments reported (according to order), and Bill 
to be read 3a on Monday, the 10th of June next i aS 


Prisons (Scotland) Bill [#.1. Sage 3a eens to haste and cant 
and sent to the Commons 


ForEIGN Post Orrices IN TURKEY.—Question, Lord Newton ; Answer, The 
Secretary for Foreign Affairs (The Marquess of Lansdowne) 


CHINA AND THE POWERS—PRESENT POSITION :— 


Earl Spencer ; 
The Marquess of Lansdowne 
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Prevention of Corruption (No. 2) Bill [u.1.]:— 


The Lord Chancellor ve Earl of sean whe ee - . tow 
Lord Alverstone ; - - ee .. TAL 


Bill for the better prevention of entbiitis presented by the Lord Chan- 
cellor ; read 14 ; to be printed ; and to be read 24 on Monday, the 10th 
of June next. (No. 88.) 


ArMY, REFORM—TRAINING OF OFFICERS—SERVICE Maps IN SouTH AFRICA.— 


Lord Lovat o~ os = - a“ a - wi 742 
Moved to resolve, “ That no scheme of Army reform will be complete 
which does not train a largely increased number of officers for extra 
regimental employ without denuding regiments actually on active 
service. —(Lord Lovat.) 
The Under Secretary of State al War Masai —: “ .. 746 
Lord Tweedmouth és ‘ vi «- 788 
The Marquess of Lansdowne .. ws ss RA si . = Tan 


Motion (by leave of the House) wit hdrawn. 


‘THE RoyaL DECLARATION AGAINST ROMAN CATHOLICISM :— 


The Prime Minister and Lord Privy Seal (the Marquess of Salisbury) 754 


Moved, ‘ That a Select Committee be appointed to consider the declara- 
tion required of the Sovereign on his accession by the Bill of Rights 
(1 Will. ILI. cap. 2, s. 1); and to report whether its language can be 
modified advantageously, without diminishing its efficacy as a security 
for the maintenance of the Protestant succession.” —(The Marquess 
of Salisbury.) 


Earl Spencer... a sé oy aS ai wes -- «54 


r] 


On Question agreed to, and ordered accordingly. 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 3) Bill.—Brought 


from the Commons; read 1%; to be printed; and referred to the Ex- 
aminers. [No. 89] .. *“ én pe a 


~I 


House adjourned at a quarter before Seven of the clock to Monday, 
the 10th of June next, at quarter past Four of the clock. 





HOUSE OF COMMONS: TUESDAY, 21st MAY, 1901. 


The House met at Two of the clock. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


PRivaTe BILLs (STANDING ORDER 62 COMPLIED WITH).—Mr. Speaker laid upon 
the Table Report from one of the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, 
That, in the case of the following Bill, referred on the First Reading there- 
uf, Standing Order No. 62 has keen complied with, viz. ee aie 
Bill. Ordered, That the Bill be read a second time .. o 735 
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Private Bitts [Lorps] (STANDING ORDERS NOT PREVIOUSLY INQUIRED INTO Met 
COMPLIED WITH).—Mr. Speaker laid upon the Table Report from one of . ; 
the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the case of the follow- 
ing Bills, originating in the Lords, and ‘referred on the First Reading 
thereof, the Standing Orders not previously inquired into, and which STAN 
are applicable thereto, have been complied with, viz. :—Cowes Ferry Bill | 
[Lords]; Manchester Corporation Bill [Lords]; Otley Gas Bill [Lords] ; 
South Eastern and London, Chatham, and Dover — Bill ane 
Ordered, That the Bills be read a second time .. 755 
PROVISIONAL ORDER BILLs. (STANDING ORDERS APPLICABLE THERETO COMPLIED 
witH).—Mr. Speaker laid upon the Table Report from one of the Ex- 
aminers of Petitions of Private Bills, That, in the case of the following ‘ 
Bill, referred on the First Reading thereof, the Standing Orders which 1 
are applicable thereto have been complied with, viz. :—Local Govern- 
ment Provisional Orders (No. 6) Bill. Ordered, That the Bill be read a 
second time to-morrow ss ee oe ame is a% ve: WSS I 
British Gas Light Company Bill; Dublin (Equalisation of Rates) 
Bill; Glasgow and South Western _ Bill; Irish Presbyterian BELE. 
Church Bill. Read the third time, and passed . es i ‘a... i 
Lancashire and Yorkshire Railway (Dearne Valley Junction Railw:ys) Bical 
Bill —King’s Consent signified; Bill read the third time, and passed 756 kK 
London County Council (Money) Bill; Metropolitan Water Com- : 
panies (Amendment of Acts) Bill. Read the third time, and passed 756 
Pembroke Urban District Council (County of Dublin) Bill; = 
Swanage Gas and Water Bill ; Tottenham and Hampstead Junction Rail- CLUB: 
way Bill. Read the third time, and passed .. vid - > .. 156 t 
ELEM 
South Metropolitan ™ Bill.—As Amended, considered ; to be read the ~ 
third time ° , ‘ - -. to 
Hous 
Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 4) Bill.—Local ” 
Government Provisional Orders (No. 5) Bill. Read a second time, and Local 
committed - - vi ie - 3% bs - a . 157 p 
NAVAL WorKS PROVISIONAL ORDER.—Bill to confirm a Provisional Order of the Roma 
Admiralty under the Naval Works Act, 1895 ; ordered to be brought in fy 
by Mr. Pretyman and Mr. Arnold-Forster. 
SALE 
Naval Works Provisional Order Bill—‘“To confirm a_Provi- F 
sional Order of the Admiralty under the Naval Works Act, 1895,” pre- = 
sented, and read the first time ; to be referred to the Examiners of Petitions s 
for Private Bills, and to be printed. [Bill197] .. 757 na 
ARDROSSAN GAS AND WATER ORDER CONFIRMATION.—Bill to confirm a Pro- b 
visional Order under the Private Legislation Procedure (Scotland) Act, SALE | 
1899, relating to Ardrossan Gas and Water ; ordered to be brought in by E 
the Lord Advocate and Mr. Solicitor General for Scotland. H 
w 
Ardrossan Gas and Water Order Confirmation Bill—“To L 
confirm a Provisional Order under the Private Legislation Procedure W 
(Scotland) Act, 1899, relating to Ardrossan Gas and Water,” presented ; R 
to be read a second time - — 10th June, and to be printed. : i 
{Bill 198]. i ae Cee Tee a att D 
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Metropolitan Railway Bill.—Reported with Amendments; Report to 
lie upon the Table, and to be printed , ss “3 


STANDING OrDERS.—Resolutions reported from the Committee :— 
1. “ That, in the case of the Biggleswade Water Board, Petition for Bill, 
the Standing Orders ought to be dispensed with :—That the parties 
be permitted to proceed with their Bill.” 


2. “ That, in the case of the Belfast and Northern Counties Railway, 
Petition for Bill, the Standing Orders ought to be dispensed with :— 
That the parties be permitted to proceed with their Bill.” 

3. “ That, in the case of the Cromer Water Bill, Petition for additional 
Provision, the Standing Orders ought to be dispensed with :—That 
the Parties be permitted to introduce their additional Provision, if 
the Committee on the Bill think fit.” 

Resolutions agreed to 

BELFAST AND NORTHERN COUNTIES RalLway.—Report [this day] from the 


Select Committee on Standing Orders read. Bill ordered to be — 
in by Colonel James M‘Calmont and Mr. O’Neill ..  .. St oo 


BIGGLESWADE WATER BoarpD.—Report [this day] from the Select Committee on 
Standing Orders read. Bill ordered to be — in saad Lord _— 
Compton and Mr. Guy Pym 


PETITIONS. 


Ciups (LICENSING AND SUPERVISION).—Petition from Annandale, for altera- 
tion ; to lie upon the Table . . - ea - ee 


ELEMENTARY EpucaTION (HIGHER GRADE AND EVENING CONTINUATION SCHOOLS). 
—Petition from Leeds, for alteration of Law ; to lie upon the Table 


Housinc OF WorRKING CLASSsEs (REPAYMENT OF LOANS) BILL.—Petition from 
Yeovil, in favour; to lie upon the Table i 6 or a 


LocaL AUTHORITIES OFFICERS’ SUPERANNUATION BILL.—Petition from Liver- 
pool, in favour ; to lie upon the Table .. - i “ a 


Roman CATHOLIC UNIVERSITY IN IRELAND.—Petitions against establishment, 
from Kingussie and Dunfermline ; to lie upon the Table .. “i 


SALE oF INTOXICATING Liquors ON SuNDAY BILL.—Petition in favour, from 
Fulham ; Walthamstow; Leyton; Budleigh Salterton ; Southwark , 
and Wells ; to lie upon the Table .. ‘ i i +s is 


SALE oF InroxicaTING Liquors TO CHILDREN BILL.—Petition from Coalville, 
against ; to lie upon the Table ; 


SALE OF INToxICATING LIQUORS TO CHILDREN BILL.—Petitions in favour, from 
Exmouth ; Pimlico; Easthampstead ; Folkestone ; Wells ; Nanstallon ; 
Hoxton; Salisbury; Birmingham (two); Westbourne Park; Wal- 
worth ; Sidmouth ; Fletcher’s Bridge ; Bodmin; Bolton; Pickering ; 
Doncaster; Bangor; Kettering; Cheshire; and Portsmouth ; to lie 
upon the Table is — a 

SaLeE OF InToxicatinG Liquors TO CHILDREN (SCOTLAND) BILL.—Petitions in 
favour, from Caithness; Barr; Hotton and Corrie: Annandale; and 
Dryfesdale ; to lie upon the Table : ; 
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SovVEREIGN’s OATH ON AccEssION BILL.—Petitions against, from Reigate ; 
Morton-on-the-Hill ; and Great Driffield ; to lie upon the Table.. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


SUPPLEMENTARY EstiMATES.—Return imei 20th May] to be printed. 
[No. 183] bes ed) eel oS Pattee Gee ee ote 


Civit List Pensions.—Return [presented 20th May] to be printed. [No. 184] 


PRIVATE LEGISLATION PROCEDURE (SCOTLAND) Act, 1899.—Copy presented, of 
Report by the Chairman of Committees of the House of Lords and the 
Chairman of Ways and Means in the House of Commons, under the Private 
Legislation Procedure (Scotland) Act, 1899, that they are of opinion 
that the Loch Leven Water Power Order‘ought to be dealt with by 
Private Bill, and that the Edinburgh Corporation, Greenock Corporation, 
and Invergarry and Fort Augustus Railway Orders may proceed as Pro- 
visional Orders [by Act]; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 


Arrica (No. 3, 1901).—Copy presented, of correspondence relating to the mur- 
der of Mr. Jenner and the Ogaden Punitive Expedition [by Command] ; 
to lie upon the Table .. ‘ aK - 


TRADE Reports (ANNUAL SERIES).—Copies presented, of Diplomatic and 
Consular Reports, Annual Series, Nos. 2,603 and 2,604 [by Command] ; 
to lie upon the Table .. - » ns ' oe iis 


Army (MILITIA TRAINING ESTABLISHMENTS).—Copy presented, of the Militia 
Training Return, 1900 [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table 


Prisons (RULEs FoR Convict Prisons).—Copy presented, of Draft of Rules for 
Convict Prisons proposed to be made under the Prison Act, 1898, with 
regard to the Dietary of Convicts [by Act]; to lie upon the Table, and 
to be printed. [No. 186.] ; 


Prisons (RULES FOR LocaL PriIsons).—Copy presented, of Draft of Rules for 
Local Prisons proposed to be made under the Prison Act, 1898, with 
regard to the Dietary of Prisoners [by Act]; to lie upon the Table, and to 
be printed. [No. 187] = “ vb . 


TecunicaL Instruction Act, 1889.—Copy presented, of Minute sanctioning 
the subjects to be taught under Clause 8 of the Act for the county of Car- 
digan (First Minute) [by Act] ; to lie upon the Table 


COLONIAL Reports (MISCELLANEOUS).—Copy presented, of Report No. 16 
(Selections from Colonial Medical — for 1898 and 1899) Uby € ‘om- 
mand]; to lie upon the Table ; ; “7 : > 


SouTH AFRICA (TRANSPORTS).—Return, ordered, “ showing the name, tonnage, 
and speed of each vessel employed to convey troops to South Africa 
since the Ist day of April, 1900, and up to and ending 31st day of March, 
1901, the date and port of her departure from these shores and arrival 
at Cape Town, Durban, or elsewhere, respectively, including arrival at and 
departure from intermediate ports of call ; the number of troops and horses 
or mules carried on each occasion, the number of horses or mules lost on 
voyage, vessels provided with new pattern fittings, vessels provided with 
old pattern fittings, vessels provided with slings for each horse or mule, 
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vessels not so provided; and the time occupied by each vessel in 
759 making the voyage, in the following form :— 
| | | | | | { 
Date of Date of arrival and | Dateof | | 7 oe 
departure departure from | arrival | 
and port. intermediate ports. | and port. | | | 
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(in continuation of Parliamentary Paper, No, 184, of Session 1900).”— 
760 (Sir John Colomb) .. os ne i = ois ba ‘sa i ao 
QUESTIONS. 
760 SourH AFRICA—POSITION OF CHARTERED COMPANY AND De Beers CompANYy.— 
Question, Sir Christopher Furness (Hartlepool) ; Answer, The Secretary 
of State for the Colonies (Mr. J. Chamberlain, Birmingham, W.) .. oo +61 
760 
BoeR PRISONERS IN ST. HELENA—SHOOTING OF A PRISONER BY A SENTRY.— 
Questions, Mr. Bartley (Islington, N.), and Mr. William Redmond 
(Clare, E.); Answer, The Secretary of State for War (Mr. Brodrick, 
Surrey, Guildford) .. - , ne ; wh a ne so 902 
760 : . . 
os ALLOWANCES TO INVALIDED lieciiince-ineibea Mr. Levy (Leicestershire, 
Loughborough) ; Answer, The Financial Secretary to the War Office 
(Lord Stanley, Lancashire, Westhoughton) .. x? me be .. 764 
f COMPASSIONATE ALLOWANCES.—-Question, Mr. Flynn (Cork, N.) and Mr. T. M. 
(00 Healy (Louth, N.); Answer, Lord Stanley .. a . 764 
ArMY ORGANISATION —-GOVERNMENT SCHEME — LEGISLATION. — Question, 
Captain Norton (Newington, W.) ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick .. 4 «« 468 
rary ‘ 
(0) 7 Recrurrinc—PaysicaL SrTaNDARDS.—Question, Mr. Yerburgh (Chester) ; 
Answer, Lord Stanley .... cr a ih eas 1 
CoLours FOR VOLUNTEER Corps.—Question, Mr. Helme tial Lancas- 
(00 ter) ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick = ei $e sa i .. 765 
Lonpon IRISH VOLUNTEERS AND THE KING’s DECLARATION.—Question, Mr. 
Nannetti (Dublin, College Grevn) ; Answer, The Secretary of State for 
the Home Department (Mr. Ritchie, Croydon) .. - “a -- 766 
VicTUALLING OF THE NAVY—DEPARTMENTAL CoMMITTEE’S ReporT.—Question, 
Mr. Kearley (Devonport) ; Answer, The Secretar y to the Admiralty 
(Mr. Arnold-Forster, Belfast, W.) .. . ; sok as oe 
West Inpta Dock NavaL Stores—Packers’ W ele antennas Captain 
Norton ; Answer, Mr. Arnold-Forster ..  .. - “ 6 a. 
é2 
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CuinA—Reportep FirinG By GERMAN Troops ON A British BoaT.—Question, 


Mr. William Redmond ; Answer, The Under Secretary of State for — 
Affairs (Viscount Cranborne, Rochester) 


CHINA AND THE PowERS—PRESENT PosITION.—Questions, Mr. oati Walton 
(Yorkshire, W-.R., Barnsley), Mr. William Redmond, Mr. James 
Lowther (Kent, Thanet), Sir John Brunner (Cheshire, Northwich), and 
Mr. Dillon (Mayo, E.) ; Answers, Viscount Cranborne 


ROYDON BRAWLING Case.—Question, Mr. Tully (Leitrim, 8.) ; Answer, Mr. 
Ritchie ; se . 


MANNING OF THE MERCANTILE MaRINE.—Questions, Mr. William Redmond ; 
Answers, The President of the Board of Trade te Gerald Balfour, Leeds, 
Central) ‘ ‘ 


ButTTer ADULTERATION.—Questions, Mr. sian § (Limerick, w) and 
Mr. Flynn ; Answers, The President of the Board of oe 7 
Hanbury, Preston) ~ ? % , 


STEPNEY AND PopLaR Main Roaps.—Question, Mr. Harry Samuel (Tower 
Hamlets, Limehouse) ; Answer, The President of the Local Government 
Board (Mr. Walter Long, Bristol, 8.) 


SuNDAY CLOSING OF PUBLIC-HOUSES IN SCOTLAND.—Question, Sir John Leng 
(Dundee) ; Answer, The Lord Advocate (Mr. A. Graham Murray, Bute- 
shire) ae - re 

CONTINUATION CLASSES IN SCOTLAND.—Question, Dr. Farquharson (Aherdeen- 
shire, W.) ; Answer, Mr. A. Graham Murray 

MispirecTeD 'TELEGRAMS.—Question, Mr. McKenna (Monmouthshire, N.) ; 


Answer, The Financial Secretary to the Treasury (Mr. Austen Chamber- 
lain, Worcestershire, E.) 


KENMARE ConsTABULARY AND Harvest Work.—Question, Mr. Boland (Kerry, 
S.) ; Answer, The Chief Secretary for Ireland (Mr. Wyndham, Dover) .. 

Cavan OLD GaAoL_.—Question, Mr. MeGovern (Cavan, W.); Answer, Mr. 
Wyndham 


Fisnery Loans in IRELAND. —Question, Mr. Power (Waterford, E.) ; Answer, 
Mr. Wyndham .. 

KILMALLOCK Perry Sessions House.—Question, Mr. Lundon (Limerick, E.) ; 
Answer, The Attorney General for Ireland (Mr. Atkinson, Londonderry, 

Lanp Pourcuase 1x County Limerick.—Question, Mr. Lundon ; Answer, 
Mr. Wyndham .. 


Irish NATIONAL ScHooL Teacuer’s SALARY.—Question, Mr. Kendal O’Brien 
(Tipperary, Mid) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham 


AGRARIAN OUTRAGES IN IRELAND.—Question, Mr. Flynn ; Answer, Mr. Wynd- 
ham.. 


Sream TRAWLING OFF County LoutH.—Question, Mr. T. M. Healy ; Answer, 
Mr. Atkinson ‘ a ~ ee 


BoyLe Town ComMIssIoNERS—F airs AND MARKET REGULATIONS.—Question, 
Mr. Tully ; Answer, Mr. Atkinson .. - +s = - me 
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BALTIMORE MAILs.—Question, Mr. Gilhooly (Cork County, W.); Answer, 
Mr. Austen Chamberlain an re rv - ws n us 


RecistRY OF Deeps OFFICE, DUBLIN—TELEGRAMS TO SEARCHERS.—Question, 
Mr. T. M. Healy ; Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain . és 


GIBRALTAR DEFENCE WorKS.—Questions, Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn Regis) 
and Mr. Edmund Robertson (Dundee) ; Answers, The First Lord of the 
Treasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, Manchester, FE.) 


BUSINESS OF THE House.—Questions, Mr. James Lowther, Dr. Farquharson, 
and Mr. John Redmond ; Answers, Mr. A. J. Balfour : sh 


NEW BILLS. 


EDUCATION (CONTINUATION SCHOOLS).—Bill to enable School Boards to establish 
and maintain Schools of Science and Art, Seience and Art Classes, and 
Evening Continuation Schools out of the School Fund ; ordered to be 


brought in by Sir John Brunner, Mr. John Burns, Mr. Channing, Mr 
Ernest Gray, Mr. Alfred Hutton, and Dr. Maenamara. 


Education (Continuation Schools) Bill.—‘“ To enable School Boards to 
establish and maintain Schools of Science and Art, Science and Art Classes, 
and Evening Continuation Schools out of the School Fund ” ; presented, 
and read the first time ; to be read a second time upon Monday, 10th June, 
and to be printed. [Bill 199.] - 


EDUCATION OF THE BLIND (SCOTLAND).—Bill to amend the law in regard to the 
Education of the Blind in Scotland ; ordered to be brought in by Sir John 
Stirling-Maxwell, Mr. Baird, Mr. Shaw-Stewart, Lord Balearres, and Mr. 
Tennant. 


Education of the Blind (Scotland) Bill.—‘ To amend the law in regard 
to the Education of the Blind in Scotland,” presented, and read the 
first time ; to be read a second time upon Tuesday, 11th June, and to be 


printed. [Bill 200.] 


Finance Bill.—Order read for resuming Adjourned Debate on Amendment 
proposed to Question [20th May], * That the Bill be now read a second 
time ’— 


And which Amendment was— 

‘To leave out from the word * That’ to the end of the question, 
in order to add the words, * this House, while ready to make adequate 
provision for the naval and military requirements of the Empire, is of 
opinion that the Financial proposals of His Majesty’s Government are 
objectionable both with regard to taxation and debt, are calculated- 
injuriously to affect industry and commerce, and do not exhibit that 
regard for economy which the alarming increase that has recently taken 
place in the normal expenditure of the country imperatively demands,’ 
instead thereof.” —(Sir Henry Fowlers) 

Question again proposed, ‘‘ That the words proposed to be left out stand 
part of the Question.” 
Debate resumed. 
Sir Thomas Wrightson (St. Paneras, E.) .. a ae ate ao 


Sir Robert Reid (Dumfries Burghs) .. pe i ih ea Ss 
The President of the Board of Agriculture (Mr. Hanbury, Preston) 
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Sir Joseph Pease (Durham, Barnard Castle) 

Mr. Chaplin (Lincolnshire, Sleaford) ; 

Mr. Alfred Thomas (Glamorganshire, E.)  .. “ 

Colonel Milward (Warwickshire, Stratford-upon-Avon) 

Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman (Stirling Burghs) 

The First Lord of the Treasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, Ma nchester, EB) 


Question put. 

The House divided :—Ayes, 300 ; Noes, 123. (Division List No. 199.) 
Main Question again proposed ; Debate arising. 

It being after Seven of the clock, the!Dehate stood adjourned. 


Debate to be resumed upon Thursday. 


EVENING SITTING. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDs :— 

That they have agreed to—Ardrossan {Harbour Order Confirmation Bill ; 
Ayr Harbour Order Confirmation Bill; Highland Railway Order 
Confirmation Bill, without Amendment. 

That they have passed a Bill, intituled, “ An Act for legalising Marriages 


heretofore solemnised in certain ‘churdhes and places.” Marriages 
Legalisation Bill [Lords]. 


Also a Bill, intituled, ““ An Act to amend the Alkali, ete., Works Regula- 
tion Act, 1881."" Alkali, ete. Works Regulation Bill [Lords]. 


Also a Bill, intituled, ““ An Act to amend the Law relating to Prisons in 
Scotland, and for other purposes connected therewith.” Prisons 
(Scotland) Bill [Lords]. 

Also a Bill, intituled, ““ An Act to contrm a Provisional Order made by 
the Board of Education under the Elementary Education Acts, 1870 
to 1900, to enable the School Board for Acton to put in force the 
Lands Clauses Acts. Education Board Provisional Order Confirma- 
tion (Acton) Bill [Lords]. 

Also a Bill, intituled, ‘* An Act to authorise the Lynton and Barnstaple 

¢. Railway Company to raise further moneys.” Lynton and Barn- 
staple Railway Bill {Lords}. 

Also a Bill, intituled, ‘“ An Act to authorise the contruction of tramways 
and a tramroad in the urban districts of Walker, Wallsend, Willington 
Quay, and Gosforth, the borough of Tynemouth, and the parishes 
of Willington and Longbenton, in the county of Northumberland ; 
and for other purposes.”” Tyneside Tramways and Tramroads Bill 


[Lords]. 


Also a Bill, intituled, “ An Act to confer further powers upon the mayor, 
aldermen, and burgesses of the borough of Wigan in regard to the- 
construction of tramways and street improvements, and in regard 
to their electric lighting undertaking; and for other purposes.” 
Wigan Corporation Tramways, etc., Bill [Lords]. 

Also a Bill, intituled, ‘* An Act for the acquisition of the undertaking of 
the Portmadoc, Croesor, and Beddgelert Tram Railway Company ; 
to construct railways and works in the parishes of Treflys, Ynyscyn- 
haiarn, and Beddgelert, in the county of Carnarvon, and the parish 
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809 of Llanfrothen, in the county of Merioneth ; to produce, store, and — 
814 supply electricity for public and private purposes; and for other 

821 purposes.” Portmadoc, Beddgelert, and South Snowdon Railway 

826 Bill [Lords]. 

830 Also a Bill, intituled, “ An Act for conferring further powers upon the 

838 Urban District Council of Handsworth with respect to Tramways 


and Electric Lighting ; and for other purposes.” Handsworth Urban 
District Council Bill [Lords]. 


Also a Bill, intituled, ““ An Act to authorise the Corporation of Leeds to 
make street works and to lay down tramways ; and to make better 
provision in regard to the loans of the Corporation and the health, 
local government, and improvement of the city ; and for other pur- 
poses.” Leeds Corporation (General Powers) Bill [Lords]. 

Also a Bill, intituled, “ An Act for authorising the City of Birmingham 
Tramways Company, Limited, to construct additional tramways ; 
and for other purposes.’ Birmingham (City) Tramways Bill [Lords]. 

Also a Bill, intituled, ‘‘ An Act to authorise the South Essex Waterworks 
Company to construct further works ; to extend their limits of supply; 
and for other purposes.”” South Essex Water Bill [Lords]. 

Also a Bill, intituled, ““ An Act to authorise the Urban District Council of 
Broadstairs and St. Peter's, in the county of Kent, to purchase the 
undertaking of the Broadstairs Waterworks Company: and to 
construct additional waterworks for the supply of their district and 
the parish of St. Peter Extra; and to make further and better provision 
for the improvement, health, local government, and finance of the 
district ; and for other purposes.” Broadstairs and St. Peter’s Water 
and Improvement Bill [Lords]. 

Also a Bill, intituled, ““ An Act to confer further powers upon the South 
Lancashire Tramways Company for the construction of tramways 
and street improvements ; and for other purposes.’ South Lanea- 
shire Tramways Bill [Lords]. 


Also a Bill, intituled, ‘‘ An Act to authorise te Corporation of Chester- 
field to execute certain street improvements and works; to make 
further provision for the improvement, loca! ,overnment, and health 
of the Borough of Chesterfield ; and for other purposes.’ Chester- 
field Improvement Bill [Lords]. 


And also a Bill, intituled, ““An Act for rendering valid certain Letters Patent 
granted to James Goodman Rodgers for an invention for improve- 
ments in rubber tyres for vehicles.” Rodgers’ Patent Bill [Lords]. 845 


Education Board Provisional Order Confirmation (Acton) Bill 
[H.L. ]|.—Read the first time; referred to the Examiners of Petitions for 
Private Bills, and to be printed. [Bill 201.] .. ” de $s .. 848 


Lynton and Barnstaple Railway Bill [H.L.]; Tyneside Tramways 
and Tramroads Bill [H.L.]; Wigan Corporation Tramways, etc., Bill 
[H.L.]; Portmadoc, Beddgelert, and South Snowdon Railway Bill [H.L.] ; 
Handsworth Urban District Council Bill [H.L.]; Leeds Corporation 
(General Powers) Bill [H.L.]; Birmingham (City) Tramways Bill [H.1.] ; 
South Essex Water Bill [4.L.]; Broadstairs and St. Peter's Water and 
Improvement Bill [H.L.] ; South Lancashire Tramways Bill [H.L.] ; Chester- 
field Improvement Bill [#.1.]; Rodgers’ Patent Bill [H.L.].—Read the 
first time ; and referred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills 848 
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Trish EDUCATION—TEACHING OF THE IRISH LANGUAGE :— 


Mr. Doogan (Tyrone, E.) 
Mr. Thomas OU’ Donnell (Kerry, Ww £2, 


Motion made, and Question proposed— 


“es 


That in the opinion of this House it is essential in the interests 
of education that bilingualism, as a system, be introduced into the 
national schools in districts where Irish is extensively spoken, and that 
special facilities be afforded for training teachers to meet the demand 
for the teaching of Irish throughout Ireland.” —(Mr. Doogan.) 


Discussion :— 
Mr. Rentoul (Down, E.) 
Mr. William Jones (C arnarvonshire, ‘Arfon) ‘a 
The Chief Secretary for Ireland (Mr. secu Dover) 
Mr. John Redmond (Waterford) 


Question put, and agreed to. 


WELSH DISESTABLISHMENT :— 


Mr. Osmond Williams (Merionethshire) 
Mr. William Jones (Carnarvonshire, Arfon) 


Motion made, and Question proposed— 

“That, as the Church of England in Wales has failed to fulfil its 
professed object as a means of promoting the religious interests of the 
Welsh people, and ministers to only a small minority of the population, 
its continuance as an Established Church in the Principality is an 
anomaly and an injustice which ought no longer to exist.” —(Mr. 
Osmond Williams.) 


Mr. Banbury (Camberwell, Peckham) 


It being midnight, the debate stood adjourned. 


Adjourned at two minutes after Twelve of the clock. 





HOUSE OF COMMONS: WEDNESDAY, 22np MAY, 1901. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 
Sheffield District ney = Bill ‘sihiieall —As amended, considered ; to be 


read the third time .. 


Sutton-in-Ashfield Urban an emeaid Bill salad —Read a 


second time, and committed 


Local Government ‘rs meranes hana ee Bill.— Read a second 


time, and committed 


Nort BritTisH AND MERCANTILE INSURANCE COMPANY’S ORDER CONFIRMATION. 
—Bill to confirm a Provisional Order under the Private Legislation Proce- 
dure (Scotland) Act, 1899, relating to the North British and Mercantile 
Insurance Company, ordered to be brought in by The Lord Advocate 
and Mr. Solicitor General for Scotland : wa 
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North British and Mercantile Insurance Company’s Order 
Confirmation Bill.—-“To confirm a Provisional Order under the 
Private Legislation Procedure (Scotland) Act, 1899, relating to the North 
British and Mercantile Insurance Company,” presented accordingly ; and, 
under 62 and 63 Vic., c. 47, s. 7 (2), ordered to be considered to-morrow 


West Cumberland Electric Tramways Bill—Reported with Amend- 
ments ; Report to lie upon the Table, and to be printed 5a 


PrivATE Bits (Group K).—Ordered, That Frederick Storr do attend the 
Committee on Group K of Private Bills on slit 10th June, at half- 
past Eleven of the clock +5 = : - is “3 


_ ool Improvement Bill.—Reported with Amendments ; a 
ie upon the Table, and to be printed ‘ at - 


PETITIONS. 


ELEMENTARY EpucATION (HIGHER GRADE AND EVENING CONTINUATION SCHOOLS). 
—Petition from West Calder, for alteration of Law ; to lie upon the Table 





ELEMENTARY EpucaTION (VOLUNTARY SCHOOLS).—Petitions for alteration of 
Law, from Lower Tranmere ; and Higher Tranmere ; to lie upon the 


Table 


HOUSING OF ‘THE WoRKING CLasses (REPAYMENT OF LOANS) BILL.—Petition 
from Cheltenham, in favour ; to lie upon the Table a 


Liquor Trarric LocaL Veto (ScoTLanp) Bitt.—Petition of the Scottish 
Temperance League, in favour ; to lie upon the Table a 


LocaL AUTHORITIES OFFICERS’ SUPERANNUATION BILL.—Petition from Chelten- 
ham, in favour ; to lie upon the Table a 


RoMAN CATHOLIC UNIVERSITY IN IRELAND.—Petition from Oban, against 
establishment ; to lie upon the Table ‘ és vi _ 


Sate OF INTOXICATING Liquors ON SunpDAY BiLL.—Petitions in favour, from 
Queen’s Park ; Retford ; ee and Hollinwood ; to lie upon the 
Table ; - - mm - e zs 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS ON SUNDAY BILL AND SALE OF INTOXICATING 
Liquors TO CHILDREN BILL.—Petition from Westbourne Park, in favour ; 
to lie upon the Table .. i m 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LiquoRS TO CHILDREN BILL.—Petitions in favour, 
from Baltonsborough ; Leighton Buzzard; Street; Leckhampton ; 
Glastonbury (two); Farmborough ; Salisbury ; Brixham ; Eccles ; Clif- 
ton ; Lerwick ; West Bradley ; Moreton-in-Marsh ; Weston ; White Cop- 
pice ; Small Heath; Norwich; Chorley; Penzance; Eastwood (two) ; 
Burnley ; and Peasebown St. John ; to lie upon the Table ‘ 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LiquORS TO CHILDREN (SCOTLAND) BILL.—Petitions in 
favour, from Mid Calder ; and Duffus ; to lie upon the Table i 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


Potice Act, 1890.—Copy presented, of Correspondence relative to the 
refusal of the Secretary of State’s Certificate under Section 17 (2) of the 
Act to the River Tyne Police Force, for the year ended 29th ica aaa 

1900 [by Act]; to lie upon the Table 7 ee a ' 
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May 22.] Page May 
Dustin, MeTRopo.itan Po.ice.—Copy presented, of Statistical Tables for the Dub 
year 1900 [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table .. He we .. 883 
Turkey (No. 1, 1901).—Copy presented, of Further Correspondence an Bigg 
the Affairs of Crete [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table .. . 884 ‘ 
LABOURERS (IRELAND) ACTS AMENDMENT BILL (Second Reading). Order 
for Second Reading read. ' 
Mr. J. P. Farrell (Longford, N.) .. ¥“ - Ka - .. 884 
Captain Donelan (Cork, E.) .. ‘e e Py a .. 897 Belf 
t 
Motion made, and Question proposed — 0 
That the Bill be now read a second time,” i 
t 
Discussion :— 
Mr. Macartney (Antrim, 8S.) .. si, 20 be és vie «. 899 Priva 
Mr. Daly (Monaghan, S.) .. ie vk ee ae 
Mr. O'Shaughnessy — W. iss ¥i ~ ts es 8 ‘ 
Mr. Rentoul (Down, E.) is * i - as -. 914 : 
Mr. T.M. Healy(Louth,N.).. .. .. 2 wwe OW ( 
Mr. O’Shee (Waterford) . : = ‘is ©. aS -» Seo I 
Mr. T. W. Russell (Tyrone, 8.) 929 Nort 
The Attorney General for Ireland (Mr. Atkinson, Londonderry, N. ) 931 wae 
Mr. Hemphill (Tyrone, N.) .. me - - ~ = « 939 t 
Question put. t 
The House divided :—Ayes, 137 ; Noes, 223. (Division List No. 200). Mivit 
v 
Adjourned at a quarter before Six of the clock. 1 
Ss 
HOUSE OF COMMONS: THURSDAY, 23rp MAY, 1901. a 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. L 
ré 
PROVISIONAL ORDER BILLS (STANDING ORDERS APPLICABLE THERETO [I 
COMPLIED WITH).—-Mr. Speaker laid upon the Table Report ‘rcm one of 
the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, That in the case of the fol- Local 
lowing Bill, referred on the First Reading thereof, the Standing Orders on 
which are applicable thereto have been complied with, viz. :—-Local Gov- | T 
ernment Provisional Orders (Housing of Working Classes) Bill. Ordered 


That the Bill be read a second time to-morrow ds oe ee a 945 Local 


Private Bitts Petitions (STANDING ORDERS NOT COMPLIED WITH).—- pc 
Mr. Speaker laid upon the Table Report from one of the Examiners of lie 
Petitions for Private Bills, That in the case of the Petition for the fol 
lowing Bill the Standing Orders have not been complied with, viz. :—- Comn 
Dublin, Wicklow, and Wexford Railway (New Cross and Waterford Ex B 
tension). Ordered, That the Report be referred to the Select Committee on R 
Standing Orders ee es - os - - ii - .. 945 

Bristol, Clifton, and West of England Zoological Society —_ 
Bill [H.L.].—Read the third time, and passed, without Amendment 9&5 be 

Dorking Gas Bill.—lRead the third time, and passed .. ..  «. ee 948 - 

ectr 

Kingston- oo -Hull ys pummel _ —-King’s Consent sag read wi 
the third time, and passed .. .- 940 th 








Page 
883 


884 


884 
897 


899 
908 
911 
914 
917 
925 
929 
931 
939 


945 


945 


945 
945 








TABLE OF CONTENTS. lxxv 


May 23.) 
Dublin Corporation (Markets, etc.) (Recommitted) Bill.—As amended, 
considered ; to be read the third time ais ne ‘is ee i aes 


Biggleswade Water Board Bill.— To constitute a Joint Board repre- 
sentative of the Biggleswade Urban and Rural District Councils with 
power to construct waterworks and to make provision for the supply of 
water within the districts of those councils; and for other purposes,” 
read the first time ; to be read a second time ; ne 


Belfast and Northern Counties Railway Bill—‘“To provide for 
the purchase by the Belfast and Northern Counties Railway Company 
of the Derry Central Railway from the Commissioners of Public Works 
in Ireland,”’ read the first time ; and referred to the Examiners of Peti- 
tions forPrivate Bills .. “ es 7 oe - + “ ia 


PRIVATE LEGISLATION PROCEDURE (SCOTLAND) Act, 1899.--So much of the 
Report of the Chairman of Committees of the House of Lords and 
the Chairman of Ways and Means [ordered 21st May] as relates 
to the Loch Leven Water Power Order, read. Loch Leven Water Power 
(Substituted) Bill, ordered to be brought in by Mr. Nicol and Mr. John 
Dewar sib oes “ = is ‘ete ea eee se 


North British and Mercantile Insurance Company’s Order 
Confirmation Bill.—Considered, under Section 7, Sub-section (2), of 
the Private Legislation Procedure (Scotland) Act, 1899; Bill to be read 
the third time upon Thursday, 6th June “s ‘ ‘s 


Mitirary LANDs ProvisionaL Orpers (No. 2).——Bill to confirm certain Pro- 
visional Orders of the Secretary of State under the Military Lands Act, 
1892, ordered to be brought in by Mr. Secretary Brodrick and Lord 
Stanley ‘ie 


Military Lands Provisional Orders (No. 2) Bill—‘“To confirm 
certain Provisional Orders of the Secretary of State under the Military 
Lands Act, 1892,” presented accordingly, and read the first time ; to be 
referred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, and to be printed. 


[Bill 202.] 


Local Government Provisional Order (Gas) Bill.—Reported, with- 
out Amendment [Provisional Order confirmed] ; * Report to lie upon the 
Table. Bill to be read the third time to-morrow “3 as ti 


Local Government (Ireland) Provisional Orders (No. 2.) Bill.—Re- 
ported, with Amendments [Provisional Orders confirmed]; Report to 
lie upon the Table. Bill, as amended, to be considered to-morrow .. : 


Commons Regulations and Inclosure (Skipworth Provisional Order 
Bill.—Keported, without Amendments [Provisional Order Confirmed] ; 
Report to lie upon the Table. Bill to be read the third time to-morrow 


Metropolitan Common Scheme (Orpington) Provisional Order 
Bill.—Reported, with Amendments [ Provisional Order Confirmed] ; Report 
to lie upon the Table. Bill, as amended, to be considered to-morrow 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 2) Bill.—Reported 
with Amendments [Provisional Orders confirmed]; Report to lie upor 
the Table. Bill, as amended, to be considered to-morrow a's) sep 


Page 


945 


946 


946. 


946. 


946: 


946 


946. 


947 


947 


947 


947 








Ixxvi TABLE OF CONTENTS. 
May 23.) 
Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 3) Bill—Reported, 


without Amendment [Provisional Orders confirmed] ; Report to lie upon 
the Table. Bill to be read the third time to-morrow - 4% ‘ 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 4) Bill.—Reported, with 
an Amendment [Provisional Orders confirmed]; Report to lie — the 
Table. Bill, as amended, to be considered to-morrow i 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 5) Bill—Reported 
with an Amendment [Provisional Orders confirmed] ; Report to lie upon 
the Table. Bill, as amended, to be considered to-morrow * 


Notting-Hill Electric Lighting Bill. — with Amendments ; 
Report to lie upon the Table ‘ ‘t ” * 


Cromer Water Bill.—Reported, with Amendments; Report to lie upon 
the Table, and to be printed 3 ro be $i ~ 


London and India Docks (New Works) Bill.—Reported, with 


Amendments ; Report to lie upon the Table 


Bath Gas Light and Coke Bill [Lords].—Reported, without Amend- 
ment ; Report to lie upon the Table ; Bill to be read the third time 


Oakham Water Bill [{Lords].—Reported, with Amendments; Report to 
lie upon the Table, and to be printed , <r 





Royal Exchange Assurance Bill 


ment ; Report to lie upon the Table ; Bill to be read the third time .. 


PRIVATE BILLs (Group L).—Mr. Bill reported from the Committee on Group L 
of Private Bills, That, for the convenience of parties, the Committee had 
adjourned till Monday, the 10th day of June, at half- saute Eleven of the 
clock ; Report to lie upon the Table ‘ - , - - 


South Yorkshire Electric Power Bill. — — do not 
proceed] ; Report to lie upon the Table . 


PrivaTE Bitts (Group J).—Sir William Houldsworth reported from the 
Committee on Group J of Private Bills, That, for the convenience of 
parties, the Committee had adjourned till Tuesday, 11th June, at half-past 
Eleven of the clock ; Report to lie upon the Table . 2% 


Bradford Corporation Bill; Eccles Corporation Bill—Reported, with 
Amendments ; Reports to lie upon the Table, and to be printed .. 


Private Bitts (Group K).—Mr. Heywood Johnstone reported from the 
Committee on Group K of Private Bills, That, for the convenience of 
parties, the Committee had adjourned till Monday, 10th June, at half-past 
Eleven of the clock’;}Report to lie upon the Table ; - - 


PETITIONS. 


SaLe OF INTOXICATING Liquors ON SunDAY.—Petition from Carlinghow, for 
alteration of law ; to lie upon the Table . 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LiQuoRS ON SuNDAY BILL.—Petitions in favour, from 
Carlinghow, and Huntspill ; to lie upon the Table . 
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SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO CHILDREN BILL.—-Petitions in favour, from 
Ashton ; Ashton-under-Lyne ; Highbridge ; Bacup; Glossop; Oxford ; 
Pedwell ; Bath; Burtle ; Stockport ; Higham Ferrers ; Eccles ; South 
Molton (two) ; Wigan (two) ; Godmanchester ; Folkestone ; Rochdale ; 
and Kennethmont ; to lie upon the Table ‘ ss iP 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


CENSUS OF ENGLAND AND WALES, 1901.—Copy presented, of Preliminary 
Report and Tables of the Population and Houses enumerated in England 
and Wales and in the Islands in the British Seas on Ist _ 1901 [by 
Command]; to lie upon the Table 


DECLARATIONS OF Heaps OF StTATeEs.—Return ence relative thereto 
[Address 19th February ; Colonel ead to lie upon the Table, and to 
be printed. [No. 188. | ; ” - th x ea 


PuBLIC ELEMENTARY SCHOOLS WARNED.—Return presented, relative thereto 
[ordered 29th April ; Sir Francis Pow we to lie upon the Table, and to 
be printed. [No. 189.] 53 j a - as in a 


TRADE Reports (ANNUAL SERIES).—Copies presented, of Diplomatic = 
Consular Reports, Annual Series, Nos. 2605 to 2608 [by theta sig 
lie upon the Table - i ' 
Parers LAID UPON THE TABLE BY THE CLERK OF THE HOUSE :— 
1. Charitable Endowments (London).—Further Return relative thereto 
[ordered 2nd August, 1894 ; Mr. Francis Stevenson]; to be printed. 
[No. 190.] 
2. Inquiry into Charities (Administrative County of Durham).—Further 
Return relative thereto [ordered 14th February, 1900 ; Mr. Grant 
Lawson]; to be printed. [No. 191.] $i ve we 3 


EXPERIMENTS ON Livinc ANIMALS.—Address for “ Return showing the number 
of experiments performed on living animals during the year 1900 under 
licences granted under the Act 39 and 40 Vic., c. 77, distinguishing 
Painless from Painful Experiments (in continuation of Parliamentary 
Paper, No. 211, of Session 1900).”—(Mr. Jesse Collings.) 


QUESTIONS. 


SoutH; AFRICAN WAR—FEVER AND PLAGUE STATISTICS.—Question, Sir Walter 
Foster (Derbyshire, Ilkeston) ; Answer, The pcumepie of State for War 
(Mr. Brodrick, Surrey, Guildford). . a x : Ss ee es 


SECOND Worcesters—Sick List.—Question, Dr. Farquharson (Aberdeen- 
shire, W.) ; Answer, The Financial Secretary to the War Office (Lord 
Stanley, Lancashire, Westhoughton) iss a se i? nae 


Farm Burninc.—Question, Mr. Flynn (Cork, N.) ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick .. 


CATTLE LooTING BY ZULUS UNDER BRITISH AUTHORITY.—Question, Mr. Satan 
Buxton (Tower Hamlets, Poplar) ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick ‘ - 


STRENGTH OF REGIMENTS IN SouTH AFRICA.—Question, Mr. Henniker Heaton 
(Canterbury) ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick .. am a on 


ARMY REORGANISATION—ARMY Corps COMMANDERS AND DIstTRICTS.—Question, 
Sir Arthur Hayter (Walsall) ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick 
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Miuit1a—-AGE REGULATIONS.—Question, Sir James Rankin (Herefordshire, 
Leominster) ; Answer, Lord Stanley 


COMPASSIONATE ALLOWANCES—CASE OF PRIVATE HANNAH.—Question, Dr. 
Farquharson ; Answer, Lord Stanley Mt 


RoyaL GARRISON BaTTaLions.—Question, Mr. Courtenay Warner (Stafford- 
shire, Lichfield) ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick is 


‘TIME-EXPIRED MEN IN SouTH AFRICA.—Question, Mr. iegiaetond or ; 
Answer, Mr. Brodrick is oe es ‘ : : 


"TIME-EXPIRED MEN IN INDIA.—Question, Mr. Yerburgh ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick 


IMPERIAL YEOMANRY—PuysICcAL TestTs.—Question, Mr. Nussey digincecaasi ; 
Answer, Lord Stanley : ” i i - - 


GoLD PRODUCTION IN THE TRANSVAAL.—Question, Mr. Moss (Denbighshire, 
E.) ; Answer, The Secretary of State for the Colonies (Mr. J. Chamberlain, 


Birmingham, W.) 

NavaL ConstrucTion—NeEw Fast sche: lipids Captain Norton 
(Newington, W.) ; Answer, The Secretary to the Admiralty (Mr. Arnold- 
Forster, Belfast, W.) sé <“ bie si _ 7 

InpIa—LicHT RaiLway ScHEMES.—Question, Sir John Leng (Dundee) ; 
Answer, The Secretary of State for India siaiten G. Hamilton, Middlesex, 
Ealing) .._.. oe “a te . ‘is - ¥ ea ‘ 


Poppy CULTIVATION IN INDIA:—Question, Mr. Samuel Smith oe 1ire) ; 
Answer, Lord G. Hamilton ve fe ed ‘ ~ ‘“ 


AFGHAN ‘I RIBAL 'EUDS.—Question, Mr. Caine (Cornwall, Camborne) ; Answer, 
Lord G. Hamilton .. sh e “a io * u 


CHINA—DEFENCE AND RELIEF OF THE LEGATIONS—WarR Honours. —Question, 
Sir Charles Dilke (Gloucestershire, Forest of ie ; Answer, Lord G. 


Hamilton 

QUARANTINE REGULATIONS IN ROUMANIAN Ports.—Question, Mr. Hain (Corn- 
wall, St. Ives) ; Answer, The Under Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
(Viscount Cranborne, Rochester) = ne in ee = 


BonpDED WAREHOUSES—FORTIFYING WINE.—Questions, Mr. James O’Connor 
(Wicklow, W.) and Mr. T. M. Healy (Louth, N.) ; Answers, The Chancellor 
of the Exchequer (Sir M. Hicks Beach, Bristol, W.) .. — .. es zi 

TAXATION—COLLECTIONS IN ENGLAND AND SCOTLAND.—Question, Mr. M‘Crae 
(Edinburgh, E.) ; Answer, Sir M. Hicks Beach is 

DeatH Duties ON OFFicers’ EsTaTES.—Question, The Master of Elibank ; 
Answer, Sir M. Hicks Beach .. Ay ‘i i 

WeELsH GoLp-MINING RoYALTIES.—Question, Mr. Moss; Answer, Sir M. Hicks 
Beach - ie ve - i 


CENsUS—LIVERPOOL POPULATION EsTIMATE.—Question, Mr. Warr (Liverpool, 
East Toxteth) ; Answer, The President of the Local Government Board, 
(Mr. Walter Long, Bristol, 8S.) 


CENSUS—CLASSIFICATION OF LONDON.—Question, Mr. Henry Hobhouse 
(Somersetshire, E.) ; Answer, Mr. Walter Long wi ‘is a 


TUBERCULOSIS.—Question, Mr. Field eines St. sie aad Te Mr. 
Walter Long .. os Pe ; ; - ‘ eh 
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CoaL MINING STATISTICS.—Question, Mr. M‘Kenna (Monmouthshire, N.) ; 


’ 


Answer, Mr. Walter Long 


ScHOOL ACCOMMODATION IN DoveR.—Question, Mr. Gray (West Ham, N.) ; 
Answer, The Vice-President of the Board of Education ii J. Centt, 
Cambridge University) : ee + 2 


§r. JOHN’s CULVERT SCHOOLS, DaRWEN.—Question, Mr. Gray ; Answer, Sir J. 
Gorst es - an a = ae 7 pas 


ALL Satnts’ ScHooL, BRADFORD.—Question, Mr. Wanklyn; Answer, Sir J. 
Gorst .. - a - ie “ ie = es 7 


BoLTON Pupit TEACHERS’ CENTRAL CLASSES.—Question, Mr. Harwood (Bolton) ; 
Answer, Sir J. Gorst se ae ie he A m ie ¥ 


EDUCATION DEPARTMENT—DUTIES OF CONSULTING ARCHITECT.—Question, Mr. 
Stanley Wilson (Yorkshire, E.R., Holderness) ; Answer, Sir J. Gorst 


ScoTTiIsH BoaRD ScHOOLS—PRIZEs FROM PuBLIC FuNDs.—Question, Mr. T. M. 
Healy ; Answer, The Lord Advocate (Mr. A. Graham Murray, Buteshire) 


SasINE OFFICE, EDINBURGH.—Question, Mr. Weir (Ross and ee 
Answer, Mr. A. Graham Murray an ci ” ae 


RoaDs IN Ross-SHIRE.—Question, Mr. Weir ; Answer, Mr. A. Graham Murray 


ScoTTiIsH CONGESTED DIsTRICTs.—Questions, Mr. Weir and Mr. T. M. Healy ; 
Answers, Mr. A. Graham Murray 


(CHARITY COMMISSIONERS—-RETURNS OF SALES OF REAL PROPERTY.—Question, 
Sir Walter Foster ; Answer, The Parliamentary Charity Commissioner 
(Mr. Griffith Boscawen, Kent, Tunbridge)... ” a ee oY 


PROMOTION TO POSTMASTERSHIPS—-POWERS OF SUPERVISORS.—Question, Mr. 
Daly (Monaghan, 8.) ; Answer, The Financial Secretary to the Treasury 
(Mr. Austen Chamberlain, Worcestershire, E.)  .. ae =6 a 


PusLic HOLIDAYS IN THE Post OFFIcE.—Questions, Mr. Hay (Shoreditch, 
Hoxton), Sir Francis Evans (Maidstone), and Captain Norton ; Answers, 
Mr. Austen Chamberlain ‘ “4 : 


MeaL RELIEFS IN THE CENTRAL TELEGRAPH OFFICE.—Question, Mr. Patrick 
O’Brien (Kilkenny) ; Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain .. = o 


PosTAL CLERKS’ DEPUTATION TO THE PosTMASTER GENERAL.—Question, Mr. 
James O’Connor ; Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain - ae eas 


New PostaGe Stamp DesiGNs.—Questions, Mr. Ellis Griffith (Anglesey), 
Lord Balearres (Lancashire, Chorley), Dr. pee and Mr. T. M. 
Healy ; Answers, Mr. Austen Chamberlain ; - 


SUNDAY OPENING OF MUSEUMS— ENGAGEMENT OF OFFICI viiscanaliie Colonel 
Milward iigaaaasateg Stratford- — ny Answer, Mr. Austen 
Chamberlain 


FEMALE TYPISTS IN THE C1VIL SERVICE.—Question, Mr. T. M. Healy ; prennn 
Mr. Austen Chamberlain “ me ‘ ‘ss éy “ 


Ikish LAND ADMINISTRATION—Eviction Notices. — Question, Mr aan 
Answer, the Chief Secretary for Ireland (Mr. Wyndham, Dover) . « 


ARRANMORE IsLAND LAND yer RB massa Mr. vee (Donegal, W.) : 
Answer, Mr: Wyndham : 
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Str W. Styies’s Estate In County DoneGAL.—Question, Mr. Boyle ; Answer, 
« Mr. Wyndham is re “+: he és e ve rv 


STREET PREACHING IN GALWAY.—Question, Mr. T. M. Healy ; Answer, Mr. 
Wyndham os “ i is - ‘s ‘ss “ bs 


CHILD GUARDIANSHIP—CASE OF CATHERINE MILLER.—Question, Mr. Cullinan 
(Tipperary, S.); Answer, Mr. Wyndham i ne ‘ = 


RoyaL Irish CONSTABULARY—RETIREMENTS ON PENSION. — Questions, Mr. 
M‘Dermott (Kilkenny, N.) and Mr. Flavin ; Answers, Mr. Wyndham 


STRANGFORD Dispensary District.—Question, Mr. William Johnston (Belfast, 
S.); Answer, Mr. Wyndham és ei “3 - rs 

CavaN Farr Rent AppeaL.—Question, Mr. M‘Govern (Cavan, W.) ; Answer, 
Mr. Wyndham ts ‘. 4 se ka - “ ; 

Case OF DANIEL Morony.—Question, Mr. William Redmond — sa 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham ‘ = ag 


ALLOTMENTS IN IRISH URBAN Districts. ne Mr. Power (Waterford, 
E.); Answer, Mr. Wyndham , 7 % - - 5 


IRISH RURAL AUXILIARIES AND LaBourERS’ CoTTAGES.—Question, Mr. Crean 
(Cork, 8.E.) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham ss ‘ we 


MepicaL Fees AT [RIsH INQUESTs. eee Mr. Patrick O’Brien ; Answer, 
Mr. Wyndham a is : - - a ‘ 


Davip Finzay’s Estate, County Cavan.—Question, Mr. M‘Govern ; "answer, 
Mr. Wyndham ” ie os ms : 7 - 


Hicu Court or Justice, IRELAND.—Question, Mr. Dillon (Mayo, E.) ; Answer, 
the Attorney General for Ireland (Mr. Atkinson, Londonderry, N.) 


CHARITABLE LoANs (IRELAND) Act, 1900.—Question, Mr. Dillon; Answer, 
Mr. Atkinson fe Be me ~ : i ee ? 
DuBLIN Post OFFICE—SALARIES OF TELEPHONE OPERATORS.—Question, Mr. 
Nannetti (Dublin, College Green) ; Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain .. 


NENAGH Stamp DistripuToR.—Question, Mr. P. J. O’Brien vet N. )i 
Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain : os : j ‘ 


TrIsH GIRL CLERKS IN THE POSTAL SERVICE.—Questions, Mr. Thomas O’ Donnell 
(Kerry, W.) and Mr. Flavin; Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain .. 


QUEEN’s CounTYy PosTaL ARRANGEMENTS.—Question, Dr. MacDonnell (Queen’s 
,, County, Leix) ; Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain ES ~ Ks 


IrisH Post OFFICE SAVINGS Bank Business.—Question, Mr. Thomas O'Donnell; 
Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain es 2% i 


Factory AND WorksHops BILL.—Questions, Sir Fortescue Flannery (York- 
shire, W.R., Shipley) and Sir Charles Dilke ; Answers, the First Lord 
of the Treasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, Manchester, E.) 5 nA 


Lic—Ns NG L&GISLATION.—Question, Mr. Taylor (Lancashire, Radcliffe) ; 
Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour y ths i Be : a 


ScHOOL TEACHERS—SECURITY OF TENURE—LEGISLATION.—Questions, bias 
Norton and Mr. Taylor; Answers, Mr. A. J. Balfour . 
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DECLARATION OF HEADS OF STATES.—Question, Colonel Nolan (Galway, N.) ; 
Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour .. * a a a & si .. 988 
977 
Metric System.—Question, Mr. Brigg (Yorkshire, W.R., Keighley) ; Answer, 
978 Mr. A. J. Balfour .. x x ba ¥ ee th . -- 988 
New MempBer Sworn.—Daniel Daniel Sheehan, Esquire, for the County of 
978 Cork (Mid-Cork Division) .. a a va = is : .- 989 
Public Libraries Bill |Lords].—Read the first time; to be read a second 
979 time upon Monday, 10th June, and to be printed. | Bill 203. os ee 
ADJOURNMENT OF THE Hovse (WHITSUNTIDE). — 
979 : 
The First Lord of the Treasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, Manchester, BE. 989 
980 Motion made, and ()uestion proposed — 
* That to-morrow, the House at its rising do adjourn till Thursday, 
the 6th of June, and that at the conclusion of Government business 
980 Mr. Speaker do adjourn the House without (Question put.”—(VWr. A. J. 
Balfour.) 
981 Discussion :— 
Sir Brampton Gurdon (Norfolk, N.) se “ a “3 « oS 
981 Mr. Charles M‘Arthur (Liverpool, Exchange) .. - is a 
Amendment proposed— 
981 * To leave out the words ‘ Thursday, the 6th of June,’ and insert 
the words ‘Wednesday, the 5th of June, instead thereot.”—(Sir 
982 Brampton Gurdon). 
() 1estion proposed, “* That the words * Thursday, the 6th of June,’ stand 
part of the question.” 
982 ee 
Discussion— 
983 Mr. Crombie (Kincardineshire) ae . = “ ee .- 995 
Ai Mr. Seton Carr (St. Helens) as Ag a 7 - .. 997 
Mr. Purvis (Peterborough) .. a Si a x a -. 999 
984 Sir H. ’ mphell-Bannerman (Stirling Burghs) 38 as .. 1000 
Mr. A. Balfour... a _ “iS ea .. LOO] 
al Mr. ¢ ha pli (Lincolnshire, Sleaford) * $e a” - .. 1003 
985 Mr. M:Kenna (Monmouthshire, N.) at “k dss i .. 1004 
Dr. Farquharson (Aberdeenshire, W.) — .. Hs és i .. L005 
985 Mr. Gihson Bowles (Lynn Regis) ws sh bis ie Pa .. 1006 
(Question put. 
986 The House divided :—Ayes, 196 ; Noes, 166. (Division List, No. 201.) 
Main Question again proposed. 
986 Mr. Conor O'Kelly (Mayo, NN.) .. aa f is .. LOI 
Mr. John Redmond (Waterford) 54 a - - .. 101] 
Mr. Dillon (Mayo, EF.) , ne i 3 ‘i “i .. 1012 
Mr. Norman (W olverhampton, S.) re - - “ .. 1012 
987 Mr. Trevelyan (Yorkshire, W.R., Elland) - 2 a :« FORT 
Major Rasch (Essex, Chelmsford) F Me oe 44 .. 1019 
Mr. Lambert (Devonshire, South Molton) zh G. sf ; 0 O20 
o87 Mr. Bryce (Aberdeen, S.) - ay es xe - 2 O22 
Sir Alfred Hickman (Wolverhampton, W.) er - us .. 1024 
968 Mr. Broadhurst (Leicester) x es - se bee x LOZ 
VOL XCIV. [FourtH Serigs.]| f 











Ixxzii TABLE OF CONTENTS. 


May 23.] Page 
Sir H,. Campbell-Bannerman .. 1028 
The Secretary of State for War (Mr. ‘Brodrick, Surrey, Guile Iford) -- 1028 
Mr. M:-Kenna : .. 1036 

The Secretary of State for the Colonies (Mr, J. Chamberlain, Bir- 
mingham, W.) ; ae wd AS «. £039 
Sir Walter Foster (Derbyshire, Ilkeston) ey - .. 1042 

The Vice-President of the Board of Education (Sir J. Gorst, 
Cambridge University) o ‘3 - e ze es .. 1046 


QJuestion put, “ That the Question be now put.” 
The House divided :—Ayes, 191; Noes, 121. (Division List No. 202.) 
Question put accordingly, and agreed to. 


Resolved, That. To-morrow, the House at its rising do adjourn till Thurs- 
day, the 6th of June, and that at the conclusion of Government Busi- 
ness Mr. Speaker do adjourn the House without question put. 


Finance Bill {Second Reading]}.— -Order read, for resuming Adjourned Debate 
on Main Question [20th May], * That the Bill be now read a second time.” 


Question again proposed ; Debate resumed. 
Mr. Lough (Islington, W.) .. bc ss oP ve ue .« £05) 


Attention called to the fact that forty Members were not present. House 
counted, and forty Members being found present— 


Mr. Lough Sis ss he oe a aes .». 2055 
Mr. Flower (Bradford, WwW.) oe ae = 2. nt .. 1057 
Mr. E. J. C. Morton (Devonport) ce os re es -. 1059 
Mr. James Lowther (Kent, Thanet) - ye a .. 1070 
Mr. John Morley (Montrose Burghs) re ¥ = as .. 1075 
The Financial Secretary to the Treasury (Mr. Austen Chamberlain, x 

Worcestershire, E.) ; oe ar ne ae se >. £089 
Mr. Robson (South ‘Shiel ls oe os ys A a oe .. 1095 


Question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 236 ; Noes, 132. (Division List No. 203.) 
Bill read a second time, and committed for Thursday, 6th June. 


STEAMSHIP Supsipies.—Ordered, That it be an Instruction to the Select Com- 
mittee appointed to inquire into the system of subsidies to Steamship | 
Companies under Foreign Governments, and the effect thereby produced 
on British trade, that they do also report on similar bounties relating to 
sailing ships.—(.Vr. W. F. Lawrence.) .. ev 53 3 tee 199 


Adjourned at half-past Twelve of the clock. 





HOUSE OF COMMONS: FRIDAY, 24TH MAY, 1901. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Hamilton Burgh Provisional Order Confirmation Bill.—Order read 
for consideration of Bill under Section 7, Sub-section (2) of the Private 
Legislation Procedure (Scotland) Act, 1899. 


Mr. T. M. Healy (Louth, N.) on sf die ny ao PUOS 


Bill considered. 
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A Clause (water supply to public offices).—(The Lord Advocate.) 
Brought up. and read the first time. 


Motion made, and question proposed— 
‘That the clause be read a second time.” 


Mr. T. M. Healy a mY i ss es s. ERO2 
The Chairman of Ways a nd Means : (Mr. J. W. Lowther, Cumber- 
land, Penrith) Sy ; ; 3 “it 7 - .. 1103 


Debate adjourned till Monday, 10th June. 


Alfreton Gas Bill [lords]; Cambrian Railways Bill; Clyde Valley 
Electrical Power Bill ; Golborne Gas Bill ; Mond Gas Bill; Omagh Gas 
Bill [Lords]; Torrington and Okehampton Railway Bill.—As amended. 
considered ; to be read the third time .. Me a ms ‘a .. 1103 


Loch Leven Water Power Bill.—‘To incorporate and confer powers 
upon the Loch Leven Water and Electric Power Company to enable them 
to construct, maintain, and work water-works and water power and elec- 
trical generating stations for the supply ot electrical energy, and to acquire 
lands ; and for other purposes,’ read the first time ; to be read a second 
time a $ = mF = ‘3 <j ¥ re és .. 1108 


Private Brtits.—Ordered, That Standing Orders 39, 129, and 230 be sus- 
pended, and that the time for depositing Petitions and Memorials against 
Private Bills, or against any Bill to confirm any Provisional Order or 
Provisional Certificate, and for depositing duplicates of any documents 
relating to any Bill to confirm any Provisional Order or Provisional Certifi- 
cate, also all Petitions presented against any Order under Section 9 of 
the Private Legislation Procedure (Scotland) Act, 1899, be extended to 
che first day on which the House shall sit after the recess. (The Chairman 
of Ways and Means) = *. oe - e - wh «» 1204 


Commons Regulation and Inclosure (Skipwith) Provisional Order 
Bill; Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 3) Bill ; Local 
Government Provisional Order (Gas) Bill.—Read the third time, and 
passed... i a * ie re _ Aa = ne .. 1104 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 2) Bill; Electric 
Lighting Prov ‘isional Orders (No. 4) Bill; Electrie Lighting Provisional 
Orders (No. 5) Bill; Local Government (Ireland) Provisional Orders 
(No. 2) Bill; Meteopeliten Common Scheme (Orpington) Provisional 
Order Bill.—As amended. considered ; Bills to be read the third time 
upon Thursday, 6th June .. a ra s i ve $1 + 1a 


Local Government Provisional Orders (Housing of Latinas 


Classes) Bill.—Read a second time, and committed es . 1104 
DusLix, WicKLow AND Wexrorp Raittway (NEW Ross AND WATERFORD 

EXTENSION).—Petition for Bill: referred to the Select Committee on 

Standing Orders st ss $i a Hs os a Ss .- 1104 


Southampton and Winchester Great Western Junction Railway 
Bill.—Reported with Amendments; Report to lie upon the Table, 


and to be printed... ee s ss 5 me 5 ie .. 1104 
f2 
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PETITIONS. 


ELEMENTARY Epucation (HIGHER GRADE AND EVENING CONTINUATION 
ScHoots).—Petition from Bradford, for alteration of Law ; to lie upon the 
Table 


POLICE SUPERANNUATION (SCOTLAND) BiLt.—Petition from Sutherland, against; 
to lie upon the Table 


SaLe OF INTOXICATING LiguoRS TO CHILDREN BILL.—Petitions in favour, 
from Chorley ; Chatham (five) ; Chippenham (two) ; Bath (two) ; Barton 
St. David ; Street ; Cradley Heath ; East Leeds; Wakefield ; Wigton 
(two) ; Hylton (two) ; Lacock ; Huddersfield ; Silksworth (two) ; South 
Hetton (two); Hetton Downs (two); Bank Head; Easington (two) ; 
South Hylton; Ryhope; Washington; Newbottle ; Coxgreen ; and 
Murton ; to lie upon the Table 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


REGISTRATION OF VoTERS (IRELAND).—Return presented, relative thereto 
jordered 28th March ; Mr. M*Fadden|; to lie upon the Table 


INTERMEDIATE EpucaTIion (IRELAND).—Copy presented, of Rule made by the 
Intermediate Education Board for Lreland appointing the places at which 
Examinations shall be held for 1901 [by Act]; to lie upon the Table 


EXPERIMENTS ON Livinc ANiMALS.—Return presented, relative thereto 
| Address 23rd May ; Mr. Jesse Uollings|; to lie upon the Table, and to 
be printed. [No. 192] .. = ve gs a - 


Army (WAR OFFICE ORGANISATION) :— 
Copy presented, of Report of the Committee appointed to inquire into 
War Office Organisation [by Command]; to lie upon the Table. 
Copy presented, of Minutes of Evidence taken before the Committee 
appointed to inquire into War Office Organisation, together with 
Appendices, Digest, and Index [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table 


Lanp Recistry.—Return ordered, “ of the Work done in the Land Registry 
under the various Acts hereinafter mentioned, namely :— 


*. Under the Land Transfer Acts, 1875 and 1897 :—(a) The number, 
value and acreage (where known) of estates the titles to which were 
registered, on first registration, from the Ist of January, 1900, to 
the 31st December, 1900, showing the numbers of estates registered 
with absolute, qualified, and possessory title, and leaseholds ; and also 
the number of estates registered under the Small Holdings Act, 1892 ; 
(b) The total number of separate titles on the register on the 31st 
day of December, 1900—{i) by first registration, (ii) by sub-division 
of estates already registered, and (iii) by transfer from the 1862 
register ; (c) The total number of separate titles which have been 
removed from the register on the 31st day of December, 1900. 

2. Under The Land Registry Act, 1862 :—(a) The total number, value, 
and acreage (where known) of estates the titles to which were 
registered on first registration ; (b) The total number of separate 
titles on the register on the 31st day of December, 1898—{i) by first 
registration, and (ii.) by sub-division of estates already registered ; 
(c) The total number of separate titles which had been removed from 
the register on the 31st day of December, 1900, otherwise than by 

i transfer to the 1875 register. 
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3. Under both the Acts of 1875 and 1862 :—(a) The total number of 
separate titles on the register on the 3lst day of December, 1900 ; 
(b) The total number of transactions registered from the Ist day of 
January, 1900, to the 31st day of December, 1900, showing the num- 
bers of (i) first registrations under the Acts of 1875 and 1897, (ii) 
conveyances, transfers, and transmissions of land, (iii) mortgages, 
charges, further charges, and transfers of mortgages and charges 
(iv) reconveyances of mortgages and cessation of charges, (v) leases 
and surrenders of leases, (vi) miscellaneous. 

4. Under the Mortgage Debenture Acts, 1865 and 1870, and the Im- 
provement of Land Act, 1864 :—A statement so far as may be practic- 
able of the nature and amount of the work done under these Acts 
from the Ist day of January, 1900, to the 31st day of December, 
1900. ; 

5. Under the Land Charges Registration and Searches Act, 1888 :—- 
The number of registrations, ofticial searches, and ordinary searches 
made from the Ist day of January, 1900, to the 31st day of December, 
1900, 

6. Under the Middlesex Registry Act, 1708, and the Land Registry 
(Middlesex Deeds) Act, 1891:—The number of registrations and 
searches made from the Ist day of January, 1900, to the 31st day 
ot December, 1900. 

And, showing the amount of fees received and the amount of salaries 
and expenses in the Land Registry from the Ist day of April, 1900, to the 
3ist day of March, 1901, distinguishing for the purposes of Section 22 
of the Land Transfer Act, 1897, the fees received and salaries and ex 
penses paid under the Land Transfer Acts and the other Acts above 
referred to (in continuation of Parliamentary Paper, No. 306, of Session 
1900).°—-(Mr. H. D. Greene.) 

Botanica, Work ComMittEr.—Copy ordered, “ of the Report of the Botanica! 

Work Committee, with Minutes of Evidence, Appendices, and Index.’—- 

(Sir Michael Foster) * . 


QUESTIONS. 

Sourn ArricaN War—UNIversity VOLUNTEERS FOR ACTIVE SERVICE.— 
(Juestion, Mr. Moore (Antrim, N.); Answer, The Secretary of State 
for War (Mr. Brodrick, Surrey, Guildford) 

ReruGe Camps IN Cape CoLony.—Question, Mr. Dillon (Mayo, E.) ; Answer, 
Mr. Brodrick : ed 3 si 

Farm BURNING BY Boers.—Question, Mr. Dillon ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick 

BurninG oF DE Wet’s Farm.—-Questions, Mr. Labouchere (Northampton) 
and Mr. Dillon; Answers, Mr. Brodrick 


IMPERIAL YEOMANRY EqQuipMeNT.—Question, Mr. Peel (Manchester. 8.) ; 
Answer, Mr. Brodrick ; 4 on 

GOVERNMENT Stock Farms IN SoutH AFRICA. — Question, Mr. Lambert 
(Devonshire, South Molton) ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick ‘ 

TRANSVAAL OUTLANDERS IN THE FreELp.—-Question, Mr. T. M. Healy (Louth, 
N.) ; Answer, The Secretary of State for the Colonies (Mr. J. Chamberlain, 
Birmingham, W.).. ; 
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MINE TAXATION IN THE TRANSVAAL.—Question, Mr. Ashton (Bedfordshire, 
Luton) ; Answer, Mr. J. Chamberlain bs Be 


TRIALS OF Cape CoLoNy REBELS—EXCLUSION OF REPORTERS.—Question, Mr. 
Bryn Roberts (Carnarvon, Eifion) ; Answer, Mr. J. Chamberlain 


BRITISH INDIAN SUBJECTS AT THE CAPE.—Question, Sir Mancherjee Bhownag- 
gree (Bethnal Green, N.E.) ; Answer, Mr. J. Chamberlain 


Orricers’ Home PassaGes—-CapTAIN MAXWELL’s Case.—-Question, Colonel 
Welby (Taunton) ; Answer, The Financial Secretary to the War Office 
(Lord Stanley, Lancashire, Westhoughton) 


VOLUNTEER OFFICERS— RETIREMENT REGULATIONS. —Question, Captain Norton 
(Newington, W.); Answer, Mr. Brodrick 


CapetT Corps COMMANDERS.—Question, Captain Norton ; Answer, Mr. Brod- 
rick 

NIGHT SCHOOLS OF INSTRUCTION FOR OFFICERS.—Question, Captain Norton ; 
Answer, Lord Stanley 


WickKLow ARTILLERY MILITIA.—Question, Mr. Cogan (Wicklow, E.) ; Answer, 
Lord Stanley : : se 


MaLra—LANGUAGE QUESTION.— Question, Mr. Channing (Northamptonshire, 
KE.) ; Answer, Mr. J. Chamberlain. . 


WELSHMEN IN PATAGONIA.—(Question, Mr. Joyce (Limerick) ; Answer, Mr. J. 
Chamberlain F 


BANK INTEREST ON DEFICIENCY AND Ways AND MEANS ADVANCES.—Question, 
Mr. Loyd (Berkshire, Abingdon); Answer, The Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer (Sir M. Hicks Beach, Bristol, W.) 


Export Coat Duty.—Question, Mr. Joyce ; Answer, Sir M. Hicks Beach 


Fortiryinc WINE IN Bonp.—Questions, Mr. James O'Connor (Wicklow, W.) 
and Mr. T. M. Healy ; Answers, Sir M. Hicks Beach .. " 


SENGHENYDD COLLIERY DisasTER.—Question, Mr. Lloyd Morgan (Carmarthen- 
shire, W.): Answer, The Secretary of State for the Home Department 
(Mr. Ritchie, Croydon) 


MILK STANDARDS.—Question, Mr. Lambert ; Answer, The President of the 
Board of Agriculture (Mr. Hanbury, Preston) 


CYCLE CONVEYANCE ON RAILWAYs.—Question, Mr. Lough (Islington, W.) ; 
Answer, The President of the Board of Trade (Mr. Gerald Balfour, Leeds, 
Central) ~ * be : 


CODIFICATION OF COMMERCIAL Law. — Question, Mr. Mitchell (Burnley) ; 
Answer, Mr. Gerald Balfour ; ~ a: 


ALLOTMENTS AND CoMMON PAsTURES IN SCOTLAND.—Question, Mr. Eugene 
Wason (Clackmannan and Kinross); Answer, The Lord Advocate (Mr. 
A. Graham Murray, Buteshire) 


AFFORESTATION IN SCOTLAND.—Question, Mr. Catheart Wason (Orkney and 
Shetland) ; Answer, Mr. A. Graham Murray 


CONGESTION IN THE HIGHLANDS.—Question, Mr. Weir (Ross and Cromarty) ; 
Answer, Mr. A. Graham Murray is 
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CIVIL SERVICE CERTIFICATES—BELFAST CLERK'S PosITION.—Question, Mr. 
M‘Govern (Cavan, W.): Answer, The Financial Secretary to the Treasury 
(Mr. Austen Chamberlain, Worcestershire, E.).. Fy 


MONAGHAN PosTAL ARRANGEMENTS.—Question, Dr. ‘Thompson (Monaghan, 
N.) ; Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain .. 
Newport (Mayo) Fisning INpustry.—Question, Dr. Ambrose (Mayo, W.) ; 
Answer, The Chief Secretary for Ireland (Mr. Wyndham, Dover) 
SLIGO ASYLUM—CASE OF ATTENDANT GAFFNEY.—(Question, Mr. Moore ; Answer 
Mr. Wyndham 

LABOURERS’ CoTTaGes IN THE MitcHetstowN Unton.—Question, Mr. William 
Abraham (Cork County, N.E.); Answer, Mr. Wyndham 

RETURN OF RENT Repuctions.—‘)uestion, Mr. Thomas O'Donnell (Kerry, 
W.); Answer, Mr. Wyndham es 


Davip Fintay’s Estate, Co, Cavan.—Question, Mr. M‘Govern ; Answer, 
Mr. Wyndham a 


WiIcKLOW CoNSTABLE’S CAseE.—(Question, Mr. James O'Connor ; Answer, Mr. 
Wyndham 

STREET PREACHING AT ARKLOW.—(Juestions, Mr. Cogan and Mr. John Red- 
mond (Waterford) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham 


RoaD MAINTENANCE IN) TRELAND.—Question, Mr. Lundon (Limerick, E.) : 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham 


CHARITABLE LOANS (IRELAND) AcT.—Question, Mr. Dillon; Answer, The 
Attorney General for Ireland (Mr. Atkinson, Londonderry, N.) 


JUDICIAL BUSINESS IN [RELAND.—(Question, Mr. Dillon ; Answer, Mr. Atkinson 


IRISH SUPREME Courr OF JUDICATURE—CaAsH BALANCE.—Question, Mr. Field 
(Dublin, St. Patrick) ; Answer, Sir M. Hicks Beach AF 

CLERKS TO COMMISSIONERS OF [RIsH Liguts.—Question, Mr. T. M. Healy ; 
Answer, Mr. Gerald Balfour , : : 

THrouGH Rates on Iris) Rarways.—Question, Mr. Field: Answer, Mr. 
Gerald Balfour es : 

KERRY PoLice AND THE Unrrep Irish LEAGUE.—Question, Mr. Flavin (Kerry, 
W.). [Question not answered] 

R0YAL COMMISSION ON IrisH University Epucation.— Questions, Mr. Patrick 
O’Brien (Kilkenny) and Mr. ‘T. M. Healy: Answer, The First Lord of the 
Treasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, Manchester, E.) 


House or Commons Prayer.—Question, Colonel Nolan (Galway, N.) ; Answer, 
Mr. A. J. Balfour , 


THe Beer Bii.—Question, Mr. Chaplin (Lincolnshire, Sleaford) ; Answer, 
Mr. A. J. Balfour 


Works At GIBRALTAR.—Question, Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn Regis) ; Answer, 
Mr. A. J. Balfour 


Business oF THE Hovse.—Questions, Mr. John Redmond and Sir Henry 
Fowler (Wolverhampton, E.); Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour 


Ixxxvii 
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BUSINESS OF THE Housr (SuppLy).—Ordered, That the other Government 
Business have precedence this day of the Business of Supply.—(.Vr. A. J. 
Balfour) ne < a re - 5 nf " e » Skee 


NEW BILLS. 


BURGH SEWERAGE, DRAINAGE, AND WATER SuPPLY (SCOTLAND).—Bill to amend 
the Law in regard to the Sewerage and Drainage and Water Supply of 
Burghs in Scotland, ordered to be brought in by The Lord Advocate, Mr. 
Solicitor General for Scotland, and Mr. Anstruther. 


Burgh Sewerage, Drainage, and Water Supply (Scotland) Bill. 
—* To amend the Law in regard to the Sewerage and Drainage and Water 
Supply of Burghs in Scotland,” presented, and read the first time ; to be 


read a second time upon Monday, 10th June, and to be printed. [Bill 204} 1183 


INEBRIATES ACTS AMENDMENT.—Bill to amend the Inebriates Acts, 1879 to 
1899, and to make further provision for the control and cure of Habitual 
Inebriates, ordered to be brought in by Dr. Farquharson, Sir Francis 
Powell, Sir Walter Foster, and Dr. Thompson. 


Inebriates Acts Amendment Bill.—‘“To amend the Inebriates Acts 
1879 to 1899, and to make further provision for the control and cure ot 
Habitual Inebriates,” presented, and read the first time: to be read a 


second time upon Wednesday, 12th June, and te be printed. [Bill 205} 118s 


QUEEN ANNE’s Bounty Boarp.—Resolved, That it is expedient that a-select 
Committee of this House be appointed to join with a Committee of the 
Lords to consider the constitution of Queen Anne's Bounty Board, and to 
report whether economy and efticiency of administration would be pro- 
moted by any change in its constitution or by its amalgamation with any 
other body. Message to the Lords to acquaint them therewith.—(Sir 


William Walrond) bs -. Bs ‘- Be os .. 1134 


Civil List Bill.—Order for Second Reading read. 


Motion made, and Question put— 
* That the Bill be now read a second time.” 


The House divided :—Ayes, 149; Noes, 38. (Division List No. 204.) 1154 
Bill read a second time, and committed for Thursday, 6th June. 
Demise of the Crown Bill.—Considered in Committee. 
[Mr. J. W. Lowrner (Cumberland, Penrith) in the Chair. | 
Clause 1 :— 
ee ee re | 


Amendment proposed : ~- 
“In page 1, lines 5 and 6, to leave out the words ‘whether within 
or. "—(Mr. Dillon.) 
Question proposed, “ That the words propused to be left out stand part of 
the clause.” 
The Attorney General (Sir Robert Finlay. Inverness Burghs) vw SBS 


Mr. Clancy (Dublin County, N.) .. sg 4 on se BEST 
Mr. Labouchere (Northa mptonsh ire) : ' ne ey ss DES 
Mr. Edmund Robertson (Dundee) .. ‘is ; ‘a es .. 1139 
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Mr. Dillon : ay i = hs fe: .. 11389 
Mr. Gibson Bouwles (L yn n Regis) “ ; .. 1139 
33 Lord Edmond Fitzmaurice (Wiltshire, Cricklade) ; ; .. 1140 
Mr. James Lowther (Kent, Thanet) ‘ia es “3 .. 1141 


(Juestion put. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 162 ; Noes, 78. (Division List No. 205.) 
Mr. Edmund Robertson 2 ay" f es - a .. 1145 


acct proposed :— 
“ In line 9, to leave out Sub-clause (2).°—(Wr. Edmund Robertson.) 


Question proposed, “ That Sub-clause (2) stand part of the clause.” 


ves The Solicitor General (Sir Edward Carson, Dublin University) .. 1146 
Mr. Labouchere oy 2, ae ; - aed oy .- 1148 
Mr. Gibson Bowles ie 5 - 7 Fes wo LTS 
Mr. Taylor (Lancashire, Kadcliffe) - ‘os pe si -« IMS 
Mr. T. M. Healy (Louth, N.) us ee re ‘3 a .. 1150 
Mr. Duke (Plymouth) .. és - - 4 - ee .- 1153 
Mr. Dillon ae i se - A . es 55 ~« POS 
Mr. Power (Waterford, E..) “6 sis ; ie = wo ERSS 
Mr. T. M. Healy - es - s Re ‘en a .. 1158 

ve Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 152 ; Noes, 84. (Division List No. 206.) 
Mr. T. M. Healy Sus a i - - ~« 336] 
Amendment proposed :—- 
“ At the end of Sub-section 2 to insert * Provided that nothing 
34 herein contained shall relieve the holder of any oftice from any penalty 
which he would have incurred but for the passing of this sub-section.’ ” 
—(Mr. T. M. Healy.) 
Question proposed, ‘‘ That those words stand part of the sub-section.” 
Sir Robert Finlay Sa és % ey = Ae - ~. LIOL 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Motion made, and Question put, “* That Clause 1 stand part of the Bill.” 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 157 ; Noes, 80. (Division List No. 207.) 


Bill reported, without amendment, to be read the third time upon Thurs- 
day, 6th June. 


SUPPLY.—Considered in Committee. 
[Mr. J. W. Lowrner (Cumberland, Penrith) in the Chair. | 


ArMY ESTIMATES, 1901--2. 


1. Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That a sum, not exceeding 
£3,281,000, be granted to His Majesty, to defray the Charge tor the Staff 
for Engineer Services, and Expenditure for Royal Engineer Works, 
Buildings, and Repairs, at Home and Abroad (including purchases), 
which will come in course of payment during the year ending on the 31st 
9 day of March, 1902.” 
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Sir Arthur Hayter (Walsall) 


Mr. Courtenay Warner (Staffordshire, Lichfield) 


Mr. Charles Hobhouse (Bristol, E.) 


Lord Edmond Fitzmaurice (Wiltshire, Cricklade) — .. se - 
The Financial Secretary to the War Ujfice (Lord Stanley, 


Lancashire, Westhoughton) .. 
Mr. Kenyon (Lancashire, Bury) 
Mr. Nannetti (Dublin, College Green) 


Colonel Legge (St. George's, Hanover Square) 


Mr. Goddard (Lpswich ) 


Motion made, and Question proposed, * That Item A (Salaries of the Statf 
for Engineer Services), be reduced by £1,000.”—(Mr. Goddard.) 


The Secretary of Ntate for War (Mr. Brodrick, Surrey, Guildford) 


Mr. Lambert (Devonshire, South Molton) 
(Juestion put. 
The Committee divided : Ayes, 52 ; Noes, 119. 


Original Question again proposed. 
Mr. Lambert 
Lord Stanley 


(Division List No. 208.) 


Vr. Bugene Wason (Clackmannan and Kinross) 


Mr. Lambert 


Motion made, and Question proposed, * That Item D (Incidental Expenses 
of War Department, Lands, ete.) be reduced by £100.” —(Mr. Lam- 


hert.) 
Mr. Brodrick sie : dis Se 
Mr. Allen (Glouceste rsh ire, Ntroud) .. 


Question put. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 52 ; Noes, 115. 
Original (uestion again proposed. 


Mr. Lloyd-G'eorge (Carnarvon Boroughs) ee 


(Division List No. 209.) 


Motion made, and (Juestion proposed, ** That Items L, M, N (New Works, 
ete.) be reduced by £100, in respect of Engineer Services in the Field 


of South Africa.”-—(.Vr. Lloyd-George.) 


Mr. Dillon 

Mr. Brodrick 2 be 

Lord Edmond Fitzmaurice .. x 

Mr. Stuart Wortley (Sheffield, Hallam) 
Mr. Channing (Northamptonshire, FE.) .. 
Mr. Bryn Roberts (Carnarvonshire, Eifion) 
Mr. Fuller (Wiltshire, Westhury) 

Mr. Lloyd-George 5 


Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 46 ; Noes, 123. 


{ 


riginal Question again proposed. 
Lord Stanley s bes 
Mr. Charles Hobhouse 
Mr. Goddard 


(Division List No. 210.) 
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Motion made, and Question proposed, “That Items L, M. N (New 
Works, ete.) be reduced by £100, in respect of Boat we Ireland 
Island Sea Walls and Piers Repair, Storm Damages. “—(.Mr. Goddard.) 

Mr. Brodrick : 1200 

Mr. Courtenay Warner 120] 

Mr. Allen : 1202 

Mr. Weir (Ross and Cromarty) 1202 

Lord Stanley 1202 

1202 


Mr. Goddard 
Question put. 
The Committee divided :—-Ayes, 49: Noes, 115. (Division List No. 211.) 
Original Question again proposed. 


Mr, A. J. Balfour rose in his place and claimed to move, * That the Ques- 
tion be now put.” 


(Juestion put, “* That the Question be now put.” 

The Committee divided :—Ayes, 115 ; Noes, 49. (Division List No. 212.) 
Original Question put accordingly. 

The Committee divided :—Ayes, 119 ; Noes, 38. (Division List No. 213.) 


Resolution to be reported upon Thursday, 6th June ; Committee to sit_!’ 
again upon Thursday, 6th June. it 


SENGHENYDD COLLIERY Disaster.—On the Motion for adjournment :— i 
The Secretary of State for the Home Department (Mr. Ritchie, Croydon) 120% 


In pursuance of the Order of the House of the 23rd day of this instant 
May, Mr. Speaker adjourned the House without Question put. 


Adjourned accordingly at five minutes after Twelve 
of the clock, till Thursday, 6th June. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS: THURSDAY, 6TH JUNE, 1901. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 
Bath Gas Light and Coke Bill [Lords].—Read the third time, 


and passed, without amendment 1209 
Dublin “cane (Markets, etc.) Bill.Read the third time, and 
passed ze e = me es me si in de> F209 
Royal Exchange Assurance Bill Panty; Read the third time, and 
passed, without amendment. * " . i .. 1209 
Sheffield District Railway Bill [Lords]; Read the third time, and 
passed, with an Amendment - a - ws ” .». 1208 
Aldeburgh Corporation Water Bill; Bury nmmuen Bill.—As 
amended, considered ; to be read the third time .» S208 
Humber Commercial Railway and Dock Bill.—.As amended, to be con- 
: ne : i ., £209 


sidered upon Monday next. 
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London County Council (Tramways and Street Widenings, 
Bill; Metropolitan Railway Bill_—As amended, considered ; to be read 
the third time " as ae a ae a * i .. 1209 


Shireoaks, Laughton, and Maltby Railway Bill—-As amended, 


considered ; Amendments made ; Bill to be read the third time .. .. 1209 


Barry Railway Bill; Bideford and Clovelly Railway (Abandonment) 
Bill [Lords] ; Biggleswade Water Board Bill ; Cowes Ferry Bill { Lords ].— 
Read a second time, and committed... 5 ay i. YY .. 1209 


Manchester Corporation Bill [Lords]; Mersey Docks and Harbour 
Board Bill [Lords]: Mersey Docks and Harbour Board (Canada Dock 
Works, ete.) Bill wining |; Otley Gas Bill [Lords}; Read a second time. 
and committed ; ° ee Ss Ms os ¥ .. 1210 


Metropolitan District Railway Bill.—Petition for additional Provision : 
reterred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills — . -. 136 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 2) Bill: Electric Light 
ing Provisional Orders (No. 4) Bill : Electric Lighting Provisional Orders 
(No. 5) Bill.—-Read the third time, and passed .. ; oa .. 1210 


Local Government (Ireland) Provisional Orders (No. 2) Bill. 
Third Reading deferred till to-morrow... , i. , .. L219 


Metropolitan Common Scheme ( weet ) Provisional Order Bill. 


Read the third time, and passed .. 1210 
North British and Mercantile Insurance “ ed s Order Confirma 
tion Bill.—Read the third time, and passed 1210 
PETITIONS. 


CoaL Mines (EmMpLoyMent) BiLi.—Petitions in favour, from Shireoaks ; 
Bradford ; Sutton Heath; Sherdley: and Havannah and Southport : 


tolieuponthe Table .. s ae a ee ere : oe jy L2 
ELEMENTARY Epucation (HIGHER GRADE AND EVENING CONTINUATION SCHOOLS). 

—Petitions for alteration of Law, from Southampton ; Tottenham : and 

Bristol ; to lie upon the Table .. i nts Se . .. 1210 


HovusinG oF WorKING CLASSES (REPAYMENT OF LOANS) Biit.—Petitions in 
favour, from Richmond (Surrey): and Scarborough ; to lie upon the 


Table é ba i a : i = a 7 3s =~ 1218 
Liquor Trarric Loca Veto (ScoTLAND) Biti.—Petition from Greenock. 

in favour ; to lie upon the Table .. A = e s -. baa 
LocaL AUTHORITIES OFFICERS’ SUPERANNUATION BILL.—Petition from Charlton 

Kings, in favour ; tolieuponthe Table .. os 5% is 8 ». 12 


MARRIAGE WITH A DECEASED Wire's Sister Bi.t.—Petition from Ewelme. 
against ; to lie upon the Table .. - = fe se i eee 


Mines (E1cut Hours) Brit_.—Petitions in favour, from Shireoaks ; Bradford : 
Sutton Heath ; Sherdley ; Havannah and Southport ; Quarry Bank ; 
Netherton ; Old Hill ; and Pearson’s Colliery ; to lie upon the Table .. 1211 
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Sate OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS ON SUNDAY BILL.—Petitions in favour, from 
Oldham ; Maidstone ; Gloucester ; and Battersea ; to lie upon the Table 1211 


Sate OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO CHILDREN BILL.—Petitions in favour, 
from London; Oldham (two); Warminster; Birmingham;  Ports- 
mouth ; Carlisle; Salisbury (ten); Deptford (two); Grangetown ; 
Pallion ; Bishopwearmouth ; Monkwearmouth: Plymouth; Maid- 
stone (two); West Kent ; Salford; Walthamstow: Bath ; Gloucester ; 
Chilwell ; Tamworth ; St. Austell ; Yazon ; Portsmouth (four) ; Mansel 
Lacy ; Devonport ; Caldbeck ; Shoreditch ; Romsey : Hoxton ; Chelten- 


ham: Southsea (two); Stourton; Perth; Ardleigh; Blackpool ; 
Nanteuredig ; Kingston; Ledbury: Millfield (eight); Sunderland 
(ten); and Durham ; to lie upon the Table .. oe $4 ¥ 3 ES 


SALE OF INTOXICATING Liguors TO CHILDREN (SCOTLAND) Bi_i_.—Petitions 
in favour: Dornoch ; Kiltarlity ; and Inchinnan ; to lie upon the Table 121! 


SOVEREIGN’S OATH ON ACCESSION BiLL.—Petition from Inverness, against ; 


to lie upon the Table 127] 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


PARLIAMENTARY Papers (WaitsunTIDE Recess).—The  tollowing Papers, 
presented by Command of His Majesty during the Whitsuntide Recess, 
were delivered to the Librarian of the House of Commons during the 
Recess, pursuant to the Standing Order of the 14th August, 1896 :— 

1. Trade Reports (Annual Series).—Copies of Diplomatic and Consular 
teports, Nos. 2609 to 2615. 

2. Trade Reports (Miscellaneous Series).—Copy ot Diplomatic and Con- 
sular Reports, No. 552. 

3. Suez Canal (Commercial, No. 2, 1901).—Copy ot Returns of Shipping 
and Tonnage, 1898, 1899, and 1900 (in continuation of ‘ Commer- 
cial, No. 1, 1900”). 

!. Workmen's Locomotion (Facilities) (Commercial, No. 3, 1901).— 
Copy of Reports from His Majesty’s Representatives Abroad on 
Special Facilities for Locomotion of Workmen in Belgium, France, 
and Germany. 

5. Afriea (No. 4, 1901).—Copy of Correspondence respecting Slavery 
and the Slave Trade in East Africa and the Islands of Zanzibar 
and Pemba (in continuation of Africa, No. 3, 1900). 

6. Gibraltar.—Copy of Report on Recent Improvements at Gibraltar 
in respect of Sanitary and other Matters. 

7. Public Records.—Copy of Sixty-second Annual Report of the Deputy 
Keeper. 


Ordered, That the said Papers do lie upon the Table .. sf Sd sin LEZ 
I ] 


EpUCATION (SCOTLAND) (TRAINING COLLEGES).—Copy presented, of Reports 
and Papers relating to the Training Colleges of Scotland for the year 
1900 [by Command]; to lie upon the Table .. s - és .. 12912 


Local. GOVERNMENT (SCOTLAND).—Copy presented, of Return of the Popu- 
lation and Valuation of Counties, Burghs, and Parishes in Scotland 
[by Command]; to lie upon the Table .. m2 + vi ig <1 
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GLASGOW (EXPENDITURE ON VACCINATION).—Return presented, relative 
thereto [ordered 10th May : Mr. Thomas Bayley]; to lie upon the Table 1213 


Irish LAND Comission (RULES).—Copy presented, of Rules made by the 
frish Land Commission under the Land Purchase Acts, dated the 17th 
May, 1901 [by Command]: to lie upon the Table .. m ws -- 1213 


ARRESTS FOR DRUNKENNESS (IRELAND).—Return presented, relative thereto 
[ordered 16th May; Mr. William oe to lie upon the Table. 
and to be printed. [No. 193.] — .. se sa “ ¥s -» 1213 


Ariens.—Return presented. relative thereto [Address, 23rd April; Mr. 
Jesse Collings| to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 194.] .. 1213 


BoarpD OF EpucaTION (GENERAL ReEports).—Copy presented, of General 
teport for the year 1900 by the Chief Inspector of the Welsh Division 
[by Command] ; to lie upon the Table .. . “ n = .. 1213 


ENDOWED SCHOOLS ACT, 1869, AND AMENDING ACTS.—Copy presented, of Scheme 
for the Management of the Grammar School of King Edward VI. and 
other Endowments in the borough of Stratford-on-Avon, in the county 
of Warwick [by Act] ; to lie upon the Table. and to be printed. [No. 195.] 1213 


30TANICAL WorK CoMMITTEE.—Return presented, relative thereto [ordered 
24th May ; Sir Michael Foster]: to lie upon the Table .. ‘2 .. 1213 


Loxpon County Councit.—Copy presented. of Returns relating to the 
Council up to 31st March, 1901, with Estimate of Expenditure for the 
year ending 31st March. 1902 [by Act]: to lie upon the Table. and to 
be printed. [No. 196.] .. Es ze * i e ‘5 .. 1213 


SUPERANNUATION ACT, 1894 :— 

Copy presented, of Treasury Minute, dated 22nd May, 1901, declaring 
that Henry Richards. Rural Messenger, Post Office Department. 
was appointed without a Civil Service certificate through inadver- 
tence on the part of the Head of his Department [by Act] ; to lie 
upon the Table. 

Copy presented, of Treasury Minute, dated 22nd May, 1901, declaring 
that Henry Lathen, Rural Postman, Hertford Post Office Depart- 
ment, was appointed without a Civil Service certificate through 
inadvertence on the part of the Head of his De — nt [by Act] ; 
to lie upon the Table .. i st i .. 1213 


SINKING FuNpDs.—Account presented. of the Commissioners for the Reduc- 
tion of the National Debt. showing the amount received and applied 
in the year ended 31st March, 1901, in respect to the Old and New 
Sinking Funds [by Act]; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 
3 ee ae ma = s a Ss ei .. 1214 


NATIONAL SCHOOL TEACHERS’ (IRELAND) PeNstIon FuNp.—Annual Accounts 
presented, of Receipts and Payments for the period to 31st December, 
1900 [by Act]; to lie upon the Table... es eg “ be .. 1214 


ELEMENTARY SCHOOL TEACHERS (SUPERANNUATION) RULES (ISLE oF MAN).— 
Copy presented, of Draft Rules made under the Elementary School 
Teachers (Superannuation) Act, 1898, as extended by the aay a 
School ‘Teachers ‘rue _ of Man) Act, 1900 [by hs 
lieuponthe Table — .. as . , . 1214 
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Paper LAID UPON THE TABLE BY THE CLERK OF THE Hovuse.—Union of Bene- 
fices Act (Saint Mary at Hill with Saint Andrew Hubbard, and Saint 
George, Botolph Lane, with Saint Botolph, Billingsgate).—Copy of 
Scheme for effecting an union of the Benefices of St. Mary at Hill with 

Saint Andrew Hubbard, and Saint George, —— Lane, with Saint 
Botolph, Billingsgate [by Act] 4 ie af 


QUESTIONS. 


ReseRVE LANCERS—CANTEEN FUND.—Question, Captain Norton (Newington, 
W.); Answer, The Secretary of State for War (Mr. Brodrick. Surrey, 
Guildford) Ds ox 


DENOMINATION SCHOOL SUBSCRIPTIONS.—Question, Mr. Herbert Lewis (Flint 
Boroughs) ; Answer, The Financial Secretary to the Treasury (Mr. Austen 
Chamberlain, Worcestershire, E.) ta , 


DESIGN OF NEW PosTaAGE StTamps.—Questions, Dr. Farquharson (Aberdeen- 
shire, W.) and Mr. Ellis Griffith (Anglesea): Answers, Mr. Austen 
Chamberlain 


Mount PLEASANT SortinG OFFICE—MepIcAL ARRANGEMENTS.—Question, 
Captain Norton ; Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain .. 


Ross-SHIRE PostaL FAaciLities.—Question, Mr. Weir (Ross and Cromarty) ; 
Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain 


TEACHING OF IRISH IN IRISH COLLEGES.—Question, Mr. John Redmond (Water- 
ford) ; Answer, The Chief Secretary for Ireland (Mr. Wyndham, Dover) 


BUSINESS OF THE House.—Questions, Mr. Vaughan Davies (Cardiganshire), Mr. 
John Redmond, Mr. John Ellis (Nottinghamshire, Rus sheliffe ), Mr. James 
Lowther (Kent, Thanet), Mr. Chaplin (Lincolnshire, Sleaford), Mr. ( Giinen 
Bowles (Lynn Regis), and Mr. E. J. C. Morton (Devonport) : Answers, 
The First Lord of the Treasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, Manchester, E.) 


New MemBer MADE THE AFFIRMATION ReQuireD BY Law.—Joseph Albert 
Pease, esquire, for the County of Essex (Northern or Saffron Walden 
Division) 

New MemBer Sworn.—George Ralph Charles Ormsby-Gore, esquire, com- 
monly called the Honourable George Ralph Charles Ormsby-Gore, for 
the County of Salop (Western or Oswestry Division) 


Prisons (Scotland) Bill {Lords].—Read the first time ; to be read a second 
time upon Monday next, and to be printed. [Bill 206.] ; 


Pustic ACCOUNTS COMMITTEE.—Ordered, That a Message be sent to the Lords 
to request that their Lordships will be pleased to give leave to the Viscount 
Esher to attend to be examined as a witness before the Committee of 
Public Accounts.—(Sir Arthur Hayter.) .. 


SUPPLY—[Etcutu ALLoTTep Day|.—Considered in Committee :— 
[Mr. J. W. Lowruer (Cumberland, Penrith) in the Chair. | 


Army Estimates, 1901-2 
1. Motion made, and Question proposed, ‘* That a sum, not exceeding 
£15,977,000, be granted to His Majesty, to defray the Charge for Trans- 
port and Remounts, which will come in course of payment during the 
year ending on the 31st day of March, 1902.” 
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Motion made, and Question proposed— 
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and Question proposed— 


“That Item D (Purchase of Remounts) be reduced by £100."- 
(Mr. Fuller.) 


Sir J. Blundell Maple 
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Sir Savile Crossley (Halifax) . i ‘x oS - - 1267 
Mr. Batty Langley (Sheffield, Altercliffe) ae “3 os . 1268 
Question put. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 78; Noes, 154. (Division List No. 215.) 
Original Question again proposed. 
Captain Norton .. - ei ‘a $s ‘ ot ° 1269 
Mr. Lloyd-George (Carnarvon Boroughs) 1274 
Lord Stanley re - 1274 
Mr. Charles Hobhouse 1276 
Mr. Brodrick 1277 
Mr. Pirie .. : = - + . 1377 
Mr. Gibson Bowles - ee ox « 1278 


Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 159 ; Noes, 60. (Division List No. 216.) 


Motion made, and Question proposed, ‘* That a sum, not exceeding 
£ 545 5,000, be granted to His Majesty, to defray the Charge for the Ordnance 
Factories (the cost of the Productions of which will be charged tothe Army, 
Navy, and Indian and Colonial Governments), which w ill come in course 
of payment during the year ending on the 31st day of March, 1902.” 


Captain Norton . 

Mr. Goddard (Ipswich) : 

Mr. Weir (Ross and Cromarty) 

Mr. Courtenay Warner : 

Mr. Gibson Bowles 

Mr. Brodrick .. 

Sir H. Campbell- Bannerman (Stirling Burghs) 
Mr. Dillon ‘ 


Motion made, and Question put— 


“That Item A (Establishments) be reduced by £800, in respect of 
the Salary of the Chief Superintendent of Ordnance Factories .—(Mr. 


Dillon.) 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 83 ; Noes, 169. (Division List No. 217.) 
Original Question again proposed. 

Mr. Dillon 
Captain Norton .. 
Mr. Lloyd-George 


Mr. Goddard 
The President of the Board of “Agriculture (Mr. Hanbury, Preston) 


Mr. Brodrick .. 
Mr. Stuart Wortley (Sheffield, Hallam) 
Mr. Taylor (Lancashire, Radcliffe) 
Motion made, and Question proposed— 
“That Item A (Establishments) be reduced by £350, in respect of 
the salary of a supplementary clerk.” —(.WUr. Nannetti.) 
Motion, by leave, withdrawn. 
Original Question again proposed. 
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Mr. Kearley (Devonport) , 1290 
The.Secretary of State ai the Home Department - Mr. Ritchie, Croydon) 1291 
Captain Norton ‘ . 1293 
Mr. E. J. C. Morton .. — oe re x a * .. 1294 
Mr. Corrie Grant = ae ss vs a ea - -. 1295 
Mr. Taylor a se $s ice wa “ me ns .. 1296 


Motion made, and Question put— 

“That item A’ (Establishments) be reduced by £425 in respect of 

the Salaries of Chaplains.” —(Mr. Taylor.) 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 79 ; Noes, 173. (Division List No. 218.) 
Original Question put. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 203 ; Noes, 52. (Division List No. 219.) 
Resolutions to be reported To-morrow ; Committee to sit again To- 
morrow. 


SUPPLY [24TH May]—Resolution reported :— 


ARMY ESTIMATES, 1901-2. 


“That a sum not exceeding £3,281,000 be granted to His Majesty, to 
defray the Charge for the Staff for Engineer Services, and Expenditure for 
Royal Engineer Works, Buildings, and Repairs, at Home and Abroad 
(including Purchases), which will come in course of payment,during the 
year ending the 31st day of March, 1902.” 


Resolution read a second time. 


Motion made, and Question proposed— 
“That this House doth agree with the Committee in the said reso- 


lution.” _ 
Mr. Strachey (Somersetshire, 8.) .. - - sik -- 1301 
Sir Howard Vincent (Sheffield Central) os “ wie -- 1302 
Mr. Courtenay Warner - ‘5 i de és .. 1302 
Mr. Tomlinson (Preston) - ee ve - ‘a ae .. 1303 
Mr. Brodrick oe os .- - o. oe o- e- .- 1303 


Question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 175 ; Noes, 37. (Division List No. 220.) 


Outdoor Relief (Friendly Societies) Bill.—Considered in Committee. 
{Mr. GRANT Lawson (Yorkshire, N.R., Thirsk) in the Chair. 
Clause 1 :— 


Amendment proposed— 

‘In page 1, line 9, to leave out from the word ‘ be’ to the end of sub- 
elause (1), and insert the words ‘ extende d to all persons receiving money 
from any source,’ instead thereof.” —(Mr. Banbury.) 

Question proposed, * That the words proposed to be left out stand part of 
the clause.” 


Mr. Strachey... es - - % ~ - - -- 1306 





June 


( 
Core 
SUBM 

i 


pt 
S 
fie 
{L 
St 
(L 
Pe 
Sc 
Wi 
Pc 
[L 
Fa 
tic 


[L 


PROVIS 
WI 
mi 
Bil 
are 
Pr 
Go 


TABLE OF CONTENTS. xcix 


Page June 6.) Page 
290 Motion made, and Question— 

a “That the Chairman do report Progress ; and ask leave to sit 

994 again” (Mr. Banbury), put, and agreed to. 

ees Committee report Progress ; to sit again upon Wednesday next. 


Coroners’ Inquests (Railway Fatalities) Bill—-Order for resuming 
Adjourned Debate on Second en [lst May] nen and sbeaieiina tis 
Bill withdrawn is . . 1306 
SUBMARINE TELEGRAPH CONTRACT sdiaiine AND WELHAI-WEI) :— 
Motion made, and Question proposed— 
“That the Agreement made the 23rd day of April, 1901, between 
His Majesty's Government and the Eastern Extension, Australasia 
and China Telegraph Company, Limited, for the provision and working 
of a Submarine Cable between Chefoo and Wei-hai-Wei be approved.— 
(Mr. Austen Chamberlain.) 


Sir Charles Dilke (Gloucestershire, Forest of Dean) 3 . 1307 
The Financial Secretary to the aida ia Austen Chamberlain, 
Worcestershire, EB.) .. Re ms a 0 sa .- 1308 


‘Juestion put, and agreed to. 


Adjourned at twenty-eight minutes before One of the clock. 





HOUSE OF COMMONS: FRIDAY, 7tH JUNE, 1901. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 

Private Bitis [LORDS] (STANDING ORDERS NOT ‘PREVIOUSLY INQUIRED INTO 
COMPLIED WITH).—Mr. Speaker laid upon the Table Report from one of 
the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the case of the follow- 
ing Bills, originating in the Lords, and referred on the First Reading 


[301 thereof, the Standing Orders not previously inquired into, and which 
1302 are applicable thereto, have been complied with, viz. :—Chester Cor- 
| 302 poration Tramways Bill [Lords]; Portmadoc, Beddgelert, and South 
[303 Snowdon Railway Bill [Lords] ; South Essex Water Bill [Lords] ; Chester- 
1303 field Improvement Bill [Lords]; Lynton and Barnstaple Railway Bill 


{Lords]; Birmingham (City) Tramways Bill [Lords]; Broadstairs and 
St. Peter’s Water and Improvement Bill [Lords]; Christ’s Hospital 
(London) Bill [Lords] ; St. Bartholomew’s Hospital Bill [Lords] ; Rodgers’ 
Patent Bill [Lords]; Tyneside Tramways and Tramroads Bill [Lords] ; 
South Lancashire Tramways Bill [Lords]; Wigan Corporation Tram- 
ways, &e., Bill [Lords] ; Leeds Corporation (General Powers) Bill [Lords] ; 
Poulton-le-Fylde Gas Bill [Lords]; Southport Water (Transter) Bill 
[Lords]; London, Brighton, and South Coast Railway Bill [Lords] ; 
Faversham Water Bill [Lords] ; South Western and Isle of Wight Junc- 
tion Railway Bill [Lords]; Handsworth Urban District Council Bill 
[Lords].—Ordered, That the Bills be read a second time... os .. 1309 


PROVISIONAL ORDER BILLS (STANDING ORDERS APPLICABLE THERETO COMPLIED 
WITH).—Mr. ‘Speaker laid upon the Table Report from one of the Exa- 
miners of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the case of the following 
Bills, referred on the First Reading thereof, the Standing Orders which 
are applicable thereto have been complied with, viz. :—Local Government 
Provisional Orders (Housing of Working Classes) (No. 2) Bill; Local 

1306 Government Provisional Orders (No. 7) Bill ; Local Government Provi- 
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sional Orders (No. 9) Bill : Local Government Provisional Order (No. 11) 

Bill ; Local Government (Lreland) Provisional Orders (No. 5) Bill ; Local 

Government (Ireland) Provisional Orders (Housing of the Working 

Classes) Bill; Local Government (Ireland) Provisional Order (Housing 

of Working Classes (No. 2) Bill ; Local Government (Ireland) Provisional 

Orders (No. 4) Bill.—Ordered, That the Bills be read a second time upon 

Monday next Si us Ke s ; ; .. 1310 
PROVISIONAL ORDER BILLS (NO STANDING ORDERS APPLICABLE).—Mr. Speaker 

laid upon the Table Report from one of the Examiners of Petitions for 

Private Bills, That, in the case of the following Bills. referred on the 

First Reading thereof. no Standing Orders are applicable, viz. :—Local 

Government Provisional Orders (No. &) Bill: Local Government Pro- 

visional Orders (No. 12) Bill; Local Government Provisional Orders 

(No. 10) Bill: Loeal Government Provisional Order (Port) Bill ; Local 

Government (Ireland) Provisional Order (No. 3) Bill: Naval Works 

Provisional Order Bill.—Ordered, That the Bills be read a second time 

upon Monday next... és ss iis ie ee ¥. se .. 1310 


Alfreton Gas Bill ee the third time, and passed, with 
Aniendments .. - ck ne a = _ ” .- 1310 


Cambrian Railways Bill.—Read the third time and passed. [New Title] 1311 


Clyde Valley Electrical Power Bi!l.—\King’s consent signified ; Read 
the third time, and passed... ’ : .. 131 


Mond Gas Bill.—Read the third time, and passed __... ie v ... 1311 


Omagh Gas Bill [Lords].—Read the third time, and passed, with 
Amendments .. - me sis “ es “ ~ ey .. 1311 


Torrington and reese mitted Bill.—Read the third time, 


and passed ea pe . ‘y .. 1311 


Blackpool Improvement Bill; Bradford Corporation Bill.—As amended, 
considered ; to be read the third time... A us = - ; dot 


West Cumberland Electric eapeatiiaalii Bill.— As amended, considered ; 
to be read the third time... ob ‘ ie ss VOU 


Loch Leven Water Power Bill.—Read a second time and committed 1511 


Local Government (Ireland) Provisional Order (No. 2) Bill.— 


Read the third time, and passed .. - se a a Re _. 1311 
Blackburn Corporation Bill.—Reported, with Amendments; Report to 
lie upon the Table, and to be printed... es ‘ ri ve 0 
PETITIONN. 


AGRICULTURAL Rates Act, 1896.—Petition from Lesmahagow, against re- 
enactment ; to lie upon the Table wv bi e% ‘ie Gs ~« 500 


Beer Bitt.—Petition from Tunbridge Wells, in favour ; to lie upon the Table 1311 


Boroucn Funps Act (1872) AMENDMENT (LonpoN) BILL.—Petition from 
Hackney, in favour ; to lie upon the Table ee 


_ 
— 


51] 








Jur 


CH 


Co: 


Ept 


ELE 


Hot 


LAN 


MIN 


OFF! 


REG! 


SALE 


SALE 


eS ae nd a 


v2 
i 
7] 
es o> tO me ee 


SOVER 
li 


CorPc 
AY 


L 





age 


10 


10 


10 


1] 


11 





TABLE OF CONTENTS. 
June 7.) 


CuurcH DisciPLine.—Petition from Heighington, for alteration of Law ; to lie 
upon the Table we ‘ 


CoAL MINEs (EMPLOYMENT) BILL.—Petitions in favour, from Wakefield ; and 
Wet Earth Colliery ; to lie upon the Table .. “8 th ‘ ; 


EpucATION (YOUNG CHILDREN ScHOOL ATTENDANCE) (SCOTLAND) BILL.— 
Petitions in favour, from Dundee ; and Glasgow ; to lie upon the Table .. 


ELEMENTARY EpucaTion (HIGHER GRADE AND EVENING CONTINUATION 
SCHOOLS).—Petitions for alteration of Law, from Association of School 
Boards (England and Wales) ; and Bradford ; to lie upon the Table .. 


HousiInG OF WorKING CLASSES (REPAYMENT OF LOANS) BiLL.—Petitions in 
favour, from Aberystwith ; and Woolwich ; to lie upon the Table 


LAND RatiING (ENGLAND AND WALES) BiLL.—Petition from Battersea, in 
favour ; to lie upon the Table... re - 6s " “a 


Mines (Eicut Hours) Bi.i.—Petitions in favour, from Wet Earth Colliery ; 
and Wakefield ; to lie upon the Table .. es 2 ia mm ‘i 


OFFICERS OF THE INDIAN STAFF Corps.—Petitions for redress of grievances, 
from M. E. O'Donoghue: H. V. Firth: F. F. Hunter; St. George L. 
Steele; F. J. Moberley ; J. Talbot ; and L. D. Watling ; to lie upon the 
Table ' si a YF i 2 

REGISTRATION OF CLUBS BILL.—Petition from Battersea, in favour ; to lie upon 
the Table .. oe “ “a we é ‘ 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS ON SUNDAY BILL.—Petitions in favour, from 
Long Sutton; Mawgaw; Wilsford (two); Sleaford; Formby; and 
Peterborough (two) ; to lie upon the Table 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO CHILDREN BiLL.—Petitions against, from 
Leeds ; Leicester ; and Ilkeston (two); to lie upon the Table. Petitions 
in favour, from Lincoln; Normanton; Hayling Island; Swinton ; 
Shrewsbury ; Long Sutton; Charlton Adam; Salisbury (five); New 
Romney ; Marden; Hamstreet ; Heckmondwike ; Manchester; Brier- 
ley Hill: Great Malvern; Hastings; Mansfield; Lydd; Thornaby ; 
Heckmondwike (four); Chorley (four); Wakefield (two); Droitwich 
(two); Rochester (fourteen); Strood (five): Liskeard (five); Borstal 
(two) ; Norristhorpe ; Dunlop ; Liversedge ; Harrow Green ; Lampeter ; 
Lyminge ; Pendlebury ; Tyldesley ; Nottingham ; Peterborough (two) ; 
Wilton ; Farnworth (two); Donhead St. Andrews; Bowerchalke ; 
Bodenham ; Houghton-le-Spring ; Long Eaton ; Southport; Cornsay 
Colly ; Preston; Newton-le-Willows ; Erdington ; Ashton-in-Maker- 
field ; and Hapton ; to lie upon the Table 4 .. i a is ib 

Sae oF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO CHILDREN (SCOTLAND) Biti.—Petitions in 
favour, from Wishaw; St. Mungo: Dalton; Elgin: Tyrie; and New 
Byth ; to lie upon the Table - 

SOVEREIGN’S OATH ON ACCESSION BILL.—Petition from Hackney, against ; to 
lie upon the Table... - - is vr as - - ot 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETUC. 


CorPORAL PUNISHMENT.—Return presented, relative thereto [Address 16th 
May ; Vr. Lloyd Morgan]; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 197] — ia ee Se oe oe ac ae oe <S 
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Souta Arrica.—Copy presented, of Report of the Transvaal Concessions Com- 
mission, dated the 19th April, 1901 [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table. 
Copy presented, of Report of the Land Settlement Commission, South 
Africa, dated the 28th November, 1900 [by Command]; to lie upon the 
Table. Copy: presented of Report by Sir David Barbour, K.C.S.1.. 
K.C.M.G., on the Finances of the Transvaal and the Orange River Colony, 
dated 29th March, 1901 [by Command}; to lie upon the Table... -, 1318 


Army (MILITARY SavincGs Banks).—Copy presented, of Statement of the 
Amounts due by the Public to Depositors on 31st March, 1899, and of the 
Receipts, Interest, and Disbursements during the year ended 31st March. 
1900, ete. [by Act] ; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 198].. 1314 


TRADE Reports (ANNUAL SERIES). — Copies presented, of Diplomatic and 
Consular Reports, Annual Series, Nos. 2614 to 2620 [by Command]: to 
lie upon the Table... % ss a - “ ‘8 = .. 1314 


TRADE Reports (MISCELLANEOUS SERIES).—Copies presented, of Diplomatic and 
Consular Reports, Miscellaneous Series, Nos. 553 and 554 [by Command] ; 
to lie upon the Table me _ Se a ‘ee * a -. 1314 


SUPREME Court OF JUDICATURE (LRELAND).—Copy ordered, ** of Account of the 
Receipts and Payments of the Accountant General of the Supreme Court 
of Judicature in Ireland, in respect of the Funds of Suitors in the said 
Court, including therein Funds to the credit of Lunacy Accounts in the 
year to the 30th day of September, 1900, together with a Statement of 
Liabilities and Assets, and Particulars of Securities in Court on the 30th 
day of September, 1900.°—(Mr. Austen Chamberlain) — .. * .. 1314 


QUESTIONS. 


Sout ArFricAN War—WILTSHIRE VOLUNTEER SERVICE COMPANY.——Question, 
Mr. Fuller (Wiltshire, Westbury) ; Answer, The Secretary of State for War 
Mr. Brodrick, Surrey, Guildford) “3 - “ - i .. 1314 


Boers KiLLep AND Wowunbeb.--—Question, Mr. Bryn Roberts (Carnarvon- 
shire, Eifion) ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick .. be ss ox re +) ABS 


TRIALS OF ALLEGED REBELS—EXCLUSION OF REPORTERS.——Question,, Mr. Bryn 


Roberts ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick .. 1315 
MILitary CoNvicts—CONFINEMENT IN CIvIL Prisons.-—Questions, Mr. Lam- 

bert (Devonshire, South Molton) and Mr. Spear (Devonshire, Tavistock) ; 

Answers, Mr. Brodrick  .. ‘ie a os se ee a 5-2 S010 


War EXxpenpITURE—Soutu AFRICAN CONTRACTORS.——Questions, Mr. Labou- 
chere (Northampton) and Mr. Bryn Roberts ; Answers, Mr. Brodrick .. 1317 


CasvaLty Lists.——-Question, Mr. Patrick O’Brien (Kilkenny) ; Answer, Mr. 
Brodrick io én si bs - ‘“ “ oe ua os 1307 


Lorp KITCHENER AND THE COLONIAL OFFICE.——Question, Mr. Labouchere ; 
Answer, Mr. Brodrick pss = ee Sis ss a a .. 1317 


Peact: NEGOTIATIONS WITH GENERAL BotHa.——Questions, Mr. Labouehere. 
Mr. Patrick O’Brien, and Mr. Flavin (Kerry, N.) ; Answers, Mr. Brodrick, 
and The Secretary of State for the Colonies (Mr. Joseph Chamberlain, 
Birmingham, W.) .. - ve i es 3 - os .. 1318 


South Arrican ComMissions—Reports.-—Question, Mr. Arthur Elliot (Dur- 
ham); Answer, Mr. J. Chamberlain .. mt ‘x is a e» 1319 
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DEMURRAGE ON HIRED TRANSPORTS.——Questions, Mr. Herbert Lewis (Flint 
Boroughs) and Mr. D. A. Thomas (Merthyr Tydvil) ; Answers, Mr. Brodrick 1319 


VLAKFONTEIN ENGAGEMENT—FALSE STATEMENTS FROM THE FRONT.——Ques- 
tions, Mr. Arthur Lee (Hampshire, Fareham), Mr. Edmund Robertson 
(Dundee), Mr. Bryn Roberts, Mr. Dillon oe 0, eh and Mr. Labouchere ; 


Answers, Mr. Brodrick .. a Es SS -- 13290 
MILITARY DISTURBANCE AT SHORNCLIFFE.——Question, Mr. Patrick O’Brien ; 

Answer, Mr. Brodrick .. its oe - ae ee a .« E32t 
PURCHASE OF FIELD GUNs IN GERMANY.——Question, Mr. E. J. C. Morton (Devon- 

port) ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick WG ag i) a are i .» L3Zt 
INDIAN STATE Forests ReEVENUE.——Question, Mr. Herbert Lewis; Answer, 

The Secretary of State for India (Lord George Hamilton, Middlesex, 

Ealing) ac od ‘ Me o és re is .. 1322 
AsIATIC LABOUR IN QUEENSLAND.——Question, Mr. Patrick O’Brien ; Answer, 

Mr. J. Chamberlain 1322 
INSTRUCTIONS TO SCHOOL INSPECTORS.——Question, Mr. Yoxall (Nottingham, 
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Cambridge University) ts x fs a6 cc es ~« L382 
POTTERIES ARBITRATION.——Question, Sir Charles Dilke (Gloucestershire, Forest 
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WoRKMEN’S COMPENSATION AcT.——Question, Mr. Schwann (Manchester, N.) ; 

Answer, Mr. Ritchie - - x is . ‘i es .. 1324 
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Simeon (Southampton): Answer, The President of the Board of Agri- 

culture (Mr. Hanbury, Preston) .. r ss - “ a .. 1325 
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Answer, Mr. Hanbury - “ - “s ‘ia ‘i v3 .. 1326 


CHEQUE BANK LIQUIDATION.-—Question, Mr. Cohen (Islington, E.); Answer. 
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Answer, The Chief Secretary for Ireland (Mr. Wyndham, Dover) .. .. 1329 


ConGEsTeD Districts—CoNNAUGHT.-—-Question, Dr. Ambrose (Mayo, W.) : 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham... ‘i + $8 ‘ sis “9 .. 1330 








civ TABLE OF CONTENTS. 
June 7.} 
PostaL Faciiities aT Firies.-—Question, Mr. Murphy ; Answer, Mr. Austen 
Chamberlain oe ae ie BS 
Irish University Epvucation.——-Question, Mr. Patrick O’Brien ; Answer, 
The First Lord of the Treasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, Manchester, E.) 


War OFFICE ORGANISATION—COMMITTEE’S REPoRT.——-Question, Mr. Arthur 
Lee ; Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour 


ANSWERS TO QUESTIONS—PLACING IN LiIBRARY—ENXPEDITING ‘‘ HANSARD” 
Report.——Questions, Mr. Herbert Lewis, Mr. Schwann, and Mr. Corrie 
Grant (Warwickshire, Rugby); Answers, Mr. A. J. Balfour 


GIBRALTAR WorKS COMMITTEE.——Questions, Mr. M*Kenna (Monmouthshire, 
N.), Mr. John Redmond (Waterford), and Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn 
Regis) ; Answers, Mr. A. J. Balfour ro * Se ; 


BUSINESS OF THE Hovusr.——(Question, Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman (Stirling 


Page 


1330 
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Burghs) ; Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour 1354 
Leave or ABsENCcE.—-To Mr. Bignold for a fortnight, on account of dcmestic 
affliction.—-(Sir William Walrond.) 
SUPPLY [91TH AtLorred Day.]—Considered in Committee. 
[Mr. J. W. Lowruer (Cumberland, Penrith) in the Chair. | 
REVENUE DEPARTMENTS ESTIMATES, 1901-2 
1. Motion made, and Question proposed, * That a sum, not exceeding 
£1,221,713, be granted to His Majesty to complete the sum necessary to 
defray the Charge which will come in course of payment during the year 
ending on the 31st day of March, 1902, for the Salaries and Expenses of the 
Inland Revenue Department.” 
Mr. Herbert Lewis (Flint Boroughs) a a ee 1339 
Motion made, and Question proposed—- 
“ That Item A (Salaries) be reduced by £100.”--(.Wr. Herbert Lewis.) 
Discussion :— 
Mr. Corrie Grant (Warwickshire, Rugby) we o we . 1336 
Captain Norton (Newington, W.) . ; bs . 1337 
Mr. Spear (Devonshire, Tavistock) . 1338 
Mr. Power (Waterford, E.) . 1338 
Mr. Lough (Islington, W.) : ‘ . 1339 
Mr. Lloyd- George (Carnarvon Boroughs) ; “3 ce i «~ ROOD 
The Financial Secretary to the Treasury (Mr. Austen Chamberlain, 
Worcestershire, E.) .. zy one - a . 1340 
Sir Joseph Leese (Lancashire, Accrington) . 1548 
Mr. Thomas Shaw (Hawick Burghs) . 1344 
Mr. Brigg (Yorkshire, W.R., Keighley) 1344 
Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn Regis) 1345 
Mr. Dillon (Mayo, EF.) ie 1349 
Mr. Lough . ee 1546 
Mr. Austen Chamb.. iin 1346 


Motion, by leave, withdrawn. 


Original Question again proposed. 
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Mr. Whitley (Halifax) , 
Mr. Renshaw (Renfrewshire, W. ) 
Mr. Caldwell (Lanarkshire, Mid) 


Motion made, and Question proposed— 
“That Item A (Salaries) be reduced by £100.”°—(Mr. Caldwell.) 


Discussion :— 


Mr. Austen Chamberlain 

Mr. Thomas Shaw 

Mr. Weir (Ross and Cromarty) nis a 
Sir Walter Foster (Derbyshire, — - 
Sir John Leng (Dundee) , ns 


Question put. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 113 ; Noes, 165. (Division List No. 221.) 
Original Question put, and agreed to. 


2. Motion made, and Question proposed, “* That a sum, not exceeding 
£5,528,810, be granted to His Majesty, to complete the sum necessary to 
defray the Charge which will come in course of payment during the year 
ending on the 31st day of March, 1902, for the Salaries and Expenses of 
the Post Office Services, and Expenses of Post Office Savings Banks, and 
Government Annuities and Insurances, and the Collection of the Post 
Office Revenue.” 


Mr. Bryce (Aberdeen, S.) . wa oe 
Sir Mark Stewart (Kirkeudbrights shire) 


Motion made, and Question proposed— 
‘That Item A (Salaries) be reduced by £100, in respect of the 
Salary of the Postmaster General.” —(Sir Mark Stewart.) 


Discussion :— 
Mr. E. J. C. Morton (Devonport) 
Mr. Austen Chamberlain .. 
Mr. Thomas Bayley (Derbyshire, Chester field) 
Mr. John Dewar (Inverness-shire) .. 
Mr. Catheart Wason stones and Shetland) 
Mr. Schwann (Manchester, N.) = a 
Mr. James Hope (Sheffield, Brightside) 
Mr. Bell (Derby) : 
Mr. Hay (Shoreditch, Hoxton) 
Sir Walter Foster a 
Mr. Austen Chamberlain 
Mr. William Allan (Gateshead) 
Mr. J. Wilson (Glasgow, St. Rollox) 
Mr. Colville (Lanarkshire, N.E.) 
Mr. Charles Wilson (Hull, W.) .. ” 4 i sh 
Mr. David Morgan (Essex, Walthamstow)  .. -" ws 
Major Kenneth Balfour (Christchurch) 
The First Lord of the Treasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, Mandintus, E. ) 
Mr. John Burns (Battersea) .. as oo = on os 
Mr. Stuart Wortley — Hallam) s oe me ‘a oe 


Mr. Weir .. : ate ae os ae ial 


Mr. Austen Chamberlai 1% ae 
Mr. Flynn (Cork, N.) 
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Mr. Moon (St. Pancras, N.) .. a5 ss af oe «+ L394 Or 
Mr. Nannetti (Dublin, College (Green) ‘i a i dic .. 1394 
Mr. Banbury (Camberwell, Peckham) .. is is "7 .. 1395 It 
Mr. Schwann rose in his place, and claimed to move, “ That the Question M. 
be now put.” 
Question, “ That the Question be now put,”’ put, and agreed to. Qu 
Question put accordingly, ‘‘ That Item A (Salaries) be reduced by £100, Th 
in respect of the Salary of the Postmaster General.” Q 
U 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 103 ; Noes, 148. (Division List No. 222.) " 
- 2 
Mr. A. J. Balfour rose in his place, and claimed to move, ‘‘ That the nm 
Original Question be now put.” Th 
Original Question put accordingly. Re 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 168 ; Noes, 93. (Division List No. 223.) 
: ; , SUPPL 
3. Motion made, and Question proposed, “‘ That a sum, not exceeding 
£571,085, be granted to His Majesty, to complete the sum necessary to 
defray the Charge which will come in course of payment during the year 
ending on the 31st day of March, 1902, for the Expenses of the Post Office to 
Packet Service.” cou 
Mr. Weir Bhd ae ene a a Cl ‘ 
. : to 
Motion made, and Question proposed— tio 
“That Item A be reduced by £100, in respect of the Contract for Go 
the Conveyance of Mails between Kyle and Stornoway.’ —(Mr. Weir.) enc 
Mr. Austen Chamberlain .. a as we cs ae .. 1404 Re 
Mr. Weir .. e 5% 5 - a <% is es .. 1405: Fir 
Question put. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 86 ; Noes, 166. (Division List No. 224.) Am 
Original Question again proposed. t 
Mr. Dillon (Mayo, EL.) ee oe oe ee . .. 1407 Qu 
Motion made, and Question proposed- 
“That Item E be reduced by £100, in respect of the Contract 
tor the Conveyance of Mails to Asia and Australia.—(Mr. Dillon.) Que 
Discussion :— The 
Mr. Henniker Heaton (Canterbury) : rm Mot 
The Attorney General (Sir Robert Finlay, Inverness ‘Burghs) .. 1413: 
Captain Norton - - oe -_ ie me - .. 1414 R 
Mr. J. Wilson .. oa is .. 1414 
Mr, Courtenay Warner "(Staff ordshire, Lichfield) mE ss .. 1415 
Mr. T. P. O'Connor (Liverpool, Scotland) ve e oe .. 1415 
Mr. Dillon - 1416 
The Secretary of State for the Home Department a Mr. Ritchi ie, Croydon 1417 
Mr: E. J. UC. Morton .. 1418 
Mr. Austen C menmertnte ib ns - es wi ¥ .. 1418 
Mr. Weir- .. -*.. wa ee be se ei es we .. 1420 
Gestion put, * Que 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 76; Noes, 153. (Division List No. 225.) The 
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Original Question again proposed. 
It being after Midnight, and objection being taken to Further Proceeding, 
the Chairman proceeded to interrupt the Business :— 


Mr. A. J. Balfour rose in his place, and claimed to move, * That the Ques- 
tion: be now put.” 


Question put, ‘‘ That the Question be now put.” 

The Committee divided :—Ayes, 150 ; Noes, 68. (Division List No. 226.) 
Question put accordingly. 

The Committee divided :—Ayes, 148 ; Noes, 68. (Division List No. 227.) 
The Chairman left the Chair to make his Report to the House. 


Resolutions to be reported upon Monday next ; Committee to sit again 
upon Monday next. 
TH JUNE}.—hesolutions reported. 
SUPPLY [6TH JuNeE].—Resoluti ported 
ARMY ESTIMATES, 1901-2 


“ That a sum, not exceeding £15,977,000, be granted to His Majesty, 
to defray the Charge for Transport and Remounts, which will come in 
course of payment during the year ending on the 31st day of March, 1902. 


2. “ That a sum, not exceeding £345,000, be granted to His Majesty, 
to defray the Charge for the Ordnance Factories (the cost of the Produc 
tions of which will be charged to the Army, Navy, and Indian and Colonial 
Governments), which will come in course of payment during the year 
ending on the 31st day of March, 1902.” 


Resolutions read a second time. 
First Resolution :— 

Mr. Pirie (Aberdeen, N.)  .. * os a +a oe .. 1497 
Amendment proposed— 


“To leave out ‘ £15,977,000,’ and insert ‘ £15,996,900,’ instead 
thereof.”—(Mr. Pirie.) 


Question proposed, “ That ‘ £15,977,000’ stand part of the Resolution.” 

The Secretary of State for War (Mr. Brodrick, Surrey, Guildford) .. 1429 
Question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 123; Noes, 60. (Division List No. 228.) 


Motion made, and Question proposed— 
1 


“That this House doth agree with the Committec in the said 
Resolution.” 


Mr. Dillon “ “a a ne “ ov es os ov 1431 
Mr. Brodrick .. - ed rs the fea és “s .. 1432 
Captain Norton «:- vi a “ i iia .. 1433 
Mr. O'Mara (Kilkenny, S) . 1433. 
The Financial Secretary to the War Office (Lord 8 Stanley y Lanea ashire, 
Westhoughton) : ‘ 1434 
Mr. Crean (Cork, 8S. E) oe ry oe va és a .. 1434 
Mr. Flavin (Kerry, N.) re si see Js s a .. 1434 


Question put, 
The House divided :—Ayes, 124; Noes, 41. (Division List No. 229.) 








eviii TABLE OF CONTENTS. 
June 7.] 
Second Resolution proposed. 
Further consideration of postponed resolution deferred till Monday next. 


Business OF THE Hovuse.—On the motion for adjournment— 
Mr, A. J. Balfour... ‘6 - ie és re ae 


Adjourned at twenty-eight minutes before Two 
of the clock till Monday next. 





HOUSE OF LORDS: MONDAY, 10TH JUNE, 1901. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


The Lord Chancellor acquainted the House that the Clerk of the Parlia- 
ments had laid upon the Table the Certificates from the Examiners 
that the Standing Orders applicable to the following Bills have been 
complied with :—Tramways Orders Confirmation (No. 3) [H.L.]; 
Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 8) [H.L.] ; Electric Lighting 
Provisional Orders (No. 9) [H.L.] ; Electric Lighting Provisional Orders 
(No. 11) [H.1.]; Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 12) [H.L.] ; 
Water Orders Confirmation (No. 2) [H.L.]; Tramways Orders Con- 
firmation (No. 1) [1.1.]; Tramways Orders Confirmation (No. 4) 
H.L. |. 

And also L Certificates that the further Standing Orders applicable 
to the following Bills have been complied with :—IIkeston and 
Heanor Water Board; Aldershot Gas and Water; Cleveland and 
Durham County Electric Power ; Bexley Tramways ; London River- 
side Fish Market. 


The same were ordered to lie on the Table... 


London County Council (General Powers) Bill; London, Tilbury, and 
Southend Railway Bill.—Examiner’s Certificates of non- compliance with 
the Standing Orders referred to the re Orders Committee on 
Monday nest ... es és bee } sa ‘ne ie 4 


Burgess Hill Water Bill; (reat Central Railway Bill.—Read 2% and 
committed ; the Committees to be proposed by the Committee of 
Selection ss ni is ee 


Hull, Barnsley, and West Riding Junction diematnted - sane Bill.— 


Read 2“, and committed 


London County Council (Spitalfields Market) Bill.—Read 2°, and 
committed ; the Committee to be proposed by the Committee of Selection 


Gateshead and District Tramways Bill—Read 3, and passed... 


London — Widening Bill—Read 3, with the saci and 
passed, and returned to the Commons se ie 


Cambrian Railways Bill ; Clyde Valley Electrical Power Bill; Dorking Gas 
Bill; Dublin Corporation (Markets, etc.) Bill; Kingston- -upon-Hull 
Corporation Bill; Mond Gas Bill ; Torrington and Okehampton Railway 
Bill. —Brought from the Commons ; read 14, and referred to the Examiners 


Bath Gas Light and Coke Bill [1.1.]; Bristol, Clifton, and West of 
England Zoological Society Bill [H.L.]; Royal Exchange . Assurance Bill 
[H.1. }.— -Returned from the Commons agreed en oie 
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Sheffield District Railway Bill [H.L.]—Returned from the Commons 


agreed to, with an Amendment; the said Amendment considered, and 
agreed to bi oe ra am sit _ one ee ... 1438 


Alfreton Gas Bill [1.1.]; Omagh Gas Bill [H.1. ne from the 
Commons agreed 2 with Amendments... a ... 1438 


Giasgow Corporation (Police) Provisional Order Confirmation Bill.— 
A Bill to confirm a Provisional Order under the Private Legislation 
Procedure (Scotland) Act, 1899, relating to Glasgow Corporation (Police) 1438 


Ayr County Buildings Provisional Order Confirmation Bill.—A Bill to 
confirm a Provisional Order under the Private Legislation Procedure 
(Scotland) Act, 1899, relating to Ayr County Buildings. 

Were presented by the Lord Balfour ; read 1“ (pursuant to the Private 
Legislation Procedure (Scotland) Act, 1899, Sections 8 and 9); and 
to be read 2“ on Thursday, the 20th instant... nels este ... 1439 


Gas Orders Confirmation Bill [H.L.]; Gas and Water Orders Confirmation 
Bill [H.L.].—Committed to a Committee of the Whole House to-morrow 1439 


Pier and Harbour Provisional Orders (No. 7 - - L. } —Committed to 
a Committee of the Whole House... re : «- 1439 


Education Board Provisional Order Confirmation (London) Bill 
Loge Edueation Board Provisional Orders Confirmation (Barnes, etc.) 

ill wie Tramways Orders Confirmation (No. 2) Bill [#.1.].—Com- 
mitted ; the Committees to be proposed by the Committee of Selection 1439 


Falkirk and District Tramways Order Confirmation Bill.—Bill read 34 
(according to Order). 


The Secretary for Se otland (Lord Balfour of Burleigh) ... Ses ... 1439 


Amendment moved — 
“In Clause 55 of Schedule, page 20, line 43, to leave out ‘for a 
distance of 30 feet or upwards.’ ”—(Lord Balfovr of Burleigh.) 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 
Bill passed, and returned to the Commons. 


Commons Regulation and Inclosure (Skipwith) Provisional Order Bill 
(No. 93); Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 2) Bill. (No. 94.) ; 
Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 3) Bill. (No. 95.); Electric 
Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 4) Bill. (No. 96.) ; Electric Lighting 
Provisional Orders (No. 5) Bill. (No. 97.) ; Local Government (Ireland) 
Provisional Orders (No. 2) Bill. (No. 98.) ; Local Government Provisional 
Order (Gas) Bill. (No. 99.) ; Metropolitan Common Scheme (Orpington) 
Provisional Order Bill. (No. 100.).—Brought from the Commons; read 
1“; to be printed ; and referred to the Examiners.. sis ois .» 1440 


North British and Mercantile Jnsurance deanna s Provisional 
Order Bili—Brought from the Commons; read 1“; to be printed ; and 
(pursuant to the Private Legislation Procedure (Sectland) Act, 1899, 
Section 7 (2) ), deemed to have been read 24, and reported from the 
Committee. (No. 101.) wi ae oe aus is vee ... 1440 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


The Lord Chancellor acquainted the House that the following Papers 
having been commanded to be presented to this House by His 
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Majesty had been so presented on the following dates by delivery to 
the Clerk of the Pertieniente, pursuant to Order of the House of the 
17th February, 1896, viz. :-— 


Turkey. No. 1 (1901).—Further correspondence respecting the affairs of 
Crete (in continuation of “ Turkey, No. 1 (1899) ” ) are ate - 1440 


DUBLIN METROPOLITAN POLICE.—Statistical Tables for the year 1900 .. 1440 


Census (ENGLAND AND WALEs) (1901).—Preliminary Report and Tables of 
the population and houses emunerated in England and Wales, and in the 
Islands in the British Seas on the 1st April, 1901. (May 23rd. Bias . 1441 


‘TRADE REPORTS :— 
I. Annual Series :—No. 2605, Spain (Canary Islands). No. 2606, Greece 
(the Ionian Islands). No. 2607, France (Dunkirk). No. 2608, 
Portugal (Mozambique). No. 2609, Argentine Republic (Rosario and 
District). No. 2610, Trade of Paraguay for the year 1900. (29th 
May.) No. 2611, Japan (Yokohama and District). (30th May.) 
No. 2612, France (Bordeaux). No. 2613 Russia (Taganrog). (4th 
June.) No. 2614, Greece (Pireus and District). No. 2615, 
Argentine Republic (Buenos Ayres). No. 2,616, Trade, Commerce, 
and Agriculture of Italy. No. 2,617, China (Shashih). (7th June.) 
No. 2,618, France (French Indo-China). No. 2,619, China (ichang). 
No. 2,620, China (Swatow). (8th June). 
II. Miscellaneous Series :—No. ‘552, France (Production of Normandy 
Cider). (27th of May) No. 553, German Iron Trade in 1899 and 
1900. No. 554, Austria- neaigesied (Sugar ett of ‘nani 7th 
June.) «. _ ove ‘ ... 1441 
Arrica, No.-4. (1901).—Correspondence respecting a and the Slave 


Trade in East Africa and the Islands of Zanzibar and Pemba (in continu- 
ation of “ Africa, No. 3 (1900)” ). (29th May.) ... ms rm .- 1441 


Pustic Recorps.—The Sixty-Second Annual — of the tial aia 
of the Public Records. bk — ‘ . 1441 


Army :—I. Report of the Committee appointed to inquire into War Office 
organisation ; 


II. Minutes of evidence taken before the Committee appointed to inquire 
into War Office organisation ; together with ogee wr and 


index. (3lst May.) ... : . 1442 
‘GIBRALTAR.—Report on recent improvements at Gibraltar, in respect of sanitary 
and other matters. (4th June.) us at xe se we .. 1442 


ComMMERCIAL :—No 2 (1901). Suez Canal—Returns of shipping and tonnage, 
1898, 1899, and 1900 (in continuation of ‘Commercial, No. 1, 1900”). 


No 3. (1901).—eports from His Majesty’s representatives abroad on 
special facilities for locomotion of workmen in Belgium, France, and 
Germany. (5th June.) ... es ie is sie det ... 1442 


EpucaTion (SCOTLAND).—Reports and —— a to the —s colleges 
of Scotland, for the year 1900. ve ‘ : 1442 


LocaL GOVERNMENT (SCOTLAND). <llbaibliane of the population and valuation 
of counties, burghs, and parishes in Scotland =e bo a ... 1442 


Irish LAND COMMISSION a etic eye dated 17th ee 1901, under the 
Land Purchase Acts ... ins ... 1442 
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BoaRD OF EpucATION (WELSH DiIvision).—General Report for the year 

1900, by A. G. Legard, Esquire, Chief Inspector, with appendices. 

(7th June. ) 

The same were ordered to lie on the Table... ose ove . 1442 
TRADE REPORTS :— 

Annual Series— . 

No. 2621, United States. (Philadelphia) ; No. 2622, Germany (Baden) ... 1442 
BoARD OF EDUCATION :— 

I. Associations constituted under the Voluntary Schools Act, 1897. 
II. Associated Schools and amounts of Aid Grant paid. 
III. Unassociated Schools and amounts of Aid Grant paid, 1900-1901 ... 1443 


CoMMERCIAL, No. 4 (1901).—-Reports from His Majesty’s Sis ccmane 
abroad respecting Bounties on Shipbuilding, ete. : 


SoutH AFRICA :— 
I.—(a) Report of the Transvaal Concessions Commission, dated 19th 
April, 1901; (b) Volume II., Minutes of evidence; (c) 

Volume IIL, Appendix of documents. 
II.—(a) Report of the ‘Land Settlement Commission, South Africa, 
dated 28th November, 1900; (2) Volume II., Documents, 

Minutes of evidence, etc. 

III.—Report of Sir David Barbour, K.C.S.I., K.C.M.G., on the Finances 
of the Transvaal and the Orange R River Colony, ¢ dated the 
29th March, 1901 


Sicut Tests.—Report on the sight tests used in the Mercantile shinee for 
the year ended 31st December, 1900 (in continuation of Parliamentary 
Paper [Cd. 116)). ss “s sa ioe aa ‘ ‘ 


INTERMEDIATE EDUCATION (IRELAND).—Rules and er of examina- 
tions, for the year 1902 sib : ‘ os eee eee 


Paris INTERNATIONAL EXHIBITION, 1900 (RoyAL CoMMIssIoNn).— Report of 
the Commissioners appointed to advise respecting the procuring and trans- 
mission of British and Colonial products to the Paris Exhibition of 1900. 
(Vols. I. and 9 Presented (by command), and ordered to lie on the 
Table oo Por 33 : 


Army (MILITARY SAVINGS BANKS).-—-Statement of amount due to 
depositors on the 31st March, 1899, and of the receipts, interests, and 
disbursements during the year ended 31st March, 1900, ete. : 


PoLicE (COUNTIES AND BorouGHs, ENGLAND AND WALES).—Reports of His 
Majesty’s Inspector of Constabulary, f for tbe year ended 29th as sagen 
1900 : Ae ‘ is , ae ee : - 


Po.icK. ACT, -1890.—Correspondence relative to the refusal of the Secretary 
of State’s certificate, under Section 17 (2) of the Act, to the River Tyne 
Police Force, for the year ended 29th September, 1900 ‘ 


approving certain bye- laws made by the Mersey Docks and Harbour 
Board (Pilotage Funds of the Liverpool District). ... as sobs : 


INTERMEDIATE EpucaTion (IRELAND)-—Rule made by the Intermediate 
Education Board for Ireland appointing the ‘zene at which examinations 
for 1901 shall be held.. 4s a 2 ” 


LocaL GovVERNMENT BoarD (IRELAND).—Order dividing the urban county 
district of Strabane into wards ma am yak oe 


. 1443 


. 1443 


. 1443 


1443 


. 1443 
. 1443 
. 1444 
. 1444 
MERCHANT SHIPPING AcT, 1894.—Order in Council of 13th May, 1901, 


-- 1444 


. 1444 


. 1444 
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SUPERANNUATION AcT, 1884.—Two Treasury Minutes, dated 22nd May, 
1901, declaring that— : 
I, Henry Lathen, rural postman, Hertford Post Offices ; 
II. Henry Richards, rural messenger, Post Office ; 
were appointed without Civil Service certificates through inadvertence 


on the part of the head of their department... px in me .. 1444 





Lonpon County CouNCIL. 


Returns to 31st March, 1901, relating to the 
London County Council as ie eis ot ' 


. 1444 


ELEMENTARY ScHool TEACHERS (SUPERANNUATION) RULES (ISLE OF 
Man).—Draft rules made under the Elementary School Teachers (Super- 
annuation) Act, 1898, as extended by the Elementary School Teachers 
Superannuation (Isle of Man) Act, 1900... es a eis ... 1444 


NATIONAL ScHoolL TEACHERS (IRELAND) PENSION FUND. — Account of 
receipts and payments for the year, to 3lst December, 1900. 


Laid before the House (pursuant to Act), and ordered to lie on the Table 1445 


Union oF BENEFICES (METROPOLIS) ACT, 1860.—Scheme of the Eccle- 
siastical Commissioners for the union of the benefice of Saint Mary-at- 
Hill with Saint Andrew Hubbard, and the benefice of Saint George, 
Botolph Lane, with Saint Botolph, Billingsgate, and for effecting certain 
other measures incidental to, or arising out of, such union ; laid before 
the House (pursuant to Act), and to be printed. (No. 90.) ak ... 1445 


Enpowep ScuHoois Act, 1869, AND AMENDING ActTs.—Scheme for the 
management of :— 


1. The grammar school of King Edward VI. in the borough of Stratford- 
on-Avon, in the county of Warwick. 


2, The endowment known as the Guild Estate in the said borough. 


. The following exhibition endowments in connection with the said 
‘school: () The De Ja Warr Exhibition founded in 1854; and ()) 
The Shakespeare Exhibition founded in 1864. 


Laid before the House (pursuant to Act), and to be printed. (No. 91.)... 1445 


ee 


PETITION. 


HapituaL DRUNKARDS BILL [H.L.]; Licensing Bill [H.L.].—Petition in favour, 
and for amendment of; of the Executive Committee of Manchester, 
Salford, and District Temperance Union ; read, and ordered to lie on the 
Table ... yes vee ~ A as ca Ws je ... 1445 
Prevention of Corruption (No. 2) Bill [H.1.].—Order of the day for the 
Second Reading read. 


The Lord Chancellor (The Earl of Halsbury) sie ts ie ... 1446 
Moved, That the Bill be now read 2“.—(7he Lord Chancellor.) 


On Question, agreed to ; Bill read 2¢ (according to Order), and committed 
to a Committee of the Whole House on Thursday next. 


QUEEN ANNE'S Bounty Boarp.— Message from the Commons that they have 
come to the following resolution, to which they desire the concurrence of 
this House, viz.: That it is expedient that a Select Committee be 
appointed, to join with a Committee of the Lords, to consider the constitu- 
tion of Queen Anne’s Bounty Board, and to report whether economy and 
efficiency of administration would be promoted by any change in its 
constitution or by its amalgamation with any other body; the said 
message to be taken into consideration to-morrow ... bite ie .- 1446 
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PusLtic ACCOUNTS.—Message from the Commons for leave for the Viscount 
Esher to attend to be examined as a Witness before the Select Committee 
of that House 


Day Industrial Schools (Ireland) Bill {1.1..|.—A Bill to enable day indus- 
trial schools to be established in Ireland. Was presented by the Lord 
Chaworth (H. Meath); read 1¢; and to be printed. (No. 92.) 


Solicitors Bill [H.1.]—Read 3” (according to Order), and passed, and sent 
to the Commons : es se aa: ae es re 


House adjourned at twenty minutes before Five of the clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS: MONDAY, 10TH JUNE, 1901. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 
Humber Commercial Railway and Dock Bill (By OrpEr).—As amended, 


considered. 


Mr. Charles M‘Arthur (Liverpool, E es 
Mr, Doughty (Great Grimsby) 


Amendment agreed to. 
Bill to be read the third time. 


Prestatyn Water Bill u Lor tid (By OrpER).—Read a second time and 
committed ae a int sis a si 


Hamilton Burgh Provisional Order Confirmation Bill {[Lorps] (By 
ORDER).—Under Section 7, Sub-section (2) of the Private Legislation 
Procedure (Scotland) Act, 1899, 


Order read, for resuming Adjourned Debate on Question [24th May’, 
“That the clause (Water supply to public offices) proposed on 
consideration be read a second time.” —(7he Lord Advocate.) 


Question again proposed— 
“That the clause be read a second time.” 
Debate resumed— 


The Lord Advocate (Mr. A. Graham Murray, Buteshire) 
Mr. Blake (Longford, 8.)... bi ag oe oe 


Motion, by leave, withdrawn. 
Clause withdrawn. 
Bill to be read the third time to-morrow. 


PRIVATE BILLS (STANDING ORDER 62 COMPLIED WITH).—Mr. Speaker laid 
upon the Table Report from one of the Examiners of Petitions for Private 
Bills, That, in the case of the following Bills, referred on the First Read- 

ing thereof, Standing Order 62 has “been complied with, viz.:—Metro- 

politan District Railway Bill; Belfast and Northern Counties Railway 

Bill.—Ordered, That the Bills ‘be read a second time 
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PROVISIONAL ORDER Bits {LORDS | (STANDING ORDERS APPLICABLE THERETO 
COMPLIED WITH).-—Mr, Speaker laid upon the Table Report from one of 
the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the case of the 
following Bill, originating in the Lords, referred on the First Reading 
thereot, the Standing Orders which are applicable thereto have been com- 


plied with, viz.:—Educational Board Provisional Order Confirmation 
(Acton) Bill | Lords|.—Ordered, That the Bill be read a second time to- 
morrow se ee : iat ses 


PROVISIONAL ORDER BiLLs (NO STANDING ORDERS APPLICABLE). —Mr. Speaker 
laid upon the Table Report from one of the Examiners of Petitions for 
Private Bills, That, in the case of the following Bill, referred on the First 
Reading thereof, no Standing Orders are applicable, viz. :—Military 
Lands Provisional Orders (No. 2) Bill.—Ordered, That the Bill be read a 
second time to-morrow 


PRIVATE BILLS (PETITION FOR ADDITIONAL PROVISION) (STANDING ORDERS 
NOT COMPLIED WITH.).—Mr. Speaker laid upon the Table Report from 
one of the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the case of 
the Petition for additional Provision in the following Bill, the Standing 
Orders have not been complied with:--Metropolitan District Rail- 
way Bbill.—Ordered, That the — be referred to the Select Committee 
on Standing Orders ; 


Aldeburgh Corporation (Water) Bill ; Bury apres: Bill ; Golborne 
Gas Bill.—Read the third time, and passed... ak - 


London County Council (Tramways and Street Widenings) Bill. — 
Duke of Cornwall’s consent signified, Bill read the third time, and passed. 


neeeen Railway Bill: Shireoaks, Laughton, and Maltby Railway 
Bill.—Read the third time, and passed er nike 1S ; 


Cromer Water Bill: London and India Docks (New Works) Bill.— 
Oakham Water Bill [Lords|..-As amended, considered ; to be read 
the third time ... ee ae * x: “oh, re 


Scuthampton and Winchester Great Western Junction Railway 
Bill. --As amended, considered ; Amendments made: Bill to be read the 
third time ... ae a a: a Neg rated as 


Local Government ay Provisional Orders (Housing of the 
Working Classes) Bill ; Local Government (Ireland) Provisional Order 
(Housing of the Working Classes) (No, 2) Bill Local Government (Ire- 
land) Provisional Order (No. 3) Bill,—Read a second time and com- 
mitted ... 


Local Government mines an noone - ” Bill.- 
Read a second time, and committed . 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 7) Bill ; Local Government 
Provisional Orders (No 8) Bill: Local Government Provisional Orders 
(No. 9 Bill).— Read a second time, and committed ... 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 10) Bill; Local Govern- 
ment Provisional Orders (No. 11) Bill; Local Government Provisional 
Orders (No. 12) Bill ; Local Government Provisional Order (Port) Bill.— 
Read a second time, and committed... 


Ardrossan Gas and Water Confirmation Bill (Under the Private 
Legislation Procedure a) Act, 1899).-—Read a second time ; 
to be considered to-morrow ... un se ids iy 
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lie upon the Table * 1453 

Trout Fisning ANNUAL Chose Time (SCOTLAND) Bitt.—Petitions from 
Aberbrothock, in favour ; to lie upon the Table... Ja 3 1455 








exvi TABLE OF CONTENTS. 


June 10.) 

RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 

Pants INTERNATIONAL EXHIBITION, 1900 (RoyAL ComMission).— Copy pre- 
sented of Report of the Commissioners appointed to advise respecting the 
procuring and transmission of British and Colonial products to the Paris 
Exhibition of 1900 4 ols. I. and ad [by eismcciaaae to lie upon the 
Table : ~ aes 


PoLIcE (COUNTIES AND Borove wn presented, of Reports of His 
Majesty’s Inspectors of Constabulary for the year ended 29th September, 
1900 [by Act] ; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 200.] 


INTERMEDIATE EpuCATION (IRELAND).—Copy presented, of Rules and 
Programme of Examinations for 1902 [by Act]; to lie upon the Table, 
and to be printed. [No. 199.] iss — és - - 


Local GOVERNMENT BoarD (IRELAND).—Copy presented, of Order dividing 
the Urban County District of Strabane into Wards [by i to lie upon 
the Table ' ee ses “a 


SUPREME CouRT OF JUDICATURE sai Ai presented, relative 
thereto [ordered 7th June; Mr. Austen Chamberlain|; to lie upon the 
Table, and to be printed. [No. 201.] te ne on - 


VoLUNTARY ScHooLs Act, 1897 (AssocraTions).—Copy presented, of List 
3 Associations constituted under the Voluntary Schools Act, 1897 ; 
(2) Associated Schools and Amounts of Aid Grant paid ; and (3) Unas- 
sociated Schools and Amounts of Aid Grant sed 1900-1961 [by 
Command] ; to lie upon the Table a ne a . ve 


MERCHANT SHippInG Act, 1894.—Copy presented, of Order in Council of 
14th May, 1901, approving certain Bye-laws made by the Mersey Docks 
and Harbour Board, with respect to the contribution to be made towards 
the Pilotage Funds of the Liverpool District by the Masters and Mates 
holding Pilotage Certificates [by Act]; to lie upon the Table 


MERCANTILE MARINE (CoLour Trsts).—Copy presented, of Report on the 
Sight Tests used in the Mercantile Marine for the year ended 31st De- 
cember, 1900 (in continuation of ™ siied [by ene to lie upon 
the Table ss 


Soutn Arrica.—Copy presented, of Report of the Transvaal Concessions 
Commission, dated the 19th April, 1901. Vol. IL, Minutes of Evidence 
[by Command] ; to lie upon the Table. 


Copy presented, of Report of the Transvaal Concessions Commission, 
dated the 19th April, 1901. Vol. IIL, Appendix of Documents | by 
Command]; to lie upon the Table. 

Copy presented, of Report of the Land Settlement Commission, South 
Africa, dated 28th November, 1900. Vol. II., Documents, Minutes 
of Evidence, ete. [by Command]; to lie upon the Table : 


Bounties ON SHIPBUILDING, ETC. (ComMMERCIAL, No. 4, 1901).—-Copy 
presented, of Reports from His Majesty’s Representatives Abroad 
respecting Bounties on ee etc. [by Command]; to lie upon 
the Table : ; 2 a isa eu vs 


TRADE Reports (ANNUAL Series). —Copies sali, of Diplomatic and 
Consular Reports, Annual Series, Nos. 2621 and 2622 [by Command] ; to 
lie upon the Table . ve - vs 

New Writ.—New Writ for the county of Warwick (South Western or 
Stratford-on-Avon Division) in the room of Colonel Victor Milward, 
deceased.— (Sir William Walrond.) 


Pa ge 


. 1453 


. 1454 


. 1454 


. 1454 


. 1454 


. 1454 


. 1454 


. 1455 


. 1455 





June 


Sout 


LIND! 


FARM 


Disct 
Cc 
‘ 
IMPEI 
J 


VoLu 


IRISH 
. 


MILI 


CRET. 


CHIN. 
b 


Distu 
( 
A 
E 


LABOU 
y 
DUTIE 
E 


City | 
(] 
rr 

Boy E 
(" 

Lonv 
S 
V 


Pa ge 


154 


454 


454 





TABLE OF CONTENTS. exvii 


June 10.) 
QUESTIONS. 


SoutH AFRICAN WAR.—EMPLOYMENT BY BoERS OF ARMED NATIVES.— 
Question, Mr. Platt-Higgins (Salford, N.); Answer, The Secretary of 
State for War (Mr. Brodrick, Surrey, Guildford) . 


BADEN-POWELL’s POLICE.—Question, Mr. Dillon ‘iin, E); Answer, The 
Secretary of State for the Colonies ie J. Chamberlain, Birming- 
ham, W.) hs Ps ; : se 7s - ma 


FALSE INFORMATION FROM THE FRONT.—Questions, Mr. Dillon, Mr. Weir 
(Ross and  ippaiaaag and Major Rasch (Essex, Chelmsford) ; Answers, 
Mr. Brodrick . d the — es ae me a 


LINDLEY Skin -SAlaaiiien Mr. Dillon; Answer, Mr. Brodrick ... 


FARM BURNING.—Questions, Mr. John Ellis a anette and 
Mr. Flavin (Kerry, W.) ; Answers, Mr. Brodrick . 


DISCHARGE OF RETURNED VOLUNTEERS.—Question, Mr. Renwick (Newcastle- 
on-Tyne); Answer, The Financial Secretary to the War Office ese 
Stanley, Lancashire, Westhoughton) 54 re pha ‘ 


IMPERIAL YEOMANRY Pay CLAIMs.—Question, Colonel Brookfield (Sussex, 
Rye); Answer, Lord Stanley ee ee oe ~ : 


VOLUNTEER OFFICERS AND ARMY RANK.—Question, Lt.-Col. Pryce-Jones 
(Montgomery Boroughs) ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick ... 94 sh ; 


InISH VOLUNTEERS.—Question, Mr. Nannetti (Dubiin, College Green) ; 
Answer, Lord Stanley abs ii ve ae ‘hs : 


MiLItiA CoMPETITIVE EXAMINATION. — Question, Major Rasch; Answer, 
Lord Stanley ; i sd a Shs ms sid : 


CrETAN CAMPAIGN MEDAL.—Question, Mr. Malcolm (Suffolk, Stowmarket) ; 
Answer, Mr. Brodrick mi as a : 


NEWFOUNDLAND.—Question, Mr. Malcolm; Answer, The Under Secretary of 
State for Foreign Affairs (Viscount Cranborne, Rochester) 


CutNA—-BritisH TRADE IN THE YANG-TSZE VALLEY.—Question, Mr. Her- 
bert Roberts (Denbighshire, W.) ; Answer, Viscount Cranborne ... 


DISTURBANCES BETWEEN ENGLISH AND FRENCH Troops AT TIENTSIN.— 
Questions, Mr. Herbert Roberts and Mr. Charles Hobhouse (Bristol, E.) ; 
Answers, The Secr sed of State for India ae G. Hamilton, Middlesex, 
Faling)... a a : 


LABOUR ORDINANCE ON THE GOLD Coast Jor aa Mr. Lough sting, 
W.); Answer, Mr. J. Chamberlain ... ee 2 


DuTIES ON GLUGOSE.—Question, Mr. Lough ; Answer, The Chancellor of the 
Exchequer (Sir M. Hicks Beach, Bristol, W Pr ie : 


City or LonDoN CoMMISSIONER OF POoLice.—Question, Colonel Lockwood 
(Essex, Epping); Answer, the Secretary of State for the Home sainainee 
ment (Mr. Ritchie, Croydon) ns we ; 


Boy Recruits rrom INDUSTRIAL ScHOOLS.—Question, Mr. James O’Connor, 
(Wicklow, W.) ; Answer, Mr. Ritchie rr si ; = 


LonvoN WATER CHARGES.—Question, Mr. Forde Ridley (Bethnal Green. 
S.W.); Answer, The President of the Local Government Board os 
Walter Long, Br istol, S.) 
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THE WRECK OF THE “ ASSYRIAN.”—Question, Mr. Herbert Roberts ; Answer, 
The President of the Board of Trade (Mr. Gerald Balfour, Leeds, Central) 


MALLAIG =Maltis.—-Question, Mr. John Dewar (Inverness-shire); Answer, 
The Financial Secretary to the Treasury (Mr. Austen Chamberlain, 
Worcestershire, E.) 


VENTILATION OF THE Drvision Loppirs.—-Question, Sir Howard Vincent 
(Shettield, Central); Answer, The First Commissioner of Works (Mr. 
Akers Douglas, Kent, St. Augustine's) - a das ' 


CHARITY COMMISSION INQUIRIES.—Question, Mr. Lawrence (Liverpool, Aber- 
cromby); Answer, The Parliamentary Charity Commissioner int 
Griftith- Boscawen, Kent, Tunbridge) 


Kaki, OF KENMARE AND POLICE PROTECTION.Questions, Mr. indie 
(Kerry, E.) and Mr. Flavin; Answers, the Chief Secretary for Ireland 
(Mr. Wyndham, Dover) ms 


Herbert Estate (K&RkyY) CONFERENCE.—Question, Mr. Murphy ; Answer, 
Mr. Wyndham ue ty es bam ie , 


Cork Dairy INDUsTRY.—uestion, Mr. William Abraham ag County, 
N.E.) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham , ‘a 5s is es 


Irish LUNACY ADMINISTRATION.—Question, Mr. Kennedy (Westmeath, N.) ; 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham 


Gun Licences 1n County Mayo.—Question, Dr. Ambrose (Mayo, W.) 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham 


MALLARANNY CATrLeE MARKET.—Question, Dr. Ambrose; Answer, Mr. 
Wyndham 


Newport (County Mayo) Potice.—Question, Mr. Ambrose ; Answer, Mr. 
Wyndham i ax 


TULLAMORE QUARTER SESSIONS .JUDGE.—Question, Mr. Reddy (King’s 
County, Birr) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham ss an 


Limerick RURAL PosTMAN’s GRIEVANCES.—Question, Mr. O’Shaughnessy 
(Limerick, W.) ; Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain : 


CoMMITTEE ON WAR OFFICE ORGANISATION.—Questions, Captain Norton 
(Newington, W.) and Mr. Mather hac ie Rossendale) ; Answer, The 
First Lord of the Treasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, Manchester, E.) ... 


Royal ComMission ON Local TAXATION-—ReportT.—Question, Sir Henry 
Fowler (Wolverhampton, E.) ; Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour 


BUSINESS OF THE Hovsr.—Questions, Mr. Lough, Mr. James Lowther 
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(Kent, Thanet) and Mr. Goddard (Ipswich) ; Answers, Mr. A. J. Balfour 1474 


WAYS AND MEANS.—Considered in Committee. 
[ Mr. J. W. Lowruer (Cumberland, Penrith) in the Chair. | 
MOLASSES AND GLUCOSE. 
The Chancellor of the Exchequer (Sir M. Hicks Beach, Bristol, W.) 
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Motion made, and Question proposed— 


, 
1466 m 
“That there shall be charged on and after the eleventh day of 
June nineteen hundred and one the following Customs duties :— 
1466 Molasses and all sugar and extracts from sugar which 
cannot be tested by the polariscope— 
If containing 70 per cent. or more of sweetering s. d. 
matter... .. theewt, 2 9 
1467 If containing less than 70 per cent. and more than 50 per 
cent. of sweetening matter ... 7 .. theewt. 2 0 
If containing not more than 50 per cent. of sweetening 
1468 matter... a oi abi mek .. theewt. 1 0O 
, Lie Glucose : 
Solid... rer sas sm aa ... theewt. 2 9 
Liquid... ae a2 os i vig sy 2.0 
1468 And that there shall be charged on and after the same date on glucose 
Excise duties equivalent to the Customs duties charged on that article.” 
1469 (Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer.) 
Discussion : 
1469 Mr, Lough (Islington, W’.) ce sit ae ans bai ... 1478 
Mr. Gibson-Bowles (Lynn Regis) ... Aue as bay — ... 1479 
Mr. Dillon (Mayo, EF.) ... ex nts Xs eA ... 1480 
1469 Mr. Chaplin (Lincolnshire, Sleaford) ie oa get 2x8 ... 1482 
Sir H Campbell-Banneriman (Stirling Burghs) oi ea ... 1483 
ee Sir Mark Stewart (Kirkeudbrightshire)  ... ess ss “ ... 1484 
1470 Mr. E. J. (. Morton (Devonport) cn ~ wit ... 1485 
Mr. Chas, M‘ Arthur ieee Erchange) es “ ... 1486 
anaes Mr. Kearley (Devonport) . wks set ey .. L487 
147] Mr. Goddard (Ipswich)... Me a _ = ... 1488 
Mr. Taylor (Lancashire, Radcliffe) si - 3 Sh .. 1488 
| Mr. Stevenson (Suffolk, Eye) i a hs bes is ... 1489 
147] Sir M. Hicks Beach — sid a see dsb ne ... 1489 
(Juestion put, and agreed to. 
“oe Resolution to be reported to-morrow ; Committee to sit again upon 
Wednesday. 
Li? i iia le leat Sia ae 
Civii List Bill.—Considered in Committee. 
1473 [Mr. J. W. Lowrier (Cumberland, Penrith) in the Chair. | 
de 
Clause | : 
1474 M-. Lahouchere ( Northampton ) hi aes tos disse eee eee 1490 
Amendment proposed 
1474 “In page 1, line 25, to leave out from the word ‘revenues’ to the 


word ‘shall,’ in page 2, line 1.”—(Mr. Labouchere.) 


Question proposed, “That the words proposed to be left out stand part 
of the clause.” 


The First Lord of the Treasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, Manchester, F.), 
Question put. 
1475 The Committee divided: Ayes, 309; Noes, 67. (Division List No. 230.) 
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Amendment a 
“Tn page 2, line 6, to leave out the word ‘seventy,’ and insert the 
word ‘ fifteen,’ instead thereof.”—( Mr. Labouchere.) 
Question proposed-— 
“ That the word ‘ seventy’ stand part of the clause.” 
Sir F. Dizon Hartland (Middlesex, Uxbridge) ... nae ty ... 1499 
Mr. Keir Hardie (Merthyr Tydvil) oe sic oe " .-» 1500 
Mr. E. J. C. Morton (Devonport)... ... 1502 
The Chancellor of the Exchequer (Sir M. Hicks Beach, Bristol, W. ) sox PDO2 


Question put. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 335; Noes, 52. (Division List 
No. 231.) 
Mr. Keir Hard... - vi oc 1507 


Amendment Pisin 
“In page 2, line 6, at the end of the clause to add the words ‘ fifty 
thousand pounds of which shall be , paid to Her Majesty Queen 
Alexandra for her sole and separate use.’ ”—(Mr. Keir Hurdie.) 


Question proposed, 
‘‘That those words be there added.” 


Sir M. Hicks Beach 
Mr. Luabouchere 


—a 


oro 
oD 


oo 
x 


Question put. 

The Committee divided:—-Ayes, 65; Noes, 310. (Division List 
No. 232.) 

Clause agreed to. 

Clause 3 :— 

Motion made, and Question proposed 


“ That Clause 3 stand part of the Bill.” 


Mr. Labouchere ... Se ae Pe Ge a sad wow LOL 
Sir. M. Hicks Beach A ne oy ver a ody wo, LOM 
Mr. Keir Hardie - ee sik ae sth sa ... 1514 


Question put. 

The Committee divided: Ayes, 294; Noes, 46. (Division List No. 233). 
jause 4 agreed to. 

Clause 5 :— 


Motion made, and Question proposed— 
am . . sic r 
** That Clause 5 stand part of the Bill. 


Mr. Labouchere ee bee sn ue en iss ee 1517 
Question put, and agreed to. 
Clause 6 :— ( 


Motion made, and Question proposed— ‘1 
That Clause 6 stand part of the Bill,” VO 
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Mr. Luhouchere 1519 
Mr, MéKenna (Monmouthshire, N.) .. 1520 
Sir M. ITicks Beach ext ; : 2 £pZO 
Sir William Harcourt (Monmouthshire, IV.) l 2] 
Mr. Labouchere vs win on - . - wos FOZ] 
Mr. M‘Kennu i as os _ 2 3 ee 
Sir M. Hicks Beach - = gis ; ss Pe wt LOS 
199 . 
as (uestion put. 
00 . I 
102 The Committee divided :—Aves, 233: Noes, 62. (Division List No, 254.) 
102 ‘ a 
Clause 7 : 
Mr. Luhouchere oer : 0:48 tai so» EZ 
Amendment proposed 
07 “Tn page 3, line 14, after the word ‘list’ to insert the words ‘in 
any year in which the retired allowances granted by His Majesty, and 
paid as part of the expenditure of his Civil List, exceed twelve 
thousand pounds.” — (Vr. Lalouchere.) 
(Question proposed 
* That those words be there liserted.’ 
Sir MW. MHieks Beach ; ‘ , Fave 
Mr. Ke ar Hardie : . J5H2s8 
08 (Juestion put. 
08 i 7 ; ts ; ; ; 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 58: Nous, 200, (Division List No. 235.) 
Clause agreed to. 
Clause &: 
Amendment proposed 
“In page 3, line 25, to leave out from the word ‘daugiters © to 
the word ‘shall’ in line 28." —(1/r. Lalouchere.) 
(Juestion proposed 
“That the words proposed to be left out stand part of the Clause.” 
1] Sir M. Hicks Bewch [os] 
14 Mr. Gibson Bowles 1532 
14 Mr. A. J. Balfom Looe 
(Juestion put. 
The Committee divided: -Aves, 221: Noes. 7 (Division List No. 236.) 
Clause agreed to. 
Bill reported, without Amendment , to be read the third time te-morrow, 
Demise of the Crown Bill. [Tuinp Reapine.|— Order for Third Reading 
read. 
Motion made, and Question proposed 
x “That the Bill be now read the third time.” 
Mr. Dillon (Maye, E.) roy ; if, or seis sce’ LOSE 
Question put. 
The House divided :— Ayes, 199; Noes, 109, (Division List No. 237.) 
VOL. XCIV. [FOURTH SERIES. | j 
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Larceny Bill. [Sreconp Reapinc.|—Order for Second Reading read. 
Motion made, and Question proposed- 
“That the Bill be now read a second time.” 
Mr, Caldwell (Lanarkshire, Mid) 


Mr. Warr (Liverpool, E. Tortethy.. 
The Attorney General (Sir Robert Finlay, Tawerness Burghs. 


Question put, and agreed to. 


Motion made, and Question proposed— 


“That the Bill be committed to the Standing Committee on Law,” ete. 


—(Sir Rohert Fin lay. ) 
Mr. ( faldur // - 
Sir Robert Finlay. - 


(Juestion put, and agreed to. 


Berwickshire County Town Bill |Lords|. |Seconp Reapine|.—Order 


for Second Reading read. 
The Lord Advocate (Mr. A. Graham Murray (Buteshire) 


Motion made, and Question proposed— 
“ That the Bill be now read a second time.” 
Mr, Dillon (Mayo, E.) 
Mr. Flynn (Cork, N.) — .. ot 
Captain Balfour ( Middleses, , Hornsey) 
Mr. Weir (Ross and Cromarty)... 
Mr. James O'Connor (Wicklow, W.) 


Question put. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 271 ; Noes, 56. (Division List No. 238.) 
Bill read a second time, and committed for to-morrow. 
Purchase of Land Ireland Bill.—Read a second time, and committed for 
to-morrow. 
SUPPLY [7rH June] REPORT.—Resolutions Reported. 
REVENUE DEPARTMENTS EstiMATEs, 1901-2. 

“That a sum not exceeding £1,221,713 be granted to His Majesty, to 
complete the sum necessary to defray the Chi arge which will come in 
course of payment during the year ending on the 31st day of March, 
1902, for the Salaries and Expenses of the Inland Revenue 
Department.” 


2. “That a sum not exceeding £5,528,810 be granted to His Majesty, 
to complete the sum necessary to defray the charge which will come 
in course of payment during the year ending on the 3lst day of 
March, 1902, for the Salaries and Expenses of the Post Office 
Services, the E ixpenses of Post Office Savings Banks, and Govern- 
ment Annuities and Insurances, and the Collection of the Post Office 
Revenue.” 

‘That a sum not exceeding £571,085 be granted to His Majesty, to 
complete the sum necessary to defray the Charge which will come in 
course of payment during the year ending on the 31st day of March, 
1902, for the Expenses of the Pust Office Packet Service.” 


wr 


Resolutions read a second time. 
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First resolution :— 


Motion made, and Question proposed- 
“ That this House doth agree with the Committee in the said resolution.” 


541 Mr. O'Mara (Kilkenny, as 1555 
543 Mr. Dillon fs & oh hs a 2 a ... 1555 
544 The Financial Secretary “to the Treasury (Mr, Austen Chamberlain, °°"? 
Worcestershire, EB.) ... oe wi wie sxe si ... 1557 
Mr. Crean (Cork, SoBe)! ssi ies se on ie ox ... 1557 
Question put and agreed to. 
Second resolution :— 
547 Mr. Henniker Heaton (Canterbury) sas Ss = sats ... 1558 
547 
Amendment proposed— 
“To leave out ‘£5,528,810,’ in order to insert ‘ £5,528,710’ instead 
thereof.”—(Mr. Henniker Heaton.) 
(Question proposed, “ that ‘£5,528,810’ stand part of the resolution.” 
ae Mr. Keir Hardie (Merthyr Putri) said sea es hs ..- 1562 
i Mr. Broadhurst (Leicester) ys Se Ka " bch ... 1565 
Mr. John Dewar (Inverness-shire) Se ses ir x ... 1566 
Mr. Gilhooly (Cork County, WW.) ... _ a a aaa ... 1566 
— Mr. Lough (Islington, IV.) ind ~ ” 6 is ... 1567 
547 Col. Nolan (Galway, N.) ... _ sn oe a = ... 1568 
548 Mr. John Burns (Battersea) _ eae sale sae itp ... 1569 
549 Mr. Austen Chamberlain ... ax wee = Sa ... 1573 
550 Mr. William Redmond — E.) ioe a4 no ean ... 1580 
550 Mr. O'Mara i, nes 4 si ik me ... 1586 


Mr. A. J. Balfour rose in his place and claimed to move, ‘“ That the Ques- 
tion be now put.” 


(Juestion put, “ That the Question be now put.” 

The House divided :— Ayes, 139; Noes 77, (Division List No, 239.) 
(Juestion put accordingly, “ That ‘£5,528,810’ stand part of the resolution.” 
The House divided :—Aves, 136 ; Noes 81. (Division List No. 240.) 
Mr. A. J. Balfour claimed, “That the main Question be now put.” 


Main Question put accordingly, “ That this House doth agree with the 
Committee in the said resolution.” 


The House divided :—Ayes, 140 ; Noes, 70. (Division List No. 241.) 
Further consideration of third resolution deferred till Thursday. 


Motion made, and question, — 
“ That this House do now adjourn.” —(Sir William IValrond.) 


Put, and agreed to, 


Adjourned accordingly at Two of the clock 


END OF CONTENTS TO VoLUME XCIV, 
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PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 
§ The Lorp CHANCELLOR acquainted the 
. House that the Clerk of the Parliaments 
k had laid upon the Table the Certificate 
‘from the Examiners that the further 
Standing Orders applicable to the follow- 
ing Bill have been complied with :— 





Devonport Corporation (Gas), 
The same was ordered to lie on the 
lable. 


EDUCATION BOARD 


ORDER CONFIRMATION (LONDON) 
BILL [u.1.]. 
Examiners’ Certificate of non-com- 


pliance with the Standing Orders referred 
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THE 


PARLIAMENTARY DEBATES 


(AUTHORISED EDITION) 
IN THE 
SECOND SESSION or tun TIVENTY-SEVENTIH PARLIAMENT oF THE 
Unitep Kinapom or GREAT BRITAIN axn IRELAND, IN THE 


EDWARD VIL 


OF SESSION. 


ERRATUM. 


‘th June, page 1380-81.—Instead of “Mr. CHARLES Wiz 
” 2 DAS . é Pane UU {LES W LSON,” H 
Mr. H. J. Witson (York, W.R., Holmfirth).” sabia eh: 


Leave Pivem wy va 
not to sit again until Thursday next, at 
Twelve of the clock. 


WIUEUUY VU VUssesssever - 


CORPORATION (GENERAL 
POWERS) BILL [u.1.]. 

Reported from the Select Committee 
with Amendments. 


LEEDS 


| BIRMINGHAM (CITY) TRAMWAYS BILL 


[H.L.]. 
Reported from the Select Committee 
with Amendments. 


CHESTERFIELD IMPROVEMENT BILL 
[H.L. J. 
Reported from the Select Committee 
with Amendments. 
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THE 


PARLIAMENTARY DEBATES 


(AUTHORISED EDITION) 
IN THE 
SECOND SESSION or tue TIVENTY-SEVENTH PARLIAMENT or THE 
Uniteo Kinapom oF GREAT BRITAIN axpn IRELAND, IN THE 


First YEAR OF THE REIGN OF 


HIS MAJESTY KING EDWARD VIL 


SIXTH VOLUME OF SESSION. 


HOUSE OF LORDS. 'to the Standing Orders Committee on 


Monday next. 
Tuesday, 14th May, 1901. | si 
— on aus " HARROGATE CORPORATION BILL [u.1.]. 
SARL OF ARRAN. Report from the Select Committee, 


Reportmade fromthe LoRDCHANCELLOR, That the Committee had not proceeded 
that the right of Arthur Jocelyn Charles, with the consideration of the Bill, no 
Far! of Arran, to vote at the elections of _parties having appeared in opposition 
Representative Peers for Ireland has been | thereto - read, and ordered to lie on the 

. ° ¢ . ) bs 
established to the satisfaction of the Lord ‘Table. The Orders made on the 18th of 
Chancellor ; read and ordered to lie on’ March and 2nd of May last discharged ; 
mr 4 sa c A on - c ‘J an a Fo} 
the Table. and Bill committed. 


TOOK THE OATH. ~ a ear é . 
' BRISTOL CORPORATION (DOCKS AND 
Several Lords took the Oath. : RAILWAYS, ETC.) [1.1.]. 


avanti Leave given to the Select Committee 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. not to sit again until Thursday next, at 
aS Twelve of the clock. 
The Lord CHANCELLOR acquainted the 


| House that the Clerk of the Parliaments LEEDS CORPORATION (GENERAL 
had laid upon the Table the Certificate POWERS) BILL [1.1]. 
from the Examiners that the further Reported from the Select Committee 


Standing Orders applicable to the follow- | with Amendments. 
ing Bill have been complied with :— | 
Devonport Corporation (Gas). BIRMINGHAM (CITY) TRAMWAYS BILL 
The same was ordered to lie on the ~_— , ‘ ; 
Table. Reported from the Select Committee 
with Amendments. 
EDUCATION BOARD PROVISIONAL | 
ORDER CONFIRMATION (LONDON)! CHESTERFTELD IMPROVEMENT BILL 
BILL [ut]. | [H.-L]. 
Examiners’ Certificate of non-com-| Reported from the Select Committee 
pliance with the Standing Orders referred with Amendments. 
VOL. XCIV. [FourTH SEniEs. } A 








3 South Eastern and 
CORK, BLACKROCK, AND PASSAGE 
RAILWAY BILL [u.1.}. 


Committed ; the Committee to be pro- 
posed by the Committee of Selection. 


CARDIFF CORPORATION BILL. 


Read 2¢, and committed. 


CORPORATION BILL 


[u.1.]. 
FAVERSHAM WATER 
COWES FERRY BILL {[i.1.]. 
Read 3¢, and passed, and sent vo the 
Commons. 


MANCHESTER 


BILL [u.1.}. 


SOUTH EASTERN AND 
CHATHAM, AND DOVER 
BILL. 


Order of the Day for the Third Read- 
ing read. 


Bill read 3%, 


LONDON, 
RAILWAYS 


( Lord Burton.) 


Lorp MONKSWELL: My Lords, this 
is a Bill giving to the South Eastern and 
Chatham Railway Company an extension 
of time for the compulsory purchase of 
land, together with other powers that are 
advantageous to the company, and the 
object of my Amendments is to compel 
the company to improve their station at 
Ludgate Hill. On the Second Reading 
of this Bill, speaking on behalf of the 
Corporation of the City of London, I 
ventured to express the hope that the 
Committee to which the Bill was 
referred would give the City Corporation 
a locus stundi to argue the question of the 
improvements required at Ludgate Hill 
and Snow Hill stations. With regard to 
Snow Hill station I am happy to say 
that an agreement has been come to 
between the Corporation and the board 
of directors of the railway company, but 
unfortunately this is only a small matter. 
It is only important as showing how 
extremely difficult a thing it is to induce 
the company to make any improvements 
at their stations, however much required 
or inexpensive those improvements may 
be. 

The controversy with regard to Lud- 
gate Hill station began towards the 
end of 1898, and in January, 1899, 
the Board of Trade promised to 


send an inspector to report as to the con- | 


dition of the station. A good deal of 
correspondence ensued between the Board 
of Trade and the general manager of the 
company, and on 20th October, 1899, the 
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latter stated that plans were being pre- 
pared showing what improvements could 
be effected, particularly with regard to 
the access to and from the platforms. It 
_is rather remarkable that since that time, 
although eighteen months have elapsed, 
no plans have been submitted and nothing 
has been done except to improve the 
lighting. Naturally, the City Corpora- 
tion, who had taken this matter up, wrote 
letter after letter to the company, asking 
for the plans and inquiring what was being 
done. Those letters were acknowledged 
but were not answered, and it was not 
till 23rd April last that the general manager 
wrote to the Town Clerk at the Guildhall. 
In his letter he pointed out the difficulties, 
suggested further delay, and invited the 
Corporation to look over the plans of the 
station. There is one very remarkable 
expression in that letter—-the general 
manager says that the difficulties cannot 
be got over in afew weeks. Now, my 
Lords, whose fault is it that the company 
have only a few weeks in which to get over 
these difficulties? For eighteen months 
| the Corporation of London have been im- 
ploring the railway company to do some- 


thing. The suggestion made by the 
company was that the Corporation 


should send a deputation to look over the 
plans of the station. They declined to 
take this course on the ground that it 
was for the railway company, and not for 
them, to suggest how these improvements 
should be made. What the City Cor- 
poration complain of is that the board of 
directors have not made any suggestion 
with regard to the improvement of the 
station ; they have only made difficulties, 
and for eighteen months have treated with 
contemptuous silence the remonstrances 
of the City. The Select Committee to 
whom this Bill was referred refused to 
give the City Corporation a locus standdi to 
argue the question of the improvements 
at Ludgate Hill station, and I do not 
propose to say a word against the de- 
cision of the Committee. I think it 
very probable that on precedent the Com- 
mittee were right in thinking that they 
would be travelling beyond their funetions 
in giving the locus sfundi, seeing that the 
Bill had nothing to do with Ludgate Hill 
station. But I contend that your Lord- 
ships’ House stands in a very different 
position as regards this matter from that 
of the Committee, and that, although the 
Committee may have been right, the 
, House can, if it pleases, put this company 
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5 South Eastern and 
under any conditions which it may think 
equitable before granting the relief sought 
in the Bill. 

It is worthy of remark that the opposi- 
tion to this Bill comes from that great 
body, the Corporation of the City of 
London. The Corporation has, like 
other influential, ancient, and uninformed 
bodies, been subjected to criticism, but I 
have never yet heard any critic of the 
Corporation assert that they did not pay 


On this occasion the City Corporation 
are championing, as it is their right and 
duty to champion, the cause of the public 
against a powerful railway company, and 
I think, looking to the past record of the 
City of London, your Lordships may be 
perfectly convinced that they weighed 


carefully, and, I venture to think, 
impartially, the merits of this 
case before taking up this action. 


I move these Amendments chiefly on the 
ground that there is no other redress. 
If the company are allowed further 
powers without any conditions being put 
upon them, there is no means of making 
them perform their obvious duty to the 
public at this station. The Board of 
Trade are powerless to interfere ; 
and the Railways Commissioners are 
powerless to interfere; therefore I 
venture to think the case is a very 
much stronger one than was the case 
of the opponents to the London and 
North Western Bill, which was thrown 
out on Second Reading in the House 
of Commons the other day owing to 
the company being in default with re- 
gard to the housing question. It is 
a much stronger case, because there is a 
statutory remedy in regard to housing, 
and the companies can be fined; but 
here there is no statutory remedy at all, 
and the oniy chance of getting anything 
done is by insisting upon a condition of 
this kind when the company comes to 
Parliament for further powers. The City 
Corporation go upon this constitutional 
doctrine, that anybody who comes to 
Parliament to get a benefit must purge 
any offence of which he has been guilty 
before he gets that benefit, particularly 
where there is no legal remedy. I say it 
in no spirit of menace, but merely as in- 
formation which the railway companies may 
desire to have, that, if this Amendment 
is defeated in the House of Commons, the 
City Corporation will continue 
efforts to safeguard the interests and 
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rights of the public. Ludgate Hill 
station is not only inconvenient, but 
dangerous, and the Corporation are 
determined, so far as as in them lies, to 
fight the railway company if they will 
not, at all events, promise to do some- 
| thing to remedy the defects of which the 


public complain. 
{ 


Amendments moved— 


‘After clause 19 insert new clause 194 :— 


| ‘ Before making any of the works or acquiring 


due regard to the rights of property. | 


any of the lands by this Act authorised to be 
made or acquired, the two Companies, or 
either of them, shall, to the satisfaction of an 
engineer for this purpose purpose appointed by 
the President for the time being of the Institu- 
tion of Civil Engineers, obtain powers to pro- 
vide increased and better accommodation for 
passengers at their Ludgate Hill station.’ ” 

**Clause 23, page 18, line 10, leave out all 
the words after ‘may,’ and insert in lieu 
thereof, ‘for the purpose of providing such 
increased and better passenger accommodation 
as aforesaid at Ludgate Hill station, and for 
the purpose of remunerating such engineer as 
aforesaid, apply any moneys which they now 
have in their hands, or which they have power 
to raise by shares or mortgage, and which may 
not be required for the purposes for which the 
same were authorised to be raised. After the 
completion of such increased and better ac- 
commodation and the receipt by the two com- 
panies or either of them of a certificate from 
such engineer as aforesaid, that the same has 
been provided to his satisfaction, the two com- 
panies, jor either of them, may apply such 
moneys, as aforesaid, for all or any of the 
purposes of this Act to which capital is pro- 
perly applicable.’ ’’-—(Lord Monkswell.) 


Tue Eart or DARTREY: My Lords, 
as I had the honour to serve on the Com- 
mittee to which this Bill was referred, I 
venture to express the hope that the 
House will not accept the noble Lord’s 
Amendments. I cannot see how your 
Lordships could do so without being to 
some extent pledged to the principle 
which they contain. There is nothing 
detinite before the House, and, so far as 
I am aware, there has not at any time 
been anything definite on the subject of 
this particular improvement before the 
House. This improvement may bea very 
good one for all I know to the contrary. 
lam not prepared to fight the battle of 
the railway company ; it is not my busi- 
ness—but the question of Ludgate Hill 
station is not germane to the Bill, and I 
hope your Lordships will endorse the 
action of your Committee and reject this 
proposal. 


THE CHAIRMAN or COMMITTEES 
(The Earl of Mortey): My Lords, the 
A2 
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noble Lord is perfectly within his right in 
moving this Amendment on the Third 
Reading of the Bill, hut I hope the advice 
which has been given by the noble Earl 
who was Chairman of the Committee to 
whom the Bill was referred will be taken 
by your Lordships. In the first place, I 
would point out that it would be a novel 
thing to say that any works on a railway 
eompany—works of very great import- 
ance, which would have to be embodied 
in a Bill next year—should be completed 
to the satisfaction of an engineer ap- 
pointed by the President of the Institu- 
tion of Civil Engineers. That would be 
an entirely novel point, so far as I know, 
in the railway legislation of this country. 
The real objection to the Amendments 
seems to be-—I say nothing as to the 
merits of the noble Lord’s proposal—that 
the Bill has nothing whatever to do with 
Ludgate Hill station. What the House 
is asked to do is to prevent the company 
from executing any works of any kinds 
on any part of their line, which may be 
also a great public advantage, until a 
certain scheme, which must be very large 
and costly, for the improvement of 
Ludgate Hill station is completed to the 
satisfaction of some third person. Possibly 
my noble friend opposite may be per- 
fectly right, and Ludgate Hill station 
may be a very bad one, but I can hardly 
think the remedy suggested is one your 
Lordships will resort to on the Third 
Reading of the Bill. 


THe Eart or HARDWICKE: My 
Lords, in the absence of my noble friend 
the Secretary to the Board of Trade, I 
have been asked to say a few words with 
regard to the noble Lord’s Amendments. 
The noble Lord addressed a question to 
me on this subject a few weeks ago, and 
in reply I stated, on behalf of the Board 
of Trade, that it must be obvious that 
any adequate alteration to Ludgate Hill 
station would cost an enormous sum of 
money, and that a comprehensive scheme 
might necessitate an alteration of the 
viaduct over Ludgate Hill, which wonld 
be of doubtful advantage, and to which 
it was very questionable whether the 
Corporation of the City of London, 
whose cause the noble Lord champions, 
would agree. The noble Karl the Chair- 
man of the Select Committee has pointed 


out the extremely original principle 


which the noble Lord has introduced in his 
Amendments, and which amounts to this, | 


The Earl of Morley. 
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' that not only has the Bill to receive the 


Royal assent, but also the assent of an 
engineer appointed by the Royal Institu- 
tion of Civil Engineers. I think this 
startling proposition can hardly commend 
itself to your Lordships, and [ therefore 
trust that the Amendments will not be 
accepted. 


Lorp BURTON: My Lords, I desire 
to say a few words on this subject on 
behalf of the railway company. ‘The Bill 
before your Lordships, which has been 
sanctioned by the Select Committee, pro- 
poses to deal with certain small improve- 
ments and widenings on the company’s 
lines, supplementary to very large exten- 
sions and expenditure which have a’ready 
been made and incurred. It has nothing 
on earth to do with Ludgate Hill station, 
Among other things there is scheduled 
in this Bill a very important agreement 
with Messrs. Peek, Frean and Company, 
whose biscuit factory abuts on the line 
between London Bridge and New Cross, 
and by this agreement the company is 
proposing to spend an enormous sum of 
money in completing the widening of 
their line, which could not be adequately 
completed without this land. Were 
these Amendments to be accepted this 
important widening might be hung up 
for several years. The South Eastern and 
Chatham Railway Company have met 
representatives ot the City Corporation at 
Ludgate Hill, and have asked them to 
suggest any means by which the station 
might be improved. ‘Ihey nave expressed 
their willingness to do anything in their 
power to meet the views of the Corpora- 
tion, but the Corporation have been un- 
able to suggest any remedy. The facet 
is, nothing can be done to Ludgate Hill 
stition unless a Bill is brought in to 
acquire adjoining land, which would be 
very expensive, and to do which we should 
have to get the consent of the share- 
holders, who are already groaning under 
the weight of enormous expenditure for 
improvements, and we should probably 
meet with great opposition on the part of 
the owners of property. I hope your 
Lordships will not sanction the very un- 
usual and undesirable proposition put 
forward by the noble lord. 


Lorp MONKSWELL; My Lords, 
after the speech of the noble Earl the 
Chairman of Committees, it would be 
impossible for me to carry these Amend- 
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ments to a division, but I should like to 
say, with regard to the engineer, that 
this is not a vital part of my proposition, 
and that, if there is any objection to the 
engineer being called in, the City Corpora- 
tion would be perfectly willing to strike 
that portion out of the Amendments. I 
an sorry to hear the noble Earl the 
Chairman of Committees say that this is 
quite a novel proposition, and that when 
a company has been in default—and as to 
their being in default I think there is no 
question at all, for they have acknow- 
ledged it over and over again with regard 
to this station—Parliament is never to 
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10 
Bill, dis- 


Regulation Pall, 


Committee to consider the 


charged. 

ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 10) BILL. [H.1.]. 
WATER ORDERS CONFIRMATION 
(No. 1.) BILL. [H.1.]. 

Read 2' (according to order). 
MILITARY LANDS PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS BILL. 


Brought from the Commons—read 1’ ; 
to be printed; and referred to the Ex- 
aminers. (No. 76.) 


put the company under any conditions, | 


except where the particular 
happens to come within the purview of 
the Bill. I had hoped that the precedent 
in another place would be followed in 
this House with regard to railway com- 
panies that are indefault. I can only say 
that I hope very much that the City 
Corporation and the railway company may 
be able to come to terms, and I am glad 
to hear that at all events the remon- 
strances of the City of London have at 
last been treated with respect. 


Amendments, by leave of the House, 
withdrawn. 


Bill passed and sent to the Commons. 
BURGESS HILL WATER BILL. 


DUBLIN ST. JAMES’ GATE BREWERY 
TRAMWAYS BILL. 


GREAT CENTRAL RAILWAY BILL. 


HULL, BARNSLEY, AND WEST RIDING 
JUNCTION RAILWAY AND DOCK BILL, 


ILKESTON AND HEANOR WATER 
BOARD BILL. 
LONDON COUNTY COUNCIL (SPITAL.- | 


FIELDS MARKET) 
NORTH 


BILL. 
RAILWAY BILL. 
NORTIL EASTERN RAILWAY BILL: 


SHANNON WATER AND ELECTRIC 
POWER BILL. 


TENDRING HUNDRED WATER BILL, 
WEST SURREY WATER BILL. 
Brought from the Commons; read 1¢ ; 
and referred to the Examiners. 


BRITISH 


CORPORATION WATER 
BILL [H.1.}. 
The order made on the 28th of March 


ast appointing certain Lords the Select | 


STOCKPORT 


station | 


REPORTS, ETC. 
INDUSTRIAL PROPERTY AND 
MERCHANDISE MARKS. 

Papers and correspondence relative to 
the recent meeting at Brussels, of the 
' adjourned conference of the union for the 
protection of industrial property (in con- 
tinuation of C.-9014 of 1898). Presented 
(by command), and ordered to lie on the 
Table. 


RETURNS, 


LUNACY. 

Report to the Lord Chancellor of the 
number of visits made, patients seen, and 
miles travelled by the Visitors of Lunatics, 
pursuant to the Lunacy Act, 1890, be- 
tween Ist October, 1900, and 31st March, 
1901. 


GAS COMPANIES (METROPOLIS). 

Accounts of the Metropolitan Gas 
Companies for the year 1900. 

Laid before the House (pursuant to 
Act), and ordered to lie on the Table. 

PRISONS (SCOTLAND) BILE [H.1.]. 

Reported from the Standing Com- 


| mittee with an Amendment: The Report 


thereof to be received on Friday next ; 
and Bill to be printed as amended. (No. 
74.) 


MARRIAGES LEGALISATION BILL 
[HLL]. 

Reported from the Standing Com- 
mittee with an Amendment: The Report 
thereof to be received on Friday next. 
ETC., WORKS REGULATION 

BILL [H.L.]. 


Reported from the Standing Com- 
mittee with Amendments; The Report 


ALKALI, 
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and Bill to be printed as amended. (No. 


75.) 


MILITARY INSTRUCTION (SCHOOLS 
AND CADETS) BILL. 
Order of the Day for the House to be 
in Committee ; Read. 


*Viscount FRANKFORT pe MONT- 
MORENCY : My Lords, | do not propose 
to ask the House to go into Committee 
on this Bill this afternoon, and I should 
like to express my deep regret if I have 
caused any inconvenience to noble Lords 
by not giving an earlier intimation of 
the postponement. 


Order discharged. 


LICENSING BOARDS BILL. 
Order of the Day for the Second 
Reading read. 


THe Earn or CAMPERDOWN: My 
Lords, the Bill to which I am going to 
ask your Lordships to give a Second 
Reading proposes to alter the licensing 
system in one point only, but in a very 
important point. It proposes to create 
a new licensing board and a new court 
of licensing appeal. The Bill does not 
propose in any way to alter the laws of 
licensing. It proceeds on the under- 
standing that these new courts, if they 
are substituted for the present courts, 
will administer the licensing laws as 
they may stand from time to time. 
It may seem to your Lordships that it is 
a small thing to introduce a Bill dealing 
with one point, and with one point 
only, but the constitution of the 
licensing board is so important, and 
opens the field to so much discussion, 
that I think it is very desirable to deal 
with this matter, even if it is not possible 
to deal with any other points in the 
licensing system. Many licensing Bills, 
whether put forward by Government or 
by private individuals, have failed because 
of the many subjects—the many con- 
tentious subjects—which they contained, 
and it appears to me, if we can get rid 
from any future licensing Bill of this 
defect, we stand some chance of passing 
it. I venture to submit to your Lord- 
ships that it is desirable that on our 
licensing boards there should he some 
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degree of popular representation. I do 
not wish to discuss at length the past 
administration by the existing licensing 
boards, but if your Lordships care to 
read the proceedings that took place 
before the Licensing Commission which 
recently reported, you will see that in 
the opinion of a great majority of 
persons some change is required ; and 
it is, I believe, the universal opinion of all 
the Commissioners that in some form or 
other popular representation should he 
conceded. I am not one of those who 
are in favour of anything in the nature 
of a Permissive Bill, a Local Veto Bill, or 
measures of that kind, but, if it is the 
intention of Parliament to resist measures 
of that description, Parliament must 
provide in some degree for a certain 
amount of popular representation. 

I think I may appeal in this matter 
to the present Government, because in 
their Bill of 1888 they conceded popular 
representation to a much larger degree 
than I am asking your Lordships this 
afternoon to concede it. Under the 
| Government's Bill of 1888, the licensing 

boards were to be appointed solely by 
the town councils and the county 
councils. The proposal in this Bill 
does not go nearly so far ; it introduces 
the principle of popular representation 
indirectly, and that to a very limited 
extent. I am glad to see that my noble 
friend Lord Windsor, who also has a 
Bill down for Second Reading this 
afternoon, which may appear, at first 
sight. to conflict in some degree with 
this Bill, concedes the principle of popular 
representation, and that our only differ- 
ence, so far as the licensing boards are 
concerned, is limited to the amount of 
popular representation which shall be 
given. I think I may now proceed, 
very briefly, to explain to your Lord- 
ships the provisions of the Bill. It 
proposes that there shall be established 
in every licensing district a licensing 
board, consisting of such number of 
members as may be fixed in each case by 
a Secretary of State, of whom one half 
shall be justices and the other half shall 
(where the district is a petty sessional 
division of a county) be members of 
‘the county council, and (where the 
district is a borough having separate 
licensing jurisdiction) be members of 
the borough council. In each case the 
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menbers are to be chosen from the 
justices of the district and from the 
county council itself. They are to be 
elected for three years. The remaining 
provisions of the first clause relate to the 
mode in which they shall be elected. Per- 
haps | may say a word here, with the 
permission of the House, with regard 
to the difference between my proposal 
and that of my noble friend Lord Windsor. 
My proposal is that one half of the 
licensing authority shall be composed of 
justices, and one half nominated by the 
county council. Lord Windsor’s pro- 
posal is that two-thirds shall be nomi- 
nated by the justices and one third by 
the county council, so that the only 
difference between us is one of degree, 
which is a matter that can be easily 
considered by your Lordships in Com- 
mittee. 

The second proposal of the Bill is to 
establish for every licensing district a 
board of licensing appeal, which shall 
consist of the members of the licensing 
board, together with such number ot 
additional members as may be fixed 
in each case by a Secretary of State, 
so that such number shall in every 
case exceed the number of members of 
the licensing board. The object of that 
proposal is that, when there is an appeal 
against the decision of a licensing board, 
the members of the licensing board, who 
presumably have knowledge of the facts 
and who possibly may be divided on 
the question, shall all be present, but 
that, besides them, there shall be a 
number larger than themselves nomi- 
nated by the justices and by the county 
council in the same way, the number 
being fixed by a Secretary of State. 
With regard to that matter there is a con- 
siderable difference of opinion between 
my noble friend Lord Windsor and myself. 
My noble friend proposes that the court 
of appeal shall be drawn from the justices, 
either of the county or of the borough, 
as the case may be, and shall be composed 
exclusively of justices. When we come 
to that point, if we ever do come to it, 
I shall be prepared to argue it. Clause 3 
proposes that all the powers and duties 
of the licensing justices with respect to 
the granting and transferring of licenses 
shall be transferred to and exercised 
by the licensing board ; and that all the 
powers and duties of the existing authori- 
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ties for confirming the new licences, 
and all the powers and duties of quarter 
sessions with respect to appeals from 
refusals to renew or transfer licences, 
shall be transferred to and exercised by the 
board of licensing appeal. I should like 
to say one word with regard to the 
‘court of licensing appeal, and | wish to 
speak specially with reference to the 
position of the boroughs in this matter. 
‘As your Lordships know, when there 
is an appeal from the licensing authority 
in a borough it is not referred, as in the 
case of a county, to the quarter sessions 
to which the licensing body belongs, 
but it is taken away, so to speak, from 
the borough and transferred to the 
justices of the county in which the 
borough is situate. The justices of the 
‘county have, of course, nothing to do 
with, and cannot be supposed to have 
any special knowledge of, the circum- 
stances in connection with licences in a 
borough, andtherefore the large boroughs 
have resented—I think very naturally— 
the provisions of the existing law. With 
that both I and my noble friend opposite 
propose to deal, though we propose to 
deal with it in different ways. The 
only other clause to which I need call 
your Lordships’ attention is Clause 5, 


which provides that every licensing 
board and every board of licensing 


‘appeal shall appoint a clerk, provided 
that the persons, being at the commence- 
‘ment of this Act clerks to the justices 
or clerks of the peace, shall, so long as 
qualified for the offices aforesaid, be 
the clerks of the licensing boards and 
boards of licensing appeal. Clause 6 
applies to the City of London, in which 
the circumstances are peculiar, and 
therefore have to be dealt with by a 
separate enactment. 
| think I have given your Lordships 
a complete explanation of the provisions 
of the Bill, and I only wish, in conclusion, 
to say a word with regard to the objec- 
tions which may very likely he taken to 
it. I may be told that this is a small Bill 
—that it is a very partial Bill. As I have 
already pointed out, I consider that if 
your Lordships decide to deal with and 
settle the constitution of the licensing 
authority and the court of appeal, you will 
| have taken a very great and important 
| step in advance. ‘The Bill may be objected 
to on the ground that this is hardly a 
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matter for a private Peer to deal with. 
In that connection I have only to refer 
to the invitation which we received from 
the noble Marquess the Prime Minister, 
who reminded us that legislation was not 
solely the property of the Government, 
and that it was open to anyone who took 
an interest in the matter to themselves 
I believe that a great 
many persons are very much in earnest 
. is dealt with, it will be necessary to deal 
Speaking for myself, 1 do not wish te 


bring in a Bill. 
on this question of licensing reform 


introduce any revolutionary procedur 


or do an injustice to anyone, but, on the 
other hand, I regard this as the most 
important social question at the present 
»| may be, they have looked at things from 
I think it is incumbent upon Parliament 
have 


time, and, so far as my own opinion goes 


to attempt to deal with it. I 


reason to think that this is the opinion 
, where there was some complaint of the 
independent 
Your Lord- 
recent 

and 
in which the Government has opposed 
itself to the measure which was before 
the House, in spite of the large number 
’ deliberately supersedes the authority 
are in the House, the majorities in favour 
of the Government have been very small 
With these words I commit the 
Bill to your Lordships’ consideration, 
and I venture to hope that you will give 


of a great number of your Lordships 
and particularly of the 
Members of the House. 
ships will remember that in 
divisions regarding this matter, 


of official votes which there necessarily 


indeed. 


it a second Reading. 


Moved, that the Bill be now read 24.— 


(Earl of Camperdown.) 


Lorp BELPER: My Lords, my noble 
Second Reading 
said that it is a 


friend, in moving the 
of the Bill, has rightly 
small measure and only deals with certain 
points in the licensing question. 
those points, as he has also remarked, 
are of the utmost importance. The Bill 
deals with a very delicate and difficult 
question—a question which has given 
rise to the greatest differences of opinion, 
and which, even on the Commission itself, 
was treited in different ways by the two 
parties into which that Commission 
divided itself. I am not going to com- 


plain of the Bill because it is too small , 


in itself. 


to bring to the notice of your lordships | 


is that this question of altering the 
authority for licensing is mixed up with 


The Earl of Camperdown. 


{LORDS} 


But 


The point which I should like | 
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far larger and even more important 
questions of licensing reform, and that 
it is very difficult, with any fairness, to 
deal with this question without in some 
way also bringing in provisions to deal 
with those questions. The Secretary of 
State for the Home Department has 
asked me to express his view, and my 
right hon. friend is of opinion that if the 
constitution of the licensing authorities 


» also with the question of compensation 
‘| for license-holders. Undoubtedly at the 
present time the magistrates exercise 
their jurisdiction to a large extent in a 
judicial way. Whatever their powers 


an equitable point of view, and in the 
> large majority of cases they have declined 
to confiscate licences except in cases 


way in which the houses were managed. 
I do not mean for a moment to say that 
if you alter this authority you would 
necessarily place a less corapetent body 
in their place. That, of course, may be 
argued on the one side or the other ; but 
it certainly is the case that if Parliament 


which now exists, avowedly on the 
ground that it is not giving satisfaction 
to the bulk of the people, the new autho- 
rity will, at all events, and very properly, 
feel that they are entitled to act with 
much more freedom with regard to 
this matter than the old licensing autho- 
rity. Even supposing that the authority 
| proposed by my noble friend is one which 
would have the confidence of the country 
and would act in a fair and impartial 
manner, I think it cannot be denied that, 
after a deliberate change. the new autho- 
rity will feel that they are entitled to act 
with a much freer hand, and take into 
consideration points that are not now 
dealt with by the magistrates acting 
in a judicial capacity. Under these 
circumstances the Secretary of State 
does not think that it would be fair er 
desirable to pass any measure through 
Parliament unless it contained provisions 
dealing with other and more important 
questions than that of the licensing 
authorities. I do not think, therefore, 
that it is necessary for me to say much 
' about the provisions of the Bill. 
| The noble Lord who moved the Second 


| Reading of the Bill has referred to the 
| 








17 
fact 
even 
prop 
in 1 
coun 
the - 
reme 
one, 
quest 
maki 
sing 
at all 
positi 
shoul 
owin; 
auth 
to ex 
opinit 
count 
for e 
or ni 
count 
with 
the 
quite 
counc 
The ¢ 
very 
Men 
since 
it wil 
their 
greatl 
licensi 
coune 
two | 
licensi 
moder 
saerifi 
than 
TI mus 
point 
poses 
power 
to the 
fore it 
so far 
contro 
on th 
were 
wishes 
in wh 
contro 
ferent 
With r 
the pr 
licensit 
what s 








16 


tant 
that 
8, to 
ome 
deal 
Vv of 
has 
my 
' the 
‘ities 
de:] 
tion 
the 
reise 
in a 
Wers 
rom 
the 
ined 
ases 
the 
ced, 
that 
vuld 
ody 
be 
but 
ent 
rity 
the 
rion 
sho- 
rly, 
rith 

to 
ho- 
rity 
ich 
try 
tial 
iat, 
ho- 
act 
nto 
ow 
ing 
ese 


ate 











17 Licensing 


fact that the Secretary of State gave an 
even larger popular control than this Bill 
proposes in the Bill which he introduced 
in 1888, when he proposed that the 
county council should itself appoint 
the licensing authority ; but he must 
remember that that Bill was a very large 
one, and one which dealt with the other 
questions to which I have referred. In 
making this radical change in the licen- 
sing authority the Secretary of State 
at all events made provision so that the 
position and status of the license-holders 
should not be changed for the worse 
owing to the alteration in the licensing 
authority. Perhaps I may be allowed 
to express my own opinion, and my own 
opinion only, on the point whether the 
county council would be a good authority 
for electing part of the licensing board 
or not. IL deprecate very much the 
county councils having any connection 
with licensing affairs. The Bill which 
the Home Secretary introduced was 
quite at the beginning of the county 
councils, and before they had started. 
The county councils have been working 
very smoothly for a number of years. 
Men of the largest experience have 
since sat on these councils, and I think 
it will be admitted that they are doing 
their administrative work very well. | 
greatly fear that, if they were also the 
licensing authorities, a large number of the 
councils would be made the arena for the 
two extreme parties with regard to 
licensing matters, with the result that 
moderate men would prefer rather to 
sacrifice their seats on the county council 
than give distinct pledges to either party. 
I must say I was rather struck by one 
point in this Bill. My noble friend pro- 
poses to give the county council absolute 
power to elect any member of their body 
to these licensing authorities, and, there- 
fore it might be perfectly possible that. 
so far from giving more direct local 
contro! than at present, they might elect 
on the licensing body gentlemen who 
were totally unacquainted with the 
wishes or requirements of the district 
in which they were to exercise local 
control—men who might live in a dif- 
ferent part of the county altogether. 
With regard to another point in the Bill— 
the proposal as to setting up a board of 
licensing appeal—I must say I am some- 
what surprised that the scheme of the 
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Bill should be considered a satisfactory 
court of appeal. I wish to speak with 
all respect of the proposal, because I am 
aware that it is the proposal of the mem- 
bers who constitute the minority of the 
Royal Commission. But what is the 
proposal? It is that the county council 
or the borough council should elect a 
certain number of members who, with 
others, would not only sit as a licensing 
board, but, with certain modifications, as 
an appeal court as well. ‘Then they are to 
add a number of other gentlemen ap- 
pointed in the same way. It is perfectly 
obvious that the most competent members, 
and those who take the greatest interest 
in this question, will elect to sit on this 
licensing board, because they will not 
only adjudicate at the original hearing of 
the ease, but also sit on the court of 
appeal. 


THe Kart or CAMPERDOWN : They 
cannot elect to sit; they have to be 
nominated. 


Lord BELPER: Nominated by the 
county council. I am perfectly aware of 
that; but the county council will have the 
same considerations in view in appointing 
them, and would very probably, if it was 
the wish of those members to sit, appoint 
the most influential and most competent 
on that body. You are going to add a 
number of members appointed in the 
same way, and taken from the same body, 
with no more judicial experience than 
the gentlemen who have already been 
elected, and who would bring no new light 
to bear on the ease. The result would be 
that you would water down your original 
licensing board, and your court of appeal, 
instead of being stronger, would be, except 
numerically,a weaker bodythan the licens- 
ing board which had already given its 
decision. I would respectfully ask whether 
such an appeal court would give confi- 
dence to the public, and whether it would 
be a real and satisfactory appeal court 
in any sense of the term. I do not wish 
to say anything more upon the details of 
the Bill. I notice with some surprise 
that the noble Lord. who is a great autho- 
rity on Seottish local government, does 
not apply the provisions of this Bill to 
Scotland. 

Fart CAMPERDOWN: I should 
think not. 
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Lorpb BELPER: He does not apply 


{LORDS} 


the provisions of the Bill to Scotland, | 
although the Bill contains precisely those | 


recommendations which the minority 
Commissioners 
land. 


recommended for Scot- | 
I do not know what may be his | 


reason for that, except, perhaps, that he | 
prefers, when an experiment is_ being | 


tried, that it should be made south of the 
Tweed. 
and because the Bill in itself would not, 
if passed, be a permanent or satisfactory 
solution of the question, the Government 
are not able to give their assent to the 
Second Reading. 


*LorD WINDSOR : My Lords, as I have 
a Billonthe Paper, part of it dealing with 
this subject, | should like to say a word as 
to the course I propose to take. In the 
first place, I was glad to hear from the 
noble Lord who represents the Home 
Office that one of the chief objections he 
has to the Bill now before the House is that 
it does not deal also with other very im- 
portant questions which are involved. | 
heard that statement with some satis- 
faction, because the Bill standing in my 
name is more comprehensive, and does 
deal with someof the othermatters referred 
to. At the same time, | must inform the 
House that I gave private notice to the 
noble Lord and to the Home Office that I 
did not think it would be convenient for 
me to bringon a discussion on my wider 
Bil! after this discussion had taken place 
this afternoon, and so | am afraid I shall 
not have an opportunity to-day of asking 
the noble Lord what his objections are to 
my Bill, if he has any. I have no inten- 
tion whatever of opposing the Bill before 
the House, or of voting against it. In 
the first place, I agree with my noble 
friend to a great extent in the objects 
which he has in view. Although there 
were in the Majority Report and the 
Minority Report of the Royal Commission 
considerable differences in many _parti- 
culars with regard to the reconstitution 
of the licensing authority, there are many 
points of agreement, and it is quite true, 
as the noble Earl pointed out, that the 


principle of having the county council | 
represented on the licensing board was | 
It is not | 


recommended by both Reports. 
unnatural that. personally, 1 
the form in which it 


prefer 


is recommended | 


For the reasons I have stated, | 
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of those who signed that Report. It is with 
regard to that court of appeal that I have 
my greatest difference with my noblefriend. 
There was certainly very strong evidence 
before the Royal Commission that the 
appeal to quarter sessions from the large 
towns was open to very great objection, 
and I entirely concur with him in his 
desire to give acourt of appealtothecounty 
boroughs. I agree that they should have 
a board of licensing appeal of their own, 
and should not be compelled to come to 
the county quarter sessions. But | have 
an objection, similar to that expressed by 
the noble Lord on behalf of the Govern- 
ment, to the original licensing authority 
being part of the court of appeal. I believe 
that a better tribunal would be a selected 
body of county and (where the borough 
is one having separate licensing juris- 
diction) borough justices for the county, 
and a selected number of borough justices, 
with the Recorder sitting as chairman, 
for the county boroughs. Like the noble 
Lord who spoke on behalf of the Govern- 
ment, I should like to see this question 
of the licensing authority determined, in 
conjunction with some wider reforms, and 
I venture to think that if the question of 
compensation can be dealt with now, the 
duties of the new court of appeal would 
be so much more strictly defined, and 
would, I think, be more strictly judicial 
than they are now. In that case | believe 
that an appeal court such as was suggested 
by the Majority Report of the Commission 
would be the best tribunal to hear appeals, 
and that it would be better that it should 
not have the strong local element of the 
court of first instance as part of the court 
of appeal. I agree with my noble friend 
with regard to the question of the county 
council having some part in the consti- 
tution of the licensing board of ‘first 
instance, and it is for Parliament to decide 
whether the proportion he has proposed 
or the proportion I have proposed is the 
best, if such a Bill were passed. I think 
that the objections to the appeal from 
petty sessions to quarter sessions—objec- 
tions that I know have been raised— 
would disappear if there was a properly 
selected appeal court from the justices 
which was not liable to be swamped by the 
whole of the county justices. As I have 
said, I do not intend to oppose in any way 
the Second Reading of this Bill. but if the 


by the Majority Report. because I was me; Bill passes its present stage | shall move 
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Amendments, which I hope will bring it | 

. . . | 
more into conformity with what I have 
suggested. 


*ViscountT PEEL: My Lords, I hope 
your Lordships will give favourable con- 
sideration to this very moderate and 
tentative Bill. In default of a larger 
Bill, of which I have not much hope, I 
think the noble Earl has succeeded in 
dealing with a point of subordinate but of | 
very great importance ; because, what- | 
ever be the state of the law, you must 
have somebody to administer it. I do 
not think you could begin better than by | 
altering the constitution of your ad- | 
ministrative bodies, whether they are 
the court of first instance or the 
court of appeal. I think the noble 
Lord who spoke for the Government 
has confused between the adminis- | 
trative and judicial functions of the | 
licensing authorities. The licensing 
authorities are in no way a judicial body 
—certainly not the court of first instance. 
They are simply there in an administra- | 
tive capacity, and, without casting any 
slur upon those who administer the 
present law, I am certain that in many | 
cases they would be only too glad to have | 
seated by their side men who were selec- 
ted in some form or other as representa- 
tive of the people, and who would be able 
to inform the magistrates, as they cannot 
under the present system be informed, 
what is the state of public opinion in a 
particular district, and what is the | 
general feeling as to the planting of a 
new public-house or the surrender, say, of 
ten rotten beerhouses in one part of the 
town for a gigantic gin-palace in another 
part of the town. I think the public 
have a right to be taken more into 
account, and, though we are not asking 
for a measure of local option, I think 
that if you will admit now the elective 
principle you will be going far to allay 
the strong feeling of dissatisfaction which 
exists against those who are trying to 
administer the law to the best of their 
ability. I do not say that by so doing 
you will stave off the time, for I believe 
that time is coming, but you will at all 
events defer the time when the public 
will insist on some more right than they 
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have now of saying what the number 
of public-houses should be and where 
they should be placed. 

Tam very glad, indeed that my noble 


| 
| 
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friend Lord Windsor is not going to 
oppose this Bill, for he represents on this 
occasion the majority report, while I only 
represent the minority report. The noble 
Lord who spoke on behalf of the Govern- 
ment said that my noble friend did not 
propose to extend the provisions of the Bill 
to Scotland, but you have already got the 
elective principle in the boroughs in 
Scotland. The magistrates there who 
deal with licensing are elected in the 
boroughs by the town councils. Here 
our justices, by the nature of the case, 
represent nobody, and if you admit 
this elective principle you will do some- 
thing to satisfy a complaint which | 
believe is very much growing. If you 
admit this principle as to the court of 
first instance, I hope it will not stop there, 
but becarried onto the court of appeal, for 
I can conceive nothing more anomalous 
than that you should introduce the 
elective principle into the court of first 
instance, and exclude it from the court of 
appeal. I hope I may say we are all 
agreed as to the impossibility of allowing 
the present form of appeal to quarter 
sessions to continue. I feel very strongly, 
whatever may be the nature of the Bill 
which the Government are to introduce 
this session, that the administration of 
the licensing laws requires drastic remedy, 
and I hope, as a first step, your Lordships 
will give a Second Reading to this Bill. 


*Lorp NORTON: My Lords, this Bill 
deals with only a small part of a very 
important subject. Who should be the 
licensing authority is, of course, an im- 
portant point, but the question is whether 
any body is fit or even able to be a licens- 
ing authority so as tosay what number 
of licences should be issued in any 
locality. I think that of all licensing 
authorities the magistrates are the best, 
and that any attempt to alter them by 
an infusion of elements from other 
bodies, especially of popular election, 
would to a very great extent damage 
their usefulness. The abuse which is 
alleged is that too many licences have 
been issued. I maintain that the only 
way in which the number of licences 
properly wanted anywhere can be deter- 
mined is by the legitimate opera- 
tion of demand and supply. In 
the matter of drink the demand is 
specially liable to mischief and excess. 
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Intoxicating liquors are only intoxicating 
to blockheads who don’t know how 
to use them, but there are many 
such. The great mistake that has been 
made in dealing with this question is 
that we have always tried to deal with 


the use of alcoholic liquors instead of | 


their abuse. So long as we try to deter- 
mine how many shops are wanted or how 


many miles a man shall walk on Sunday in | 


order to get drink, so long we shall be 
going on wrong lines. 
liarity of this trade there must be some 
formof licence guaranteeingcharacterand 
fitness for its conduct ; but for anybody 
tosay how many licences are wanted is a 
folly which can only lead to worse con- 
fusion. 
worse by passing this Bill. 


*Eart SPENCER: My Lords, I am 
not going to follow the noble Lord who 
has just spoken in the discussion of the 
general question as to the use or abuse of 
liquor, but I wish to say a word with 
regard to what fell from the noble Lord 
who represents the Home Office. The 
noble Lord complained that this was a 
small Bill. 


Lord BELPER: 1 did not compiain 
of its being a small Bill. 


*Eart SPENCER: The nobie Lord 
stated that it would not be right or wise 
to pass this Bill with regard to licensing 
without joining with it the question of 
compensation. 1 entirely differ from the 
noble Lord on this matter. I agree 
with what fell from the noble Viscount 
who was chairman of the Commission. 
I think it is of the utmost importance 
that Parliament should begin to deal 
with this great question, and in dealing 
with the subject of licensing we shall be 
making a safe step towards its settlement. 
We are now dealing with the question 
piecemeal. We have the Bill of my 
noble friend Lord Camperdown, there 
is Lord Windsor’s Bill, and we have 
several Bills standing in the name of the 
right rev. Prelate the Bishop of Win- 


chester. A large measure introduced 
by His Majesty’s Government—who, 


with their large majority and with the 
report of the Commission they them- 
selves appointed, could deal compre- 
hensively with the question—would be 
hailed with satisfaction. But the Govern- 


Lord Norton. 


‘LORDS} 


From the pecu- | 


We should only make matters 
| 


| the sale of intoxicating liquors. 
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ment decline to take that course, and 
therefore it is necessary that those who 
feel strongly on the matter should them- 
selves propose measures. [ rather think 
the noble Marquis opposite invited indi- 
viduals, in preference to the Govern- 
ment, to deal with this matter. As to 
the necessity of joining this Bill with 
compensation, the noble Lord who repre- 
sents the Home Office said that he did 
not think it was fair to throw this power 
on this new body without giving them 
new directions. He seemed to think they 
might go beyond the actual present law ; 
but the bodies that my noble friend 
represents will be bound to act within 
the law, and cannot goa step beyond that. 


I would like to remind the House that 
there is a very important body—the 
largest county council in England— 
which already deals in a great measure 
with the liquor traffic. The County 
Council of London deals with many 
places of recreation and amusement in 
London, and in dealing with them they 
have very large powers with regard to 
I know 
there was a discussionat one timeas to how 
the London County Council performed 
their duties, but I believe that now the 
County Council have given great. satis- 
faction by the way in which they have 
dischargedthem. The noble Lord seemed 
to be sorry that this question should be 
brought into elections in connection with 
county councils. It has already been 
brought into county council matters in 
London, and though it may have affected 
the elections to some extent, it has not 
done so to a great extent. I always 
stand up to defend County Councils and 
prevent their having put upon them duties 
which would throw them as it were out of 
gear, and bring a great deal of argu- 
mentative discussion before them. But I 
certainly do not feel that the mere fact 
of electing these two bodies--the licensing 
authorities and the court of appeal— 
from the county council would have any 
pernicious effect upon them. I associate 
myself entirely with what my noble 
friend Lord Peel has said, and I venture 


‘to think that the introduction of the 


elective element into these courts will not 
only allay a great deal of dissatisfaction 
that now exists, but that it will materially 
| strengthen those bodies. No one who 


has had experience of county bodies will 
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hesitate to say that the powers which 
were in the hands of quarter sessions, and 
which I always say were carefully used, 
are now exercised with much more vigour 
and confidence, and receive the support 
of the county at large to a greatly in- 
creased extent owing to the elected 
element. I believe these licensing bodies 
would in that respect resemble other 
bodies. If my noble friend proceeds toa 
division | shall certainly feel it my duty 
to support him. 


*Lorp HENEAGE: My 
should like to call the attention of your 
Lordships to the fact that this is the first 
occasion, in the debates that we have had 
on licensing questions this year, that no 
mention has been made of a Government 
Bill. On two- occasions we were told 
that the Government could not accept 
private Members’ Bills, because they were 
going to introduce one of their own. 
But now we have a message from the 
Home Office in which this bill has been 
strongly objected to as too small a 
measure, but not a word has been said 
about any licensing legislation by the 
Government. This absence of licensing 
legislation is becoming a scandal. When 
the Bishop of Winchester brought tor- 
ward his resolution last year the noble 
Marquess invited him, it he had any 
recommendations to make on the 
various subjects on which he touched, 
to bring in a Bill, and had invited 
private Members to do so. It is 
already nearly two years since the Royal 
Commission reported, and the Govern- 
ment have had plenty of time in which 
to digest the Report. At any rate, the 
Report has been thoroughly digested in 
the country, and resolutions have been 
passed by quarter sessions and other 
bodies urging the Government to take 
immediate action in regird to those 
recommendations on which the Royal 
Commission were unanimous. But 
the Government have done nothing. 
| think it is the duty of everyone 
interested in the subject to support 
any measure dealing with the ques- 
tion —that is to say, so far as the 
principle is concerned—on the Second 
teading, and thus show the Government 
their desire for legislation. I took part 
in opposing the Local Veto Bill in another 
place, and I recollect that our leaders 
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said at the time that they did not object 
to legislation, but desired to legislate in 
an equitable manner. ‘Lhis was one ot 
the test questions at the election of 1895, 
and there was not a Unionist candidate 
at that time who was not pledged to deal 
with the question in an equitable manner. 
Since then the Government have ap- 
pointed a Royal Commission, and that 
Commission has reported, but no legisla- 
tion has been introduced by the Govern- 
ment, who either throw cold water 
or obstruct all Bills brought in by 
private Members, and at the same time 
tell us that they take no interest whatever 
in the question. 


THe PRIME MINISTER ann LORD 
PRIVY SEAL (The Marquess of SALIs- 
BURY): My Lords, I wish to correct 
what has been said, that 1 asked private 
Members to bring in Bills. I do not 
remember ever having made so indiscreet 
a request. 


Lorp HENEAGE: When the Bishop 
ot Winchester’s Bill was before the House 
the noble Marquess made a request for 


ills. 


THE Marquess oF SALISBURY: To 
bring in “a” Bill. That is a very 
different matter ; but to exhort private 
Members generally to bring in Bills is an 
amount of indiscretion of which I have 
The noble Lord repre- 
remarkable type of 
opinion that I have yet heard. He does 
not want any particular measure ;_ he is 
not enthusiastic for any particular cause ; 
all he wants is that some Bill shall be 
brought in,and he promises it his support. 


Lorp HENEAGE: On the recom- 
mendations of the Royal Commission. 


Tue Marovess or SALISBURY: He 
did not say the recommendations of the 
Royal Commission. I entirely demur 
to the doctrine of ministerial duty which 
the noble Lord and others have laid down. 
When we are of opinion that certain 
measures are for the public benefit, it is 
no doubt our duty to introduce them 
and recommend them to the House. 
But. when we have come to no conclusion 
of that sort with reference to this par- 
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ticular subject, that it should be neverthe- 


less our duty to introduce some sort 
of measure that might satisfy the vague 
and blind desire that some measure shall 
be passed—that I can never admit to be 
part of the duty of His Majesty's Govern- 
ment. I should have thought that 
nobody, looking over the history of the 
last thirty years, would need to be con- 
vinced that this is a matter of the 
extremest difficulty. Even when we 
appointed a Commission consisting of 
most distinguished persons who knew 
most about the matter, they were not 
able to refrain from the most active 
measures of mutual antagonism in their 
effort to come to a conclusion. I shall 
not attempt, when the Government has 
not indicated the policy which they 
intend to recommend to Parliament, to 
forestall the decisions which the Govern- 
ment or either House of Parliament may 
come to. | repudiate as the most 
dangerous of all fallacies the idea that it 
is the business of the Government to 
legislate on the matter when the Govern- 
ment have not stated that any particular 
measure is in their judgment one that 
requires the sanction of Parliament. | 
have my own strong opinion upon this 
subject ; but the matter is not now a 
Government question, and I do not feel 
that I am at all justified in attempting to 
represent the opinion of my colleagues 
about it. My own opinion is that we 
have wandered too far from the doctrine 
of free trade, and we have attempted 
too much the functions of a paternal 
Government. We have found, conse- 
quently, all the difficulties which usually 
fall as an obstacle in the way of a paternal 
Government. We have not the force to 
carry out that which some of us desire, 
and we cannot avoid the necessary differ- 
ences of opinion which arise from any 
attempt to hammer out a scheme of 
policy by simply listening to the criticisms 
and conflicting recommendations that 
are made. 

We have to deal not only with private 
interests, which on any equitable system 
require the most careful consideration ; 
but we have to deal with that inability 
which any Government, and especially 
such a Government as ours, finds in 
attempting to impose upon the people 
a matter so entirely within their own 
judgment and within the guidance of 

The Marquess of Salisbury. 
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their own knowledge as the course that 
they shall pursue in satisfying their own 
individual tastes. We are stepping out 
of that which ought to be the wisely 
restricted sphere of Government action. 
We have before us a great example. We 
know that the class with which we our- 
selves are most familiar 100 or 200 years 
ago were as deeply affected by this evil 
which you lament now as any of the 
lower class at the present day may be. 
We know that it was not by the attempt 
to set up paternal government—it was 
not by an attempt to substitute in that 
particular matter our judgment for that 
of the people themselves—but by allowing 
the gradual growth of intelligence and 
education to guide them to make the 
choice which they can make and which 
we cannot, and by that wise liberty to 
obtain the freedom from this evil which 
no paternal Government can ever attain 
That is the example which we 
have before us. We see the use of the 
principle which we have applied in every 
other part of our policy. We see that, 
wherever it, has been tried, it has been 
brilliantly successful. On the other hand, 
we have been induced in the past by 
advisers, who, I think, were not wise, to 
take upon the shoulders of Parliament 
a responsibility which belongs to the 
individual and the community them- 
selves. Can anyone say we have been 
successful ! Will anyone say that we 
have any prospect of success? Are we 
not hindered by that hopeless conflict 
between divergent opinions and the 
interests, feelings, and prepossessions of 
the various members of the community ! 
The present state of the matter | 
believe to be this—that, with regard to 
the vast body of the people, the matter 
has not deeply attracted their attention, 
and they will not join us in any effort we 
may make. There are, on the other hand 
highly organised bodies—organised by 
ethical or religious opinion—who are 
trying to enforce the views they take- 
no doubt they are great and noble views 
—upon their neighbours. I have told 
you that the Government have expressed 
no opinion or determination on any 
policy. Neither positively or negatively 
am I authorised to pledge the Govern- 
ment in the matter. I merely wish to 
point out to you the numerous difficulties 
that lie in the path of this legislation, 
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and to call attention to the fact that | option—(The Marquess of SALIsBuRy : 


they arise because, in despite of the 
examples pointing in the other direction, 


you have chosen to desert those principles | 
of individual liberty which you have) 


followed in every other part of your) 


policy, and in place of it given your 


| 


Hear, hear.]|—he disdains either option, 
and casts contumely on the Report and 
reporters. Then the right reverend 
bench try their hand. They bring for- 
yard a resolution. The noble Marquess 


'says he does not care for a resolution. 


allegiance to practices and systems which | 
rather are imported from abroad than | 


generated in this free country, and which 
will never, | am fully convinced, so long 


as you are determined to adhere to your | 
' with distinguished laymen like my noble 


present views, thoroughly and satisfac- 
torily get rid in the mass of the people 
of this country of those evils which, in 
regard to the more educated portion of 


the people, the natural working of | 


intelligence and education has now for 
several generations satisfactorily disposed 
of. [earnestly exhort you in this matter 


rather to think of the guidance we have | 


received from experience and to distrust 
the exhortations which merely come from 
zeal, from philanthropy, and misguided 
attachment to theories which will not 
stund the tests of experience. 

OF 


THE EARL 


Lords, [ am quite sure, whatever our | 
opinions may be on the licensing ques- | 


tion, we are all unanimous on one point, 
which is our sincere pleasure and grati- 


fication at seeing the Prime Minister | 


of our debates 


restored to the arena 
in good health. Nor do I intervene 


for any length of time to discuss what 
he has said. It is weighty, as all is 
weighty coming from one in his position, 
and who has held that position for so 
many years. But I confess he fills me 
with a feeling of despair on this ques- 
tion. 


He seems to live in a hermitage | 


contemplating the history of two cen- | 
turies ago and the genial habits of our | 


forefathers. I give up the task. 
not think he goes quite so far in his 
genial views as does Lord Norton, be- 
hind him, whose views on all that con- 
duces to health and longevity are en- 
titled to the highest 


I do! 


| modern times. 
respect. It is} 


Abstract resolutions on a question of 
this kind, he says, are of no value. 
What he wants is a Bill. That is taken 


'as a happy hint by his ingenuous audi- 


'chester was dealing. | 


ROSEBERY: My | 


ence, and the fathers of the Church vie 


friend in submitting Bills for his approval. 
But no, that will not do either. “I do 
not want Bills,” says the noble Marquess, 
“T want a Bill.” That is a very difti- 
cult distinction to draw. 


THe Marquess oF SALISBURY: 
A Bill: with respect to the very limited 
subject with which the Bishop of Win- 
did not say 
that I wanted Bills ranging over the 
whole field of the licensing question. 


THe Eart or ROSEBERY: The 
noble Marquess wanted, then, a limited 
Bill, a strictly limited Bill. 


THe Marquess oF SALISBURY: On 
a certain subject. 


THe Earp or ROSEBERY: But 
then his own agent objects to the 
Bill of the noble Earl because it is too 
limited. He shows a leaning possibly 


ito the Bill of the noble Lord behind 


him, which we are to see another day, 
but which is of a little more expansive 
character. But what you come to is 
this—you will not have a Royal Com- 
mission, you will not have the Report of 
a Royal Commission, you will not have 
a resolution, you will not have a big 
Bill, you will not have a small Bill ; 
and that is the declaration of the head 
of the most powerful Government of 
I think that I am right 
in saying that I feel a certain sentiment 


impossible to catch the noble Marquess | of despair, perhaps of lethargy, creeping 


on this question. 
Commission. 


preliminary to legislation in this country. | question. 


You speak of a Royal | over me when I listen to the utterances 
That I know is the usual | of the noble Marquess in regard to this 


On a former occasion I re- 


The noble Marquess, with a struggle,| member, he said that, after all, this 
appoints a Royal Commission, and when | question was merely one of civil war 
it has reported—reported in a twofold| between those who have cellars and 


form, giving him the choice of either| those who have not. 


\ 


That was a dis- 
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heartening comparison, because cellars THe Marquess or SALISBURY: 


existed two centuries ago—in the times 
upon which the noble Marquess looks 
back with such lingering affection ; 
and if this is to be a question between 
those who have cellars and those who 
have not, it is clear that all legislation 
is impossible on this question. — | 
really do not know where I ami to find 
any consolation, because the noble 
Marquess says that he has no authority 
on behalf of his colleagues and no inspira- 
tion on his own behalf to communicate 
any determination on this subject to 
the House. I snatch one crumb of com- 
fort from a document of an authentic 
character, with which, I presume, the 
noble Marquess has not refreshed his 
memory—I mean the King’s Speech. 
In His Majesty's Speech we had a pro- 
mise, possibly a qualified promise, but 
still a promise—at any rate, we had a 
sentence—which did not indicate that 
rooted distrust of all legislation which 
has appeared in the speech of the noble 
Marquess. “ Legislation has been pre- 
pared "—now those words could not 
have been put in the Sovereign’s mouth 
if there was no authority from the 
Cabinet to deal with the question— 
“and if the time at your disposal should 
prove to be adequate, will be laid before 
you, for the prevention of drunkenness 
in licensed houses or public places.” 
How was that announcement made if 
the noble Marquess is opposed to all 
legislation and the Government had not 
made up their minds on the subject ? 
The legislation had been prepared in 
February, and we understood that. it 
had been the breathless anxiety of the 
Government to introduce this Bill at the 
earliest possible period. Where is this 
Bill which was prepared in the middle 
of February, and which was announced 
in the Speech from the Throne ? It must 
be somewhere. Presumably it was pre- 
pared in the Home I see no 
guilty consciousness of such a Bi!l creep- 
ing over the face of the noble Lord who 
represents the Home Office in this 
House ; and yet somewhere or other, in 
some pigeon-hole or in some pocket, 
that Bill must exist. And two questions 





Office. 


arise. Why is it, if that Bill was solemnly 
announced from the Throne in February, 
we are told that no legislation is to be 
expected now | 


The Earl of Rosebery. 


No legislation on the subject that has 
been raised by the noble Lord below the 
gangway. This question of dealing with, 
and possibly punishing, persons who are 
drunk in public places is an entirely sepa- 
rate question. Ithas been brought forward 
by the Bishop of Winchester with our 
approval, and I imagine that, when the 
time promises, our approval will be 
expressed in a somewhat more emphatic 
manner. 


THe Eart or ROSEBERY Then 
are we to understand that it was the 
Bishop ot Winchester’s Bill which was 
prepared and announced ! 


THe Marquess or SALISBURY : Very 
much the same. 


THe Ear or ROSEBERY: Now we 
are getting on the track of this myste- 
rious document. It has taken some time. 
The noble Marquess’s speech has been 
a declaration of the strongest kind 
against any kind of legislatioy, attempting 
to deal with the question at all. 


Tue Marauess or SALISBURY: I 
deny that. My speech had nothing to 
do with drunkenness. This question 
of licensing raised the limitation of the 
supply of things people had a right to 
buy and the extent to which that limi- 
tation was to be applied. We have never 
indicated that has anything to do with 
the penal treatment of drunkards behay- 
ing in a manner contrary to public order 
in the streets. 


Tue Eart or ROSEBERY: Ji the 
penal treatment of drunkards means 
anything, what becomes of the argument 
to leave drunkards to education and 
intelligence 2? Does the noble marquess 
mean, when he was alluding to the 
question two centuries ago, that he was 
dealing with the question of licensing 
boards, which troubled our ancestors 
considerably little? I think if he reeds 
the report of his speech in The Times 
he will find the area of his investigation 
spread considerably beyond the Bill of 
the noble Earl. When I heard that 
everything was to be left to education 
and intelligence. and that legislation was 
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to be deprecated, I thought that in the|to the Bill, which will come on shortly, 
rather veiled clauses of the Education | dealing with habitual drunkards, and 
Bill recently introduced in the House | which the Government are prepared to 
of Commons there might be some pro- | press forward in both Houses. 

vision dealing with the subject under | Bs 

discussion ; but I understand that is) THe Eart or ROSEBERY: ls this 
not ee —_ : _ understood e180 | the Bill introduced by the Government ? 
the King’s Speech that it is not to unaided | ee A | 

Spiligense that the remedy for this great | Lorp BELPER: No. The Amend- 
evil is to be left. I might humbly suggest | ments are to the Bishop of Winchester’s 
that the noble marquess could not better | 

signalise his return to the House than, ‘Tyr Kart. or ROSEBERY: That is 
by indicating the date on which the | not the declaration we had from the 


measure for preventing drunkenness | Throne. That cannot be the measure. 
in public-houses is to be introduced. 


| On Question, their Lordships divided : 
LorD BELPER : I have to-day handed | —Contents, 30 ; Non-contents, 51. Re- 
in a series of Amendments with regard | solved in the negative. 


CONTENTS. 
Camperdown, E. [Ted/er.] | Gordon, V. (£. Aberdeen.) Heneage, L. [Zeler.] 
Carrington, E. | Hutchinson, V. (£2. Donough- Meldrum, L. (M. Huntly.) 
Chesterfield, E. | more.) tibblesdale, L. 
Dartmouth, E. | Knutsford, V. Rosebery, L. (2. Rosebery.) 
Dartrey, E. Peel, V. St. Levan, L. 
Northbrook, E. Saye and Sele, L. 
Shaftesbury, E. | Barnard, L. . Teynham, L. 
Spencer, E. | Clifford of Chudleigh, L. Tweedmouth, L. 
Stamford, E. | Cranworth, L. Wandsworth, L. 
Stanhope, E. | Hare, L. (2. Listovrel.) Windsor, L. 


Hawkesbury, L. 
Falkland, V. 


NOT-CONTENTS. 





Halsbury, E. (LZ. Chancellor.) | Jersey, E. De Mauley, L. 
| Manstield, E. Harris, L. 
Salisbury, M. (L. Privy Seal.) | Morley, E. James, L. 
| Onslow, E. Kenyon, L. 
Marlborough, D. | Selborne, E. Lawrence, L. 
Vane, E. ‘(M. Londonderry.) Lindley, L. 
Bath, M. | Waldegrave, E. [ Te//er. | Ludlow, L. 
Hertford, M. , Macnaughten, L. 
Zetland, M. Cross, E. Monckton, L. (V. Galway.) 
Goschen, V. Morris, L. 
Pembroke and Montgomery, | Powerscourt, V. Norton, L. Pare 
E. (ZL. Steward.) Ponsonby, L (£. Bessborovgh.) 
Clarendon, E.(L. Chamberlain | Alverstone, L. Raglan, L. | 
Carnwath, E. Avebury, L. Robertson, L. 
Cawdor, E. | Balfour, L. Saltoun, L. 
Ferrers, E. Brougham and Vaux, L. Silchester, L. (2. Longford.) 
Feversham, E. Carysfort, L. (EZ. Carysfort.) Templemore, L. 
Hardwicke, E. Churchill, L. [ Z'e//er. | Trevor, L. 
Howe, E. ‘ Cottesloe, L. Wimborne, L. 
SOLICITORS’ BILL. Chancellor of Ireland I beg to move the 
House in Committee (according to} Amendment standing in his name, the 
order). object of which is to extend the benefits 


f this small, but useful, Bill to Ireland. 
Clause 1 amended, and agreed to. ee ee 
Clauses 2 and 3 agreed to. Moved, to insert as a new clause, “‘ In 
the application of the Act to Ireland (1) 

Lorp MORRIS: In the absence of|the Lord Chancellor shall be substituted 
my noble and learned friend the Lord | for the Master of the Rolls, (2) this Act 


VOL. XCIV. [FouRTH SERIES. ] B 
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shall be construed with the Solicitors 
(Ireland) Act, 1898, and the Solicitors 
(Ireland) Acts, 1849 to 1881, the Solici- 
tors (Ireland) Act, 1898, the Solicitors 
Act, 1899, and this Act may be cited 
collectively as the Solicitors (Ireland) 
Acts, 1849 to 1901.”—(Lord Morris.) 


On Question, new clause agreed to. 


Standing Committee negatived; the 
Report of Amendments to be received 
on Tuesday next. 


QUEEN ANNE'S BOUNTY. 
*Lorp BARNARD: My Lords, I beg | 
to ask His Majesty’s Government (1) | 
whether it is intended that the Joint | 
Select Committee of this House and the | 
House of Commons to consider the-con- | 
stitution of Queen Anne’s Bounty should | 
be re-appointed this session, as recom- | 
mended by the Report of the Select 
Committee, dated 16th July, 1900;/ 
(2) whether it is intended that the | 
office of Secretary and Treasurer to the 
Governors, which has been vacant since 
25th May last, shall not be filled up. My 
reason for asking this question must 
be the great importance to the clergy | 
of the Church of England of any question 
affecting their emoluments and endow- | 
ments. Since putting the question on | 
the Paper I have ascertained that the 
office of Secretary and Treasurer to the | 
Governors of Queen Anne’s Bounty has 
not been filled up since the death of the | 
last holder of the office. Considerable | 
practical inconvenience has resulted, and | 
certain duties cannot be adequately | 
performed, amongst them being the | 
collection of First Fruits, and also what | 
is, perhaps, still more important, the | 
executior. of certain conveyances and | 
deeds. ~ | 


THE Marquess oF SALISBURY : With | 


respect to the first part of the question, | 
I am told that there is now on the Notice | 
Paper of the House of Commons a 
motion setting up this Committee, and 
it is a measure which we desire to bring 
about. The second part of the noble 
Lord’s question depends upon the first. 
Before we have thoroughly examined 
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|be properly proceeded with. There jis 
inconvenience, of course, in keeping the 
position open so long, but the noble Lord 
will see that there is also inconvenience in 
filling it up before our ultimate course 
| is agreed upon. 

*LorD BARNARD: The recommen 
dation was that the appointment should 
be provisional. 

THE Marquess or SALISBURY : Yes, 
but you cannot turn a man out when 
you have put him in. 


ViscounT CROSS: It was thought 





| possible that the Governors of Queen 


Anne’s Bounty and the Ecclesiastical 
Commissioners might be joined as one 
body, and in that case this particular 
office would not be wanted. It is quite 
true'that the motion for the appoint- 
ment of a Joint Committee is on the 
Order Paper of the House of Commons, 
but it is likely to remain there unless 
some action is taken in order to bring 
it forward. 
House adjourned at twenty-five 
minutes past Six of the clock to 
Friday next, half past Ten of 
the clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Tuesday, 14th May, 1901. 


The House met at T'wo of the clock. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


PRIVATE BILLS [Lords] (STANDING 
ORDERS NOT PREVIOUSLY INQUIRED 
INTO COMPLIED WITH). 

Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the ‘Table 
Report from one of the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 
case of the following Bills, originating 
in the Lords, and referred on the First 
Reading thereof, the Standing Orders 
not previously inquired into, and which 
are applicable thereto, have been con- 
plied with, viz. :— 

Milford Docks Bill [Lords]. 

New Swindon Gas Bill [Lords]. 





into the condition of Queen Anne’s 
Bounty, and the machinery by which it | 
is worked, the appointment can hardly 


Shrewsbury Gas Bill [Lords]. 


Ordered, That the Bills be read a 
second time. 
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PROVISIONAL ORDER’ BILLS (NO {GRANGEMOUTH WATER PROVISIONAL 
STANDING ORDERS APPLICABLE) | ORDER CONFIRMATION BILL [Lords]. 


Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table| scorrisH PROVIDENT INSTITUTION 
Report from one of the Examiners of | PROVISIONAL ORDER CONFIRMA- 
Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the, TION BILL [Lords]. 
case of the following Bills, referred on the, Read the third time, and passed. 
First Reading thereof, no Standing | 
Orders are applicable, viz. :— LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 


fs | ORDERS (No. 10). 
Commons Regulation and Inclosure 


(Skipwith) Provisional Order Bill Bill to confirm certain Provisional 
Inclosure (Sutton) Provisional Order Orders of the Local Government Board 


Bill relating to the Hitchin, the Maldon, and 
a - : the Upton-upon-Severn and Pershore 
) Ordered, That the Bills be read a/ Joint Hospital Districts, ordered to be 


second time to-morrow. brought in by Mr. Grant Lawson and 
ae Mr. Long. 
BURGESS HILL WATER BILL, 
Read the third time, and passed. LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 10) BILL. 
FOLKESTONE aa BILL | “ To confirm certain Provisional Orders 
sordas]. 


‘of the Local Government Board relating 
Read the third time, and passed, with to the Hitchin, the Maldon, and the 
Amendments. Upton-upon-Severn and Pershore Joint 
Hospital Districts,” presented, and read 

GREAT CENTRAL RAILWAY BILL, — the first time; to be referred to the 
HULL, BARNSLEY, AND WEST RIDING Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, 
JUNCTION RAILWAY AND DOCK BILL. | and to be printed. [Bill 184.] 


ANDRIN VELLS URBAN DIS. ern ; 
see ot a ge fe el LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 


; ORDER (No. 11). 
LONDON COUNTY COUNCIL (SPITAL-| Bill to confirm a Provisional Order 
FIELDS MARKET) BILL. 5 . ‘ 
SB igs relating to Stockport, ordered to be 
Read the third time, and passed. brought in by Mr. Grant Lawson and 


Mr. Long. 
NORTH EASTERN RAILWAY BILL. 8 


Verbal Amendments made (King’s LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 


Consent signified); Bill read the third ORDER (No. 11) BILL. 
time, and passed. [New Title. | “To confirm a Provisional Order 
relating to Stockport,” presented, and 
RICHMOND GAS BILL. read the first time ; to be referred to the 
Read the third time, and passed. Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, 


and to be printed. [Bill 185.] 
SHANNON WATER AND ELECTRIC 

POWER BILL, LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
King’s Consent signified ; Bill read the, ORDERS (HOUSING OF WORKING 

third time, and passed. CLASSES) ae 2). . es 
Bill to confirm certain Provisional 
STROUD GAS BILL. Orders of the Local Government Board 
WEST SURREY WATER BILL, relating to Leeds and Lichfield, ordered 
R hird ti sili ined to be brought in by Mr. Grant Lawson 
ead the third time, and passed. snd Me. tame: 


BEXLEY [TRAMWAYS §BILL 
if : BS SO a LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
BINGLEY URBAN DISTRICT COUNCIL ORDERS (HOUSING OF WORKING 


BILL , CLASSES) (No. 2) BILL. 
BURTON-UPON-TRENT CORPORATION! * To confirm certain Provisional Orders 
BILL. of the Local Government Board relating 
As amended, considered ; to be read! to Leeds and Lichfield.” presented, and 
the third time. read the first time ; to be referred to the 


B2 
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Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, | FALKIRK AND DISTRICT TRAMWAYS 
and to be printed. [Bill 186.] ee 
| Order [13th May] for committal read, 
LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) ‘and discharged. Bill to be considered 
PROVISIONAL ORDERS (No. 5). #@-morrow. 
Bill to confirm certain Provisional | 
Orders of the Local Government Board | HIGHLAND RAILWAY ORDER CON. 
for Ireland relating to the county borough | FIRMATION BILL. 
of Londonderry, the rural district of | Order [15th May] for committal read, 
Fermoy, and the Skule Bog United | and discharged. Bill to be considered 
District, ordered to be brought in by Mr. | to-morrow. 
Attorney General for Ireland and Mr. 
Wyndham. _ SOUTH METROPOLITAN GAS BILL. 
Reported with Amendments ; Report 
LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) PRO. to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
VISIONAL ORDERS (No. 5) BILL. < 
= To confirm certain Provisional STANDING ORDERS. 
of the Local Government Board for Ire- 
land relating to the county borough of 
Londonderry, the rural district of Fermoy 
and the Skule Bog United District,” 1. “ That. in the case of the Dublin, 
presented, and read the first time; to be Wicklow, and Wextord Railway (New 
referred to the Examiners of Petitions Ross and Waterford Extension), Petition 
for Private Bills, and to be printed. for leave to deposit a Petition for Bill, 
{Bill 187. ] the Standing Orders ought to be dis- 
pensed with: That the parties be per- 
LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) PRO. | mitted to deposit their petition for a 
VISIONAL ORDER (HOUSING OF Bill.” 
a _—? one * 2. ° That. in the case of the Staly- 
Bill to confirm a Provisional Order }pidge, Hyde. Mossley, and Dukinfield 
of the Local Government Board for Ire- ‘Tramways and Electricity Board Bill, 
land relating to the city of Dublin. petition’ for additional Provision, the 
ordered to be brought in by Mr. Attorney Standing Orders ought to be dispensed 
General for Ireland and Mr. Wyndham. yith- That. the parties be permitted 


Resolutions reported from the Com- 
mittee :— 


to introduce their additional Provision, 

LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) PRO. if the Committee on the Bill think fit.” 
VISIONAL ORDER (HOUSING OF) 4 «amy ; eae ae 
WORKING CLASSES) (No. 2) BILL. 3. hat, in the case of the Local 
ik alain» Winbideaas’ tition ot Government Provisional Orders (No. 3) 
lo 1c — " a ane teak " [Heston and Isleworth Order] Bill. 
the wocal Government Board tor Ireland | petition for dispensing with Standing 
relating to the city of Dublin,” presented, | (der 199 in the case of the Petition ot 
and read the first — to be referred tO \the ‘ Brentford Union Guardians of the 
the Examiners of Petitions for Private poor’ the said Standing Order ought 

o 2 : . 3 — : 9 Pes le : 5 $4 

Bills, and to be printed. [Bill 188. ] not to be dispensed with. 


4. “ That. in the case of the Loca! 

ARDROSSAN HARBOUR ORDER | Government Provisional Orders (No. 3) 
ee eee \[Heston and Isleworth Order] Bill. 

Order [13th May] for committal read, | Petition for dispensing with Standing 
and discharged. Bill to be considered | Qrder 129 in the case of the Petition of 


to-morrow. the ‘Managers of the Holme Court 
Industrial Truant School, the said 
AYR HARBOUR ORDER CON- Standing Order ought not to be dispensed 
FIRMATION BILL. with.” 
Order [13th May] for committal read,! ps .c¢ Two Resolutions agreed to 


and discharged. Bill to be considered 
to-morrow. _ Report to lie upon the Table. 








41 


BI 
Re 
to lie 


Mr 
on G 
parti 
Bill 
Thon 
Knig 
Mere! 
Willi 
Wilds 
ton U 
ton, 1 
to the 
that 
cured 
Hous 
that 
Knig! 
Wilhia 
smith 
Mond 


clock. 


Orc 
Willia 
Wibb 
Es Iwi 
mittee 
Mond 


clock. 


FE 

Mr. 
Comn 
That, 
they | 
at hal 


Rey 


COAL 

Peti 
Cland 
lieries 


ELEM 
GRA 
ATI 
Peti 

of Law 





40: 
AYS 


‘ead, 


ered 


‘ON- 


‘ead, 


ered 


LL. 


port 
ed 


‘om- 


blin, 
Vew 
tion 
Bill, 
dis- 
per- 


ra 


aly- 
field 
Bill, 

the 
ised 
tted 
ion, 


ocal 
ae 
Bill. 
ling 
n of 
the 
eht 
| 


Cul 


a 
Bill. 
jing 
1 of 
urt 
said 
sed 





4] Petitions. 
BRIGHTON CORPORATION BILL. 


Reported, with Amendments ; Report 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


PRIVATE BILLS (GROUP L). 

Mr. BILL reported from the Committee 
on Group L of Private Bills, That the 
parties opposing the Derby Corporation 
Bill had stated that the evidence of 
Thomas Kelham, Builder, William 
Knight, Cowkeeper, Henry Scott, Timber 
Merchant, Henry Wibberley, Fitter, 
William Chadwick, Millwright, Edwin 
Wildsmith, Clerk to Alvaston and Boul- 
ton Urban District Council, all of Alvas- 
ton, in the county of Derby, was essential 
to their case : and, it having been proved 
that their attendance could not be pro- 
cured without the intervention of the 
House, he had been instructed to move 
that the said Thomas Kelham, William 
Knight, Henry Scott, Henry Wibberley, 
William Chadwick, and Edwin Wild- 
smith, do attend the said Committee on 
Monday next, at half-past Eleven of the 


clock. 


Ordered, That Thomas  Kelham, 
Wiliam Knight, Henry Scott. Henry 
Wibberley, William Chadwick. and 


Edwin Wildsmith, do attend the Com- 
mittee on Group L of Private Bills on 
Monday next, at half-past Eleven of the 


clock. 


RAILWAY BILLS (GROUP 3). 

Mr. SEALE-HAYNE reported from the 
€ommittee on Group 3 of Railway Bills, 
That, for the convenience of parties, 
they had adjourned till Thursday next, 
at half-past Eleven of the clock. 


Report to lie upon the Table. 


PETITIONY. 
COAL MINES (EMPLOYMENT) BILL. 
Petitions in favour, from Greytield ; 
Clandown ; Ludlow’s ; 
lieries ; to lie upon the Table. 


ELEMENTARY EDUCATION (HIGHER 
GRADE AND EVENING CONTINU- 
ATION SCHOOLS). 

Petition from Bradford, for alteration 
of Law ; to lie upon the Table. 
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and Tyning Col- | 


Petitions. 42 
LAND RATING (ENGLAND AND 
WALES) BILL. 

Petitions in favour, from Bacup ; 
and Tynemouth ; to lie upon the Table. 


LOCAL AUTHORITIES OFFICERS’ 
SUPERANNUATION BILL. 
Petition from West Ham, against ; to 

lie upon the Table. 


Petitions in favour, 
hampton ; Woodhall Spa ; 
‘castle ; to lie upon the Table. 


from Wolver- 
and Horn- 


MINES (EIGHT HOURS) BILL. 
Petitions in favour, from Greyfield ; 
Avon Level ; Bishop Sutton ; Clandown; 
Tyning ; and Ludlow’s Collieries ; to 
lie upon the Table. 
POLICE SUPERANNUATION 
(SCOTLAND) BILL. 
Petition from Argyll, against ; to lie 
upon the Table. 
REGISTRATION OF FIRMS BILL. 
Petition from Birmingham, in favour ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


ROMAN CATHOLIC UNIVERSITY IN 
IRELAND. 
Petitions against establishment, from 


Dundee ; Broughty 
and Carnoustie; to 


Grantown ; 
Ferry ; Peebles ; 
lie upon the Table. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS 
ON SUNDAY BILL. 
favour, from Seething 
and Mundham; ‘Tooting; Lenton ; 
North Shields; Middleham ; Saltley ; 
Rossendale ; Stacksteads ; Barton ; Wal- 
lasey and New Brighton ; Birmingham ; 
Hatherton ; Wallasey ; Middleton ; 
Acocks Green; West Hartlepool 
(three); Worsboro’ Dale; Holling- 
worth ; Horncastle ; Broadchalk (three), 
and Barford St. Martin ; to lie upon the 
| Table. 


Petitions in 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO 
CHILDREN BILL. 
Petition from Thornbury, against ; 
| to lie upon the Table. 


| Petitions in favour, from Stockport 
(four); Brighton; Birmingham; Os- 
waldtwistle; Colne; Dumfries, and 
Olton ; to lie upon the Table. 








43 Questions. {COMMONS} 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO contradiction had been given by the 
CHILDREN (SCOTLAND) BILL. Government to the statements contained 
Petitions in favour. from Muiravon- jn the letter; whether Mr. Cartwright 
side ; Slains (two): and Auchterarder ; published the denial of those statements 
to lie upon the Table. | given by Lord Kitchener immediately 
/such denial was made known ; whether, 
SHOPS BILL. /under the Cape prison regulations, Mr. 
Petition from Battersea, in favour ;| Cartwright is debarred from the privi- 
to lie upon the Table. leges of a first-class misdemeanant in this 
country ; and whether permission both 
| to see his wife or receive books has been 
| denied to him by the Cape authorities ; 
‘and whether the Cape Attorney General 
: cee | is now on his way to this country ; if so, 
GAS COMPANIES (METROPOLIS). | whether on his arrival he will discuss 
Copy presented, of Accounts of the’ with him the possibility of advising some 
Metropolitan Gas Companies for the year | mitigation of the sentence passed on Mr. 
1900 [by Act]; to lie upon the Table, Cartwright. 
and to be printed. [No. 174.] 


Questions. 44 


RETURNS, REPURTS, ETC. 


| Tae SECRETARY or STATE For THE 

EMIGRATION AND IMMIGRATION. (COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN, Bir- 
Return ordered, * of Copy of Statis- mingham, W.): I have seen the report 
tical Tables relating to Emigration and _ of this trial in the Cape newspapers, and 
Immigration from and into the United the facts as to the nature of the charge, 
Kingdom in the year 1900, and Report the sentence, and the publication of Lord 
to the Board of Trade thereon.”—(Mr. | Kitchener’s denial appear to be substan- 





Gerald Balfour.) 


SECONDARY EDUCATION. 
Return ordered, “for every county 
and county borough which possesses an 


organisation for the promotion of Secon- | self-governing colony. 


dary Education (Section 7 of Directory 


of Board of Education), of the constitu- | 
entirely within the sphere of the Cape 
| Government. 


tion of such organisation and the date of 
its recognition by the Board of Educa- 
tion.’ —(Sir Ughtred Kay-NShuttleworth.) 


QUESTIONS. 


SOUTH AFRICA—CRIMINAL LIBELS— 
CASE OF MR. CARTWRIGHT. 


Mr. SAMUEL EVANS (Glamorgan- 


shire, Mid): I beg to ask the Secretary | 


of State for the Colonies whether he can 
now state whether Mr. Albert Cart- 
wright, the editor of the South African 
News, of Cape Town, has been sentenced 
to twelve months imprisonment for a 
criminal libel on Lord Kitchener; whether 
the sole charge against Mr. Cartwright 
was that he had republished a letter 
which had appeared three weeks before | 
in the Dublin Freeman's Journal in full 
and in the London Times in part ; 
whether during those three weeks any | 


tially as stated by the hon. Member. I 
am not prepared to modify in any respect 
the answer which I gave to the hon. Mems 


| ber on the 2nd instantt, or to interfere 
with the administration of the law in a 


I am not aware 
of the actual treatment which Mr. Cart- 
wright is receiving, which is a matter 


JAMESON RAID. 
Mr. ALFRED DAVIES (Carmarthen 


Boroughs): I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for the Colonies if he will state 


who are the present Transvaal Govern- 
ment to whom Boers are to send unpaid 
claims for damages caused bythe Jameson 
raid, previous to their being entertained 
for payment by the British Government. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : I think the 
hon. Gentleman must have misunder- 
stood what I said before. Certainly I 
have never said that claims will in any 
case be entertained by the British—that 
is, by the Imperial Government. What 
I said was that, if there were any such 
claims which could be substantiated, 
which, personally, I do not believe, they 





+ See preceding volume, page 400. 
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45 Questions, 








might be sent to the Government of the 
Colony. The hon. Gentleman asks me 
what is the Government of the Trans- 
vaal. It is the Transvaal Administra- 
tion in Pretoria. At the present moment 
the head is Lord Kitchener until Sir 
4. Milner returns, when he will be the 
head. The question is one entirely for 
the Government of the Colony. 





Mr. ALFRED DAVIES: Will the 
right hon. Gentleman say whether or 
not he did say that these claims would be 
entertained by the Transvaal Govern- 
ment ¢ 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order ! 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: If you 
will permit me, Sir, I desire that there 
should be no misunderstanding. Enter- 
tained, yes ; that is to say, if there is any 
claim ad misericordiam on the part of 
any person, formerly a burgher of the 
Transvaal, who has been injured and was 
not compensated by his own Government; 
although the circumstances under which 
he was injured took place five years 
ago, | have no doubt it would be enter- 
tained—that is, considered—by the exist- 
ing Transvaal Government. Whether 
it would be favourably entertained is 
another matter. It is not a matter for 
me; it would be a matter for the local 
Government ; and undoubtedly it would 
be entertained entirely upon the merits 
of the case. 


BRITISH INDIAN SUBJECTS—RETURN 
OF CIVILIANS TO THE TRANSVAAL. 

Sm MANCHERJEE BHOWNAG- 
GREE (Bethnal Green, N.E.): I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for the Colonies 
if any reply has been received to the 
inquiry he has addressed to Sir A. Milner 
regarding the refusal of permits to British 
Indian subjects to return to the Trans- 
vaal from Natal ; and, if so, will he state 
what the reply is, and if the permits have 
been issued to them as they have been 
in the case of other refugees for some 
time past. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : The follow- 
ing is the reply received from Sir A. 
Milner— 


‘“* Two representatives of Indian traders have 
been given permits, one from Durban, one 
Co 
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from Cape Town. Statements in telegram ot 
Indian Committee incorrect. No one allowed 
to come up except required for reopening of 
mines and for necessary trade. Great majority 
of European refugees’ shops still closed, includ- 
ing nearly all the small ones. All civil permits 
to men issued on the condition that recipients 
join Rand Rifles. This does not seem advis- 
able in case of Indians, and to allow them up 
without this restriction would cause great dis- 
content. No women allowed up at present 
except wives of certain classes of officials or 
Government employees.” 


CHINESE LABOUR IN SOUTH AFRICA. 

Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, 
E.): I beg to ask the Secretary of State 
for the Colonies whether the Imperial 
Government will be able to exercise 
control on the question of Chinese labour 
in Rhodesia and the Transvaal ; and if 
he can state what is the amount of poll-tax 
levied on Chinese in the various Austra- 
lian colonies. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: Any legis- 
lation passed in Rhodesia and the Trans- 
vaal will require the sanction of the High 
Commissioner and of the Administrator 
of the Transvaal, who is subject to the 
instructions of His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment. A poll-tax of £10 is levied in 
New South Wales, Tasmania, and New 


Zealand. 


AUSTRALIAN CONTINGENT—HOSPITAL 
TREATMENT. 

Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL (Donegal, 8.) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War whether he is aware of the feeling 
of indignation prevailing in Australia 
over the disclosures of the Australian 
contingent as to their hospital treatment 
in South Africa ; that men of this con- 
tingent when in bed at the hospital at 
Woodstock, suffering from wounds and 
disease, were ordered to get up at once 
and go aboard the transport ; that the 
Imperial officers declined to provide 
ambulances, and that it was only by 
borrowing money that cabs were -pro- 
vided to take the men to the ship, as the 
contingent were without pay for months 
and everything belonging to the sick 
men had been stolen when they were 
unable to protect it ; and whether the 
War Office has any explanation to offer 
for the treatment awarded to this con- 
tingent. 
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THe SECRETARY or STATE For{ Mr. BRODRICK: I do not know the 
WAR (Mr. Broprick, Surrey, Guild- | exact details. 


ford): No, Sir. I am not aware of the | 

allegations made in the question, for Mr. Tiglodt . MacNEILL : pee this 
which the hon. Member gives no autho- | 2" the power to appear in khaki in 
rity, and I do not believe them to be order to seduce others from their alle- 
accurate. | Samco : 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: is the right 
hon. Gentleman aware that I am not per- 
mitted to give my authority on the BOER PRISONERS AT ST. HELENA. 
Paper? I will give my authority if he) Mp. SWIFT MacNEILL: I beg to ask 
likes. ‘the Secretary of State for War whether 

re | he is aware that 900 of the Boer prisoners 
THE PLOT TO KIDNAP LORD ROBERTS. who surrendered at Peatdibans and 

Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL : I beg to ask were subsequently conveyed to St. 
the Secretary of State for War whether Helena were confined for more than a 
the principal witness at the trial of | week after their arrival at St. Helena in 
Lieutenant Hans Cordua, a German a densely overcrowded ship in the 
who went to the Transvaal in 1895, and | harbour at Jamestown till the camp was 
who was sentenced to death by court- ready for their reception, and that the 
martial in Pretoria last August and shot | prisoners were so weakened by their 
for an alleged conspiracy to kidnap Lord prolonged confinement on board ship 
Roberts, was one Gano, a Spanish half-' under unhealthy conditions that they 
breed and a member of the English | took, on landing, six hours to march to 
secret service ; is he aware that Cordua the camp, which was only a distance 
swore that Gano inveigled him into the | of five miles : that some of the prisoners 
plot by pretending to be a pro-Boer in| now in St. Helena, before they reached 
the British employ, plied him with drink, that island, had been imprisoned for over 
and procured for him the khaki uniform three months in ships, fed on biscuits 
in which in company with Gano he and bully beef, shut down from air, only 
crossed the British lines, and that it allowed one hour in the twenty-four on 
appeared from the evidence that all the deck, packed tightly, without change 
Boer prisoners who were approached in of clothes day or night, in ships which 
regard to this plot refused to have any- had been used for cattle and were 
thing to do with it ; at whose suggestion infested with vermin ; and will he state 
and by whose permission was Gano. what provisions have been made for the 
given liberty to move amongst the Dutch preservation of the health of the Boer 
and their friends with bottles of w hisky, prisoners at St. Helena. 


khaki uniforms, and the countersign to | ——— : 
pass through the British “epg Mr. BRODRICK : The statements in 
whether this plot was one of the causes | the question are not confirmed by the 
of the issue of a proclamation by Lord | information at our command. In all 
Roberts that all burghers in districts °#S® the number of Boer ee won 
occupied by British troops would be veyed to St. Helena has been in each 
regarded as prisoners of war. ship far below the accommodation of the 
|ship. The food they receive is the same 
Mr. BRODRICK: Gano referred to as that given to our troops, and the 
in the question was a police agent, and health of the prisoners at St. Helena is 
necessarily had facilities for movement good. 


about Pretoria and t ight 
ee See She SONNE | a SIT MacNRILL : Mr. J. 2 


Through his agency the plot was dis-|_, : : 
covered. Lord Roberts's proclamation Green is responsible for the statement. 


was due to the continual disregard of 
their oaths by surrendered burghers. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: Will the | Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: The right 
right hon. Gentleman answer the second | hon. Gentleman asked for my authority 
paragraph, or must | repeat it ? just now. 


[No answer was returned. ] 


| *Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order ! 
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49 Questions, 


IMPERIAL YEOMANRY—NETLEY 
HOSPITAL—CASE OF PRIVATE LEE, 
Mr. J. P. FARRELL (Longford, N.) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War whether he is aware that evidence 
was submitted in the course of the inquiry 
into the alleged ill-treatment of Private 
M. Lee, late of the Imperial Yeomanry, in 
Netley Hospital, to support the charge 
that the probationer in charge of the 
ward said that when he had done with 
him he would have no more fits ; whether 
he is aware that Lee’s bodily health has 
been seriously injured by the treatment 
received ; and can he state what punish- 
ment has been awarded to the offending 
official. 


Mr. BRODRICK: The evidence does 
not appear to show that the surgeon on 
probation who attended Private Lee 
used the expressions attributed to him, 
or that Lee’s health has been seriously 
injured. But the treatment, with what- 
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ever good intentions applied, is not sus- | 
tained as applicable to the case by high | 


authorities, and the surgeon’s experience 
does not justify us in continuing his 
services. 

Mr. J. P. FARRELL: Will any steps 
be taken to punish this probationer for 
the outrage ? 


[No answer was returned. } 


ARMY RESERVE OFFICERS. 
Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL : I beg to ask 


0 


or 


Questions. 


be shown in the active list of the Medical 
Staff, and this will be carried out in future 
editions of the Army List. As the hon. 
Member has been told on a_ previous 
occasion, they are eligible for promotion 
during employment. 


ROYAL GARRISON RESERVE 


REGIMENTS. 

Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for War, 
having regard to the fact that in the 
new Royal Garrison Reserve Regiments 
now in course of formation, the War 
Office are accepting the service of Militia 
Officers as lieutenants for terms of three, 
four, six, or twelve months; will he say 
whether these Officers are, at the expira- 
tion of these terms, subject to dismissal 
in order to make way for Officers of the 
Regular Forces ; and on what principle 
are appointments to be made to the 
higher commands in these regiments, 
and will such appointments, or any 
proportion of them, be offered to the 
higher ranks of the Militia. 


Mr. BRODRICK: Militia Officers 


| posted for duty for a limited period will 


rejoin their own units at the expiration 
of their service with the Royal Garrison 
Regiment, unless re-appointed for a 
further term. It is not possible at 


present to say from what source their 


| relief will be drawn. 


The Officers for the 


higher appointments have been selected 


the Secretary of State for War whether | 


he can explain why, while under the 
provisions of the Army Orders, Army 
Reserve Officers called out for service 
are placed at the bottom of their rank 
in the regiment or corps to which they 
may belong, but are eligible for promo- 
tion when so serving, the re-employed 
Reserve Officers of the Royal Army 


| PROPOSED NEW 


from the half-pay list and Officers of the 
Army Reserve. 


GARRISON _ BAT- 
TALIONS—COST OF MARRIED ESTA- 
BLISHMENTS. 

Captain NORTON (Newington, W.): 

I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 

War whether he can state the probable 


| approximate cost of the married establish- 


Medical Corps are not included within | 
the provisions of such Orders, but are | 


placed outside the general list and ex- 
cluded from promotion ; and will he 
see that the privilege extended to Army 
Reserve Officers of other branches be 
likewise conferred on the re-employed 


ments of the eight garrison battalions 

proposed in his scheme of Army reform. 
Mr. BRODRICK : Any estimate given 

could only be an exceedingly rough one, 


as the battalions are now in process of 


Reserve Officers of the Royal Army | 


Medical Corps. 


Mr. BRODRICK: The Medical Re- 
serve of officers should, whenre-employed, Secretary of State for War if he can give 


| 


formation. When the eight battalions 
have been completed it is calculated that 
the total cost of lodging money and 
separation allowances may reach £75,000. 


RECRUITING STATISTICS. 
CapTaIN NORTON ; I beg to ask the 
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the number of recruits enlisted for the | made it desirable that these officers 
Regular Army and also for the Militia | should be appointed to the posts in ques- 
for the months of January, February, | tion. I must point out that there is no 
and March of this year, as well as for the analogy in this respect between officers 
same months in the years 1899 and 1900 ; of the Army and officers of the Royal 
and whether he can give similar infor- | Marines, there being no equivalent in the 
mation with respect to the monthof April. | corps of Royal Marines to the Army 
|Service Corps and to the Army Pay 

Mr. BRODRICK: The hon. Member | Department ; in both the last named 
will find the information. except as re- | corps there is a special line of promotion. 
gards April, forwhich month the Returns | 
are not yet complete, in a Return pre- | 





CHINESE IMPOST TARIFFS. 





sented to Parliament on Friday last. 


PAY OF PRIVATE SOLDIERS. 
Captain NORTON: I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for War if he can 
state in what year the British private 
soldier first received a supply of food in 
addition to pay at the rate of Is. a day. 


Mr. BRODRICK: In September, 
1873, the soldier received a free ration of 
bread and meat and one shilling a day, 
but out of this he had to find his groceries. 
It was not until the Ist April, 1898, that 
the soldier, by the grant of a 3d. messing 
allowance, received a shilling a day clear 
of any deduction for food. 


ROYAL MARINES—PROMOTIONS FOR 
SERVICE IN CHINA. 

Mr. KEARLEY (Devonport): I beg 
to ask the Secretary to the Admiralty 
whether he has now received the neces- 
sary information from the War Office 
with regard to the dates of the brevet 
promotion to lieutenant colonel of the 


| Mr. YERBURGH (Chester): I beg 
‘to ask the Under Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs whether the Government 
will refuse to agree to any increase in the 
impost tariff in China above the existing 
rate of 5 per cent. unless it is accompanied 
| by reform of likin; and whether the 
chambers of commerce will be consulted 
'upon the whole question of fiscal reform 
in China. 


| *THE UNDER SECRETARY or 
STATE ror FOREIGN AFFAIRS 
|(Viscount CRANBORNE, Rochester): His 
_Majesty’s Government have expressed 
‘themselves as opposed to any increase 
|in the impost tariff beyond what is re- 
'quired to raise the duties to an actual 5 
per cent. ad valorem except in con- 
nection with reform in the treatment 
of foreign trade. In regard to fiscal re- 
form in China, His Majesty’s Govern- 
;ment will certainly avail themselves of 
‘expert advice; recourse has already 
'been had to such advice during the 
| recent negotiations. 


two majors Royal Marine Light Infantry | 


for service in China. 


THE SECRETARY To THE 
RALTY (Mr. ArRNoup-Forster, Belfast, 
W): Lregret to say that this information 
has not yet been received. 


ROYAL MARINES — PROMOTIONS 
FROM THE RANKS. 

Mr. KEARLEY: I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Admiralty whether he 
can explain why Royal Marine officers 
who secure commissions from the ranks 
are ineligible for the appointments of 
barrackmaster and paymaster equally 
with other officers of the corps. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: The in- 


terests of the service have not hitherto Lone, Bristol, 8.): The proposal of my 


ADML- | 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT—BUILDING 
BYELAWS. 

Mr. BOND (Nottingham, E.): I beg 
to ask the President of the Local Govern- 
'ment Board whether, in revising the 
' model bye-laws for buildings in rural and 
-urban districts, he will provide for the 
insertion of a clause giving power to the 
local authority to dispense wholly or in 

part with the observance of such bye- 
laws in particular cases ; and whether, 
| when bye-laws are submitted for approval, 
he will in all cases endeavour to obtain 
| the insertion of such a clause. 

THe PRESIDENT or tHe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. WALTER 
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hon. friend is not one to which I can{any other legal qualification further 
accede. I may, however, state that I| than having been a clerk to the previous 
have the whole subject of building bye-| procurator fiscal at a salary of £120 per 
laws under consideration, and it is my | annum ; and whether the appointment, 
wish that the requirements of the model} which is disapproved of by the law 
series should be such as may be regarded | agents resident in the county, has been 
as generally reasonable. | sanctioned by the Secretary for Scotland. 


INSTRUCTION IN FORESTRY. | *Mr. SCOTT DICKSON: In answer 
Mr. HERBERT LEWIS (Flint ' the hon. Member, 1 am aware that Mr. 


Boroughs) : I beg to ask the President of | Main has been appointed procurator 


the Board of Agriculture whether he! fiscal at Linlithgow by the sheriff of 
can state how many students attend Midlothian. It is not the tact that he is 
lectures on forestry in institutions which | 2° qualified for the office. It is not, and 
receive Government aid. never has been, a necessary qualification 
for a procurator fiscal to be an enrolled 


“THe PRESIDENT or tHE BUARD /@w agent. The gentleman in question 


or AGRICULTURE (Mr. Haysvry,| bas had thirty years experience as 
procurator fiscal depute in various 


parts of Scotland, and had possessed the 
confidence, to which they testified, of the 
various sheriffs under whom he served ; 
‘and in particular had, as depute pro- 
'curator fiscal in Linlithgow since 1892, 
acted to the entire satisfaction of the 
sheriff who has now appointed him. In 
these circumstances the Secretary for 
Scotland had no hesitation in approving 
_ of the appointment. 


Preston): There are four institutions 
receiving Government aid at which 
lectures are given on forestry. During 
the year 1900-1 there were eight students 
at Cambridge attending such lectures, 
four at the Durham College of Science, 
twenty-four at the Yorkshire College, 
and seventeen at the South-Eastern 
Agricultural College at Wye. 


PROPOSED PIER AT ARMADALE. 
Mr. JOHN DEWAR (Inverness-shire): | SCOTTISH PRIVATE BILL PRO- 
I beg to ask the Lord Advocate whether ; . a 
the Congested Districts Board have yet Sirk JOHN LENG (Dundee): I be 
arrived at a decision in regard to the ¢ ask the Lord Advocate whether it z 
proposed pier for Armadale, Inverness- proposed to communicate to this House 
shire. the proceedings and decisions of the 
ss wi er. = Parliamentary Commissions on Private 
*THE SOLICITOR GENERAL ror. jp. siatenealh A tain: tie Sheeran 's 
SCOTLAND (Mr. Scotr Dickson, Glas- Bills and Provisional Orders in Scotland ; 
gow, Bridgeton): 1 am informed by the 
Congested Districts Board that on 23rd 
April last they informed the county yp SCOTT DICKSON: As the hon 
clerks of Inverness that they would Pete ‘i iene sain "Peictatienad 
be prepared to grant 4 substantial PYO- | Order under the new Scottish Procedure 
aia of the estimated cost (£3,800) must, before it can become law, reach the 
of this pier in the event of a Provisional | Fouse as the Schedule to a Confirmation 
Order being obtained from the Board of py The proceedings and decisions of 
lrade for its construction. 'Commissioners under the new pro- 
‘ . | cedure are reported in the official journal 
LINLITHGOW PROSECUTOR FISCAL. | which is issued from time to time by the 
Mr. JOHN WILSON (Falkirk Burghs): | Scottish Office, the reports taking as 
I beg to ask the Lord Advocate whether nearly as possible the form in which 
he is aware that the sheriff of Linlithgow | reports on private Bills appear in the 
has appointed to the office of procurator Votes and Proceedings of the House. I 
fiscal or criminal prosecutor for the| shall see that the journal is regularly 
county of Linlithgow a Mr. John Main, | filed in the library for the information 
who is not qualified for the position, | of hon. Members. I shall also take steps 
being neither a law agent nor having! to have copies supplied to the Vote Office. 


and, if so, can he say when and in what 
form this will be done. 
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REPORT. 
Sir JOHN LENG: 
Lord Advocate whether any provision 


has or can be made for supplying to | 
the educational authorities in Scotland | 


generally the information contained in 
the Report of the Scotch Education 
Department for the past year. 


*Mr. SCOTT DICKSON: In answer 
to the hon. Member, | am informed 
that the Department does not supply 
to any educational authorities Reports 
which have been placed on sale. The 
Report of the Scotch Education Depart- 
ment is on sale, and can be obtained 
directly, or through any bookseller, 
from Messrs. Oliver and Boyd, Edin- 
burgh. 


HIGHLAND RAILWAY MAIL CON- 
TRACTS--SERVICE TO KYLE. 

Mr. JOHN DEWAR: I beg to ask 
the Secretary to the Treasury, as repre- 
senting the Postmaster General, whether 
he is aware that on and from the Ist 
July next the Highland Railway Com- 
pany propose to run a train ‘from Inver- 
ness at 9.50 a.m. which will convey the 
mails from the south and admit of their 
reaching Kyle of Lochalsh at 1 p.m., 


instead of at 1.50 p.m. as at present; | 


and that it is also proposed to retime 
the present early morning train from 
Kyle of Lochalsh so as to admit of its 
reaching Inverness in time to start with 
the mails for the south at 8.50 a.m., 
instead of at 11.10 a.m. as at present ; 
and, in view of the fact that these changes 
will enable the Post Office to give an 
improved postal service to Skye and the 
outer islands, will he consider the expe- 
diency of taking steps for a rearrange- 
ment of the mail steamer service to and 


from Kyle, so that the people of Kyle | 


and the outer islands may reap the full 
benefit of this improvement in the mail 
train service on the Highland Railway. 


THe FINANCIAL SECRETARY To 
THE TREASURY (Mr. AUSTEN CHAM- 
BERLAIN, Worcestershire, E.): The Post- 
master General is aware of the improve- 
ments which the Highland Railway 
Company propose to make in the train 


service between Inverness and Kyle from | 


the Ist July next, and he is fully alive 


{COMMONS} 
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I beg to ask the | 
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to the desirability of rearranging the 
_mail steamer services to and from Kyle 
so that advantage may be taken of the 
‘improvements in the train service. The 
hon. Member may rest assured that the 
necessary steps will be taken in the 
matter. 


ARBITRATION UNDER THE 
LABOURERS ACTS AT MALLOW. 
Mr. WILLIAM ABRAHAM (Cork, 

N.E.): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary 
to the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland if he 
is aware that the Mallow District Council, 
in February last, recommended the 
appointment of Mr. James Byrne as 


arbitrator under the Labourers Acts 
in respect of the Mallow District 
Labourers Order, 1900 (Part 1), and 


that out of the number of eighty owners 
and occupiers who would be affected 
by the arbitration seventy-six voted for 
and only four against Mr. Byrne’s 
appointment, but, notwithstanding this 
support by the interested parties on 
both sides, the Local Government Board 
have refused to appoint Mr. Byrne; 
and whether, in view of the fact that all 
the parties interested in and to be affected 
by the arbitration are practically unani- 
mous, he will endeavour to give effect 
to that desire by the appointment of Mr. 
Byrne. 


Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.): May I at 
the same time ask the Chief Secretary to 
the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland, in 
respect to the Mallow Rural District 
Labourers Order, 1900, whether he 
is aware that the district council adhere 
to their recommendation as arbitrator 
of Mr. James Byrne, J.P., and will he 
state upon what authority and on what 
grounds the Local Government Board 
seek to set aside that gentleman, and 
to appoint Mr. Leahy, of Newcastle West ; 
and what are the special qualifications 
possessed by Mr. Leahy to fit him for 
the position of arbitrator in these pro- 
ceedings. 


THE CHIEF SECRETARY For IRE- 
LAND (Mr. WynpHAM, Dover): Mr. 
Byrne resides within the rural district, 
and it is not the practice of the Board to 
appoint, as arbitrators, persons who are 
so directly associated with the locality. 
; In the event of arbitration proceedings 
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in neighbouring districts the question 
of selecting Mr. Byrne will be considered. 
In answer to the next question, Mr. 
Leahy is a member of the Institute of 
Civil Engineers. He has been previously 
employed as arbitrator. 


Mr. WILLIAM ABRAHAM: Was 
the objection now put forward to the 
appointment that which was submitted 


to the local authority ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I cannot say. The 
objection appertains to the principle, and 
not to the person. 


Mr. FLYNN: What power have the 
Local Government Board to set aside 
the decision of a local authority ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: In all eases. of 
arbitration it is usual to select an arbitra- 
tor who is not intimately connected 
with the matter in dispute. 


ACHONRY (SLIGO) DISTURBANCES. 

Mr. O’DOWD (Sligo, S.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland if he is aware that 
on the evening of Wednesday, Ist May, 
the police at Achonry, in the county 
of Sligo, attacked several persons, and 
that a man named Hubert Judge re- 
ceived a wound on the forehead from the 
stroke of a policeman’s baton, and that 
several others were injured on the occa- 
sion ; and whether any explanation can 
be given of this occurrence. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: An attempt was 
made at ten o’clock on the night of the 
Ist instant to hold a demonstration in 
close proximity to a grazing farm of 
which the owner and his workmen were 
entitled to protection from intimidation. 
The police had previously warned the 
promoters that no such demonstration 
would be permitted. But the warning 
was ignored, and the police were obliged 
to disperse the assemblage. The police 
were struck with sticks and_ stones. 
They are not aware that the man named 
was struck, and, so far as they can ascer- 
tain, no person in the crowd was injured. 


CapTaAIN DONELAN (Cork, E.): Who 
instructed the police to interfere with 
this meeting ? 
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Mr. WYNDHAM: They acted under 
general instructions. In no village in 
England would such a demonstration 
have been permitted. 


Mr. FLAVIN (Kerry, N.) : Have they 
general instructions to pull down pla- 
cards ? 


Mr. O’DOWD: Did the police use 
their batons on this occasion ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I understand that 
the affair has been exaggerated. The 
meeting was convened at ten o'clock at 
night in order to intimidate certain per- 
sons. That would not be permitted 
anywhere, and we do not intend to 
permit it in Ireland. 


ROYAL IRISH CONSTABULARY— 
MUSKETRY TRAINING. 

Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he can 
explain why a-number of officers and 
men of the Royal Irish Constabulary 
recently sent to the School of Musketry 
at Hythe for rifle drill and to qualify for 
certificates of proficiency to act as 
musketry instructors, instead of under- 
going the course with the Martini-Henry 
trifle, with which the constabulary force 
were recently supplied, are undergoing 
the course of instruction with the Lee- 
Metford or magazine rifle ; is it contem- 
plated to re-arm the Irish constabulary 
force and place them on the same lines 
as the military as regards equipment ; 
and, if so, on what grounds is the con- 
templated alteration based. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: In process of time 
all forces are armed with weapons of a 
newer pattern, since it is inconvenient 
and extravagant to continue the manu- 
facture and inspection of separate types. 
I am unable to give even approximately 
the date on which Lee-Metfords will be 
issued to the police. 


Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): Are we to 


understand, then, that magazine rifles are 
to be issued to the Royal Irish Con- 


stabulary ? 
Mr. WYNDHAM: I should say that 


that will inevitably be the case in the 
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course of time. As the Martini suc-| consideration. It is one, however, upon 
ceeded the Snider, the Lee-Metford must | which it would be improper for me to 





succeed the Martini. We cannot go on 
making obsolete weapons. 


Mr. DILLON: Will you consider the 
desirability of depriving Irish police of 
rifles altogether ? 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: Were these 
men sent to Hythe to be instructed in 
the use of the magazine rifle? Is the 
Royal Irish Constabulary to be made an 
absolutely military force ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: There is no inten- 
tion of doing that. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: Were the 


men sent to Hythe to be instructed in the | 


use of the rifle ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: They go every 


year, and if the hon. Member tells me 


that they fired with the magazine rifle, 
I have no doubt it is true, 


Mr. JOYCE (Limerick): Will the 
Government arm the English constabu- 
lary with these rifles ? 


AGRARIAN OFFENCES IN LEITRIM— 
CASE OF DANIEL McGOOHAN,. 

Mr. TULLY (Leitrim, 8.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
aware that a man named _ Daniel 
McGoohan, of Corlaban, South Leitrim, | 
was convicted by a jury at the Sligo| 
Winter Assizes in 1898 of an alleged 
agrarian offence on the 19th September, 
1898, the chief evidence against him 
being that of Sergeant Sheridan, of the 
Royal Irish Constabulary ; and seeing 
that on his release from prison in Decem- 
ber, 1898, McGoohan made an affidavit | 
before Dr. Mulcahy, J.P., Ballinamore, 
asserting his innocence, and that a few 
months ago Sergeant Sheridan was 
dismissed from the police force for placing | 
threatening notices in a prisoner’s pocket 
in the county Clare, whether there will 
be a complete inquiry into McGoohan’s 
case. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The hon. Member 
has raised an important question which 
deserves and shall receive immediate 








_and Foreign Produce Exchange. 


| pronounce any opinion until I have had 


the opportunity of fully considering ail 
the facts of the case. 

IRISH BUTTER AND FRAUDULENT 
SUBSTITUTES. 

| Mr. O'SHAUGHNESSY (Limerick, 
| W.): I beg to ask the President of the 
Board of Agriculture, having regard to 
the fact that the pyramid box in which 
Irish butter is packed is an Irish inven- 
tion, that no other country has adopted 
it, and that packages of other butter- 
producing countries are quite different 
from it, and seeing that quantities of 
adulterated butter, not of Irish make, 
are sold in these boxes, will he take steps 
to prevent butter not of Irish make 
being sold in these boxes in the future. 


*Mr. HANBURY: Pyramid boxes are 
not I am informed used only for Irish 
butter. Danish and Swedish butter 
are also quoted as sold in pyramid boxes, 
according to the official conditions of 
sale fixed by the committee of the Home 
If the 
butter or the box not being Irish is 
marked as Irish it would appear to be an 
offence against the Merchandise Marks 
Act. 


Mr. O'SHAUGHNESSY: I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
aware that the butter, not of Irish make 
though packed in Irish pyramid boxes, 
found by the public analyst to contain 
an undue percentage of water and boric 
acid, sent by the firm of Lemaire and 
Classy, of London, to Mr. Robert Gibson, 
of Limerick, for sale, and for the sale of 
three samples of which a_ successful 
prosecution took place at Limerick 
Petty Sessions, was sent to his order in 
Dublin, and that on its arrival at the 
Kingsbridge terminus in Dublin thirty 
samples of it were taken by the Public 
Health Department in that city; and 
can he explain why prosecutions have not 
been instituted in Dublin, as in Limerick, 
against the principals or agent to prevent 
this fraud on the Irish butter trade. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The Department 
of Agriculture is informed that the 
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public health authorities in Dublin | on three occasions during the last three 
were advised that no legal proceedings | years, and also when the volumes will 
could be taken in respect of these pack- | be put in the hands of the printers with 
ages of butter sent from Limerick, inas- | a view to publication. 
much as the butter was not exposed for | 
sale in Dublin. | Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : The 
| facts are as stated in the first paragraph. 
Mr. O'SHAUGHNESSY: Cannot the | Of the two remaining volumes, I am 
right hon. Gentleman take any action | informed that the text and translation 
in the matter 4 ‘of Volume 5 is all in type, but the index 
and preface are not yet complete. 
Mr. WYNDHAM: It is evident it Volume 6 now only needs its preface, 
would be of no effect. ' but this is not yet ready, nor is the index 
of subjects yet in a fit stage for the press. 
CapTtaIN DONELAN: What became 
of the butter? Was it confiscated ? Mr. BOLAND: Can the hon. Gentle- 
man say when Volume 5 is likely to be 
Mr. WYNDHAM: I cannot say, but published ? 
the Department is doing all in its power | 
to do what is proper in these cases. | Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : It 
/was decided some time ago to publish 
Mr. O'SHAUGHNESSY: I beg to! the two remaining volumes together. | 
ask the President of the Board of Agri-| am afraid I am unable to name a time, 
culture whether, as the firm of Lemaire but I shall be glad to see them published 
and Classy, of London, aver that the as early as possible. 
maker of butter, not of Irish make but 
packed in Irish pyramid boxes, contain- INNISKEEN POSTAL SERVICE— 
ing an undue percentage of water and | SUNDAY ARRANGEMENTS. 
boric acid, maintains it was carelessly and) fp. DALY (Monaghan, 8.) : I beg to 
not fraudulently made, he will institute a. the Secretary to the Treasury, on 
an inquiry into the matter, to clear the representing the Postmaster General, 
reputation of the said firm, who say they whether he is aware that the inhabitants 
bought and paid for the butter as pure of Inniskeen, county Monaghan, are 
and with a guarantee of purity, and in jneonyenienced owing to having no Sun- 
the public interest to ascertain who the day morning delivery of letters at Innis- 
maker of the butter is. keen or Sunday evening collection at this 


*Mr. HANBURY: In consequence of | railway junction ; and whether he will 
a communication from the Irish Depart- | 24" into this alleged grievance. 

ment inquiries are now being made as| ee ee " 
to the makers of the butter referred to Mr. AU STEN CHAMBERLAIN : 
in this question and the channels of its | The Postmaster General will have in- 
distribution in Great Britain. It would | qity made on the question of establish- 
not facilitate possible legal proceedings 19S @ Sunday post to and from Innis- 


to make any further statement at the keen, and will inform the hon. Member 
present noment | of the result as soon as possible. 


ANCIENT LAWS OF IRELAND. | LONGFORD POSTAL SERVICE, 

Mr. BOLAND (Kerry, 8.): I beg to| Mr. J. P. FARRELL: I beg to ask 
ask the Secretary to the Treasury the Secretary to the Treasury, as repre- 
whether he is aware that since the year senting the Postmaster General, what 
1865 only four volumes of the ancient report has been made on the subject of 
laws of Ireland have been published, a midday delivery of letters to Lisryan, 
and that the last of these was published Barlahy, and Aghnacliffe, county Long- 
twenty-one years ago ; will he state what | ford; and can he state whether any 
progress has been made in the compila- effort will be made to meet the wants 
tion of the two remaining volumes, the of the inhabitants as to collection and 
publication of which has been promised | delivery of letters in this district. 
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Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: It whether, in view of the inconvenience 
would not be practicable to serve Ballina- caused to Members by the Reports of 
lee and Aghnacliffe by car from Street Supply not being specifically described 
Crossing as suggested by the hon. Mem- on the Notice Paper, and to enable 
ber ; but the Postmaster General has | Members to know early in the day what 
now sanctioned a day mail service by Votes are intended to be reported, such 
car from Lismacaffrey to Lisryan and Votes will in future be specifically 
Granard, which will afford a second | described in the Orders of the Day cireu- 
delivery and collection at Lisryan and | lated in the morning. 
wil] much improve the service at Gran- | 
ard. A letter-box will be erected at! Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Arrangements 
Smear, from which a collection will be | have been made to render available for 
made shortly after midday; but the | Members in the Vote Office copies of the 
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provision of boxes at the other places | resolutions to be reported. 
mentioned, or of a second post to or from | 


Aghnacliffe, is not warranted. 


Mr. J. P. FARRELL: Is the hon. 


Gentleman aware that the place where 


it is proposed to place this wall box is 
inaccessible to three-fourths of the people 


of the district ? 

Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: If 
the hon. Member wishes to make any 
representation of that kind it will be con- 
venient both to the Postmaster General 
and myself if he will send them in in 
writing. Of course, I have no detailed 
knowledge in these cases. 


PATENT ACTS. 

Mr. HERBERT LEWIS: I beg to 
ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
whether the Government propose to 
introduce legislation to carry out the 
recommendations of the Committee 


appointed by the Board of Trade to! 
‘nquire into the working of the Patents | 


Acts on certain specified questions. 

Tre FIRST LORD oF tHE 
SURY (Mr. A. J. BaLrour, Manchester, 
E.): Asthe Report of the Committee as 
a whole contains recommendations of 
considerable importance which have 
not yet been fully considered, there is no 
prospect of our being able to give effect 


to them by legislation in the present | 


session. If time permits, it will be 
satisfactory to deal with the point which 


TREA- 


Mr. HERBERT LEWIS: Cannot 
‘copies be sent out with the Votes and 
| Proceedings in the morning ? 
| Mr. A.J. BALFOUR: That may not 
be possible. But the dates 6 the Supply 
to be reported always appear on the 
Orders of the Day. 


| Mr. HERBERT LEWIS: But we 
| cannot tell which Vote is to be taken. 


Mr. JOHN ELLIS (Nottinghamshire, 
| Rushcliffe): There is a precedent for 
| what is asked. In the case of effective 
Supply the different Votes to be taken 
are indicated. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) : 
Surely if a paper containing the details 
can be placed in the Vote Office, it can 
also be sent round with the other Papers ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: That is a point 
I shall be happy to inquire into. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) : 
May I point out that the Supply obtained 
on any given day may include Votes for 
different classes. We have no means of 
recognising them except by referring 
back to the Votes. Cannot the same be 
done as is done in the case of effective 
‘Supply ? 


has formed the subject of international | 


agreement, and that connected with 
compulsory licences, and with this 
object a Bill will be prepared. 


“VOTES AND PROCEEDINGS °— 
REPORTS OF SUPPLY. 

Mr. HERBERT LEWIS: I beg to' 

ask the First Lord of ‘the Treasury | 





Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I will con- 
sider if any sufficient advantage is to be 
| gained by putting further notices on the 
Paper. It is not desirable to overcrowd 

them. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: It would 
only mean a single additional line. 
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BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. ' Ordered, That the Committee have 

sir WALTER FOSTER (Derbyshire, | power to send for persons, papers, and 
Ilkeston) : Can the right hon. Gentleman | records. 
the Leader of the House say definitely | Cibened: Thee five be the naar 
what Votes he proposes to take On| (9 William Walrond 
Fridav 2 (Sir William Walrond.) 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR:: I have not the | ae 
iull details with me. Vote 7 in Class 2. ARMY ORGANISATION. 


will be the first taken however. eile: hae Tia 


—_—— | 


| Order read, for resuming adjourned 
NEW BILLS. 'debate on Amendment to resolution 
_ proposed [13th May], “ That it is ex- 
’ | pedient that six army corps be organised 

COMPANIES (CERTIFICATES). ‘in the United Kingdom, with the requi 
Bill to provide for the issue by Com- | site staff, stores, and buildings ; that a 
panies of Share and Stock Certificates, | Reserve for the Militia be enrolled not 
ordered to be brought in by Mr. Gordon, | exceeding 50,000 men ; that the establish- 
Sir Robert Reid, Mr. Wallace, and Mr. | ment of the Yeomanry be raised from 
Henderson. | 12,000 to 35,000 ; and that eight regi- 

ments be enrolled for garrison service.’ 
COMPANIES (CERTIFICATES) BILL. (Mr. Secretary Brodrick. ) 
“To provide for the issue by Com- 
panies of Share and Stock Certificates,” | And which Amendment was— 

presented, and read the first time; to be; ,, Ves leks writs teen: thin wed “That? tlie 
read a second time upon Monday next, | end of the Question, in order to add the 
and to be printed. [Bill 189.] | words, ‘ this House, while desirous of sup- 
| porting measures for improving the efficiency 


SEWAGE AND DRAINAGE (LOCAL | Of the Army and securing Imperial defence, is 
AUTHORITIES.) of opinion that the proposals of His Majesty’s 


. ae Government are in many respects not adapted 

Bill to enable Local Authorities to | to the special wants of the Empire, and largely 
deal separately with the Sewage and increase the burdens of the nation without 
Drainage of their districts, ordered to be adding substantially to its military strength.” 

. ‘ 7 ‘ —(Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman. 

brought in by Sir Walter Foster, Sir | 
Francis Powell, Mr. John Burns, Dr. Question again proposed, ‘‘ That the 
Robert Ambrose, Mr. Cripps, Dr. words proposed to be left out stand part 
Thompson, Mr. Lawson Walton, and of the Question.” 
Mr. Brynmor Jones. 


Debate resumed, 

SEWAGE AND DRAINAGE (LOCAL 
AUTHORITIES) BILL. *Mr. ARTHUR LEE (Hampshire, 
“To enable Local Authorities to deal) Fareham): It is with a deep sense of 
separately with the Sewage and Drainage | responsibility that I rise to oppose the 
of their districts,” presented, and read the. Amendment of the right hon. Gentleman 
first time ; to be read a second time upon | the Leader of the Opposition. I do not 
Monday next, and to be printed. [Bill propose to discuss its precise terms ; in- 
190.] deed, I should apologise for applying 
such a term as “ precise’ to anything 
STEAMSHIP SUBSIDIES. so nebulous, but I must say I think 
The Select Committee on Steamship it was a serious tactical error on 
Subsidies was nominated of, Sir Charles, the part of the right hon. Gentleman 
Cayzer, Mr. Evelyn Cecil, Mr. Cust,| to bring it forward. Constituting as 
Colonel Denny, Mr. Duke, Mr. Field, it does a direct vote of censure on the 
Mr. Joyce, Mr. William Lawrence, | policy of the Government, it must neces- 
Colonel Milward, Mr. Norman, Mr. | sarily drive army reformers on both 
Nussey, Mr. Price, Colonel Ropner, Sir sides of the House into their respective 
Edward Sassoon, and Mr. Alfred Thomas. | party lobbies; and what might have 
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been a helpful and patriotic discussion | 
has been perverted into a mere party | 
fight. This is much to be regretted. | 
Still I presume the Leader of the Opposi- 
tion had good reasons for his action, | 
which must at any rate have earned the 
gratitude ofthe Secretary of State for 
War. While | do not propose to discuss 
the terms of the Amendment, I think | 
[ am entitled to suggest that we 
should weigh the value of the opinions 
of the right hon. Gentleman on 
this matter. When it comes to estimat- 
ing the importance of his approval 
or disapproval of the Government scheme 
[ must confess | do not think his own 
military record in the past has been 
particularly inspiring. While those of 
us who had the privilege of serving under 
him during his tour at the War Office 
have most pleasant reminiscences of him 
personally, | must say I think his admini- 
strative record may be fairly summed up 
as a deft and tactful blending of the 
suaviter in modo with the debiliter in re. 
And if he, himself. had ever shown 
the slightest practical enthusiasm for 
the cause of military reform _ his 
criticism on this oceasion might have 
carried more conviction to his hearers. 
But it is difficult for us to forget the 
reasons which led to the defeat of the 
last Liberal Government, and more par- 
ticularly to his own disappearance from 
office in the year 1895. 

I do not propose to inquire very 
closely into his criticisms of and strictures 
on the scheme now before the House, 
because I think that that task has been 
sufficiently performed by the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland. But there are two points to 
which I think | ought to refer. The 
right hon. Gentleman asked, ‘ In what 
possible circumstances could we ever 
have to send three army corps abroad | 
again?” In reply to that I will only 
remind the House of a point with 
which, perhaps, every military student 
in this House is familiar, namely, that | 
the Russian scheme for the invasion of | 
India contemplates the British Empire | 
reinforcing its present garrisons there | 
by exactly three army corps. In fact, | 
1 believe that the Russian scheme of | 
attack on India is drawn up mainly on | 
that assumption. This alone goes to | 


Army 


show that we should have the power to 
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send 120,000 men, or three army corps, 
out of this country in case of need. 
The second point to which I must refer 
is one upon which I feel bound to express 
a protest against the unmerited slur whicu 
the Leader of the Opposition cast upon 
officers of the Volunteer force, 


Organisation. 


Militia and the Volunteer forces (and 


‘especially the Volunteers) is to be found 


in their officers. I cannot say what has 
been the experience of the right hon. 
Gentleman in Scotland; but, speaking 
for my own part of the country—the 
south of England—and the headquarters 
of a big Volunteer brigade are located in 
my constituency—I venture to say that 
the weak point does not rest with the 
Volunteer officers, and | feel sure that 
the remark of the right hon. Gentleman 
will be deeply resented by Volunteers 
throughout the country. 

I now pass to the speech of the hon. 
Gentleman the junior Member for Old- 
ham. I was deeply impressed with its 
sentiment and real eloquence, but at 
the same time | must confess that I was 
deeply disappointed with its substance. 
I cannot but believe that its principles 
are curiously unsound. But it had one 
unexpected result. I see that my hon. 
friend has already been hailed by the 
chief organ of the Radical party, in 
tones of deep emotion, as the future 
Prime Minister of the Liberal party. 
and whilst I am sure we should be 
exceedingly sorry on this side of the 
House to lose the benefit of his services. 
I at the same time think he would be 
doing a really patriotic service to both 
parties if he were to consider the advis- 
ability of lifting up again that ** tattered 
flag ’’ which now lies so low in the dust. 
I think that those who listened to his 
speech must have been struck in the 
first place by its marked hereditary 
flavour. I have myself such a respect 
for the genius of my hon. friend that 
I cannot help expressing the belief that 
the opinions he gave utterance to in 
that speech were more the outcome ot 
filial sentiment than of his own deliberate 
judgment. And I venture to say to him 
that it is not well to confuse filial piety 
with public duty, and he must not think 
that he can succeed in a policy in the 
advocacy of which a “ certain splendid 
memory” failed. 1 sincerely sympa- 





69 


this 
on t 
to | 
It is 
the 
any 
ing t 
M 
and 
are 
think 
them 
wors| 
that, 
and 1 
this 
and | 
insur 
payin 
why | 
late 
busin 
with 3 
friend 
the y 
expen 
that tl 
of fore 
[ say, 
very g 
of fore 
greatly 
proof « 
a few 
ture of 
rupled, 
doublec 
up ove 
of thos 
the exp 
period 1 
It may 
with 
reply is 
do with 
Contine 
until tl 
sufficien 
land the 
[ sup 
specifica 
hon. fri 
because | 
he hims 
which 
originall 
Amendn 
liberty t 











68 


rps, 
eed. 
efer 
ress 
hicu 
pon 
ree. 
the 
and 
und 
has 
hon. 
cing 
-the 
‘ters 
d in 
that 

the 
that 
man 
eers 


hon. 
Old- 
1 its 
T al 
was 
nce, 
iples 
one 
hon. 
the 
, in 
ture 
ty. 
| be 
the 
ICES, 
d be 
both 
dvis- 
ered 
lust. 
) his 
the 
tary 
spect 
that 
that 
D in 
e ot 
rate 
him 
piety 
hink 
the 
ndid 


Mm pa- 











69 _ Army {14 May 1901} Organisation. 70 


thise with his expression of sentiment | He spoke of the extraordinary pressure 
on this occasion, but this is not the time | existing at the War Office, and made a 
to parade or pursue family traditions. curious insinuation, which can have no 
It is rather the time to take occasion by | other meaning but that on account of 
the hand and strenuously to support the pressure the present Secretary of 
any Minister who is honestly endeavour- State and Commander-in-Chief are not 
ing to reform and improve the Army. _ sufficiently compos mentis to undertake 

My hon. friend’s text was economy Army reform. A cursory inspection 
and retrenchment. Of course, those of the Secretary of State will, I think, 
are most praiseworthy virtues, but I sufficiently dispel that delusion, and I 
think it is a great mistake to elevate, am not aware that either physically or 
them into a mere fetish, blindly to be intellectually the powers of Lord Roberts 
worshipped. I cannot help thinking show any fatal diminution. The hon. 
that, after all, insurance is the best Member for Oldham then advocates 
and truest form of economy, and that postponing the “final decision’? on 
this great expenditure upon our Army questions of military reform. What 
and Navy is the best form of national does he mean by that? There can 
insurance. My hon. friend says we are be no such thing as a final decision 
paying too high a premium, and asks, in military reform. There can never 
why has it gone up so tremendously of , be finality in military matters. You 
late years? Simply because, as in cannot even stand still. You must 
business, the risk has increased, and either go forward or backward, and I 
with it the cost of insurance. My hon. believe that in this case we are going 
friend pointed out, very truly, that since forward. He talked about postponing 
the year 1886 our naval and military military reforms until ‘“ calmer times,” 
expenditure has doubled, and he asserted but is our military house to remain in 
that there has been nothing in the action disorder while we are waiting for these 
of foreign Powers to justify that increase. calmer times ? How does he know that 
[ say, on the contrary, there has been we have calmer times ahead of us 2? 
very good reason. The relative strength Suppose the times grow stormier! Are 
of foreign Powers on the Continent has | we still to wait? The Chief Secretary 
greatly increased in that period, and in’ has likened my hon. friend to a blunder- 
proof of that I may be allowed to quote! buss, but I feel rather inclined to liken 
a few figures. Since 1886 the expendi-' him to a cautious old lady who finds it so 
ture of Germany on her navy has quad- difficult to make up her mind to cross 
rupled, that of Russia has more than Piccadilly that when eventually she does 
doubled, and that of France has gone start she has reached such a distracted 
up over 60 per cent. Thus in the case and disorganised frame of mind that she 
of those three great nations combined must inevitably fall a prey to 
the expenditure upon their navies in the the first passing omnibus. Both my 
period mentioned has more than doubled. hon. friend and leader of the Oppo- 
It may be said, ‘“ What has that to do sition seem to fear that if we get a 
with our Army expenditure ?’’ My | stronger Army under this or any other 
reply is that it has a very great deal to. scheme it will turn our heads and incite 
do with it, because the armies of the us to assume the role of a provocative 
Continent cannot be a danger to England bully among the nations of the world. 
until their naval strength has been! How many more times is this ancient 
sufficiently developed to enable them to! and time-worn fallacy to be brought 
land those armies upon our shores. before the House? It has been paraded 

[ suppose it is not in order to refer; over and over again, and it has been 
specifically to the Amendment of my shown equally often that it-is based on a 
hon. friend the Member for Oldham, ; complete misconception. It is the foolish 
because he did not move it. But I think ; boy who has acquired a cheap new pistol 
he himself will admit that the speech | for the first time that is a danger to the 
which he delivered last night was community, and not the experienced 
originally designed to introduce that | man who acquires the best weapon in 
Amendment, and therefore I am atthe market, who is thoroughly well 
liberty to refer to certain points in it. ! versed in the use of it, and who. if he is 
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attacked or if he finds it necessary to 
meet any act of aggression, uses the 
weapon in the most effective way. | 
hope we shall not hear any more of this 
danger of having a strong Army. It is 
easy to scoff at military expenditure in 
times of peace, and to acquire a cheap 
popularity by advocating the cutting 
down of that expenditure. But a 
million pounds saved in times of peace | 
will often turn into ten or fifty millions | 
wasted in time of war, and it is little | 
satisfaction to a wounded or ruined | 
nation that it can hang to the nearest 
lamp-post the so-called “ economists ”’ 
who misled it in times of peace. 

Now I pass on to some of the details | 
of the right hon. Gentleman’s scheme. 
I cannot help feeling that, possibly with 
the very best intentions, hon. | 
have gone the wrong way to work i 
criticising this scheme, seeing us | 
because they differ from it in certain 
details, they attack it root and branch. 
Hon. Members would do better if they 
devoted their energies to improving, if 
possible, the Government scheme. rather 
than by putting forward great projects 
of their own. One fact does not seem 
to be sufficiently recognised in this con- 
nection. The scheme before us is the 
only one advanced by a_ responsible | 
authority ; therefore we cannot very well | 


displace it, but we may do a great deal to | 


improve it. There is, in fact, no alterna- 
tive scheme, because there is no alterna- 
tive Government. For that we have the 
authority of the chief Opposition whip. 
I know that the right hon. Gentleman 
the Member for East Fife does not agree 


with him; but, of course, that is not 
surprising. And I must confess that, 


looking across to the other side of the | 
I do not see that ideal Secretary | 


House, 
for War, who would eclipse the present 
holder of the office by the brilliancy of 
his reforms. I therefore propose to 


make the best I can of the present 
Secretary for War. In discussing this 


scheme, | must admit that one of my 
chief objections to it was removed last 
night by the statement of the Chief 
Secretary for Ireland that the army 
corps are not to be of the continental 
pattern, but more in the nature of great 
military commands for the purpose of 
decentralisation. That, I think. is an 
extremely important admission. And 
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when it comes to the vitally important 
point of selecting the generals for these 
great commands [ hope it will be remem- 
bered that it will be necessary to pay such 
a salary as will secure the best possible 
men for these positions. It occurs very 
often that the best men cannot take such 
posts becauseof the great expense attached 
to them, and I therefore trust that these 
commands will be paid in such a way 
| that the best men in the service, however 
| deficient in private means, will be able to 

take them. I must say I think that the 
‘idea of an army corps organisation for 
' defence will bear inspection, because it 
will help to encourage the Auxiliary 
forces, which are too much neglected at 
| the present moment. But for over-sea 
| purposes the case is different. You 
| cannot ship an army corps over sea. It 
'never has been done, and never will be 
‘done. I know it is contended in very 
| high places that the first duty of our 
| Army is home defence, but that is an 
ancient and exploded heresy. The de- 
fence of the British Empire does not 
merely consist in the defence of these 
islands. While it is necessary, of course, 
‘in the last fatal resort that we should 
have an organised force to repel a foreign 
invasion, the real defence of the British 
Empire, in almost all conceivable con- 
| tingencies, will be not in these islands, 
but on the frontiers of the enemy beyond 
the seas. On these grounds | would 
advocate the transfer of one of these 
first three army corps to South Africa, 
where it would be near the strategic 
centre of the Empire, and in a position 
to reinforce India at the shortest possible 
notice, instead of being cooped up i 
‘these islands with no suitable facilities 
for the war training of either officers or 
men. I really think that this point 
‘should commend itself to the Secretary 
of State for War. It does not materially 
alter his scheme, because it would merely 
substitute for the mixed force which he 
| proposes to have in South Africa one of 
his first three army corps. I myself also 
‘believe that this plan would open up a 
new field for recruiting. It is said by 
some that the Dutch in South Africa 
would not enlist in the British Army 
after this war, but that is contrary to all 
our experience, which shows that when 
| we have conquered even the most irre- 
‘concilable foes they have shown every 
desire to enter our forces. 
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Mr. PIRIE (Aberdeen, N.): Can the | again inflict my views, in detail, upon 


hon. Gentleman give an instance of a|the House. 


Briefly, my contention is 


civilised and white nation having done | that we should offer arate of pay equiv- 


that ? | 


a 

*Mr. ARTHUR LEE: I presume the | 
hon. Gentleman would call the High-| 
landers of Scotland a white and civilised | 
nation. I believe that for some time to | 
come we should have no difficulty in | 
recruiting from the white races in South | 
Africa, because after the war it is certain | 
that there will be a large number both | 
of British and Dutch who will be sadly | 
in want of employment, and who would | 
welcome the chance of serving in the | 
Army. 

Now I come to the really crucial point | 
of the whole scheme, and that is the 
provision of the men. The Chief Secre- 
tary to the Lord Lieutenant in his speech 
vesterday said that the most import- 
ant thing was to get “a proper design 
for your house,” and that “it did not 
matter much about the material.” But I 
think he would need the bricks; and 
the bricks of this scheme are, after all, the 
men. The Secretary of State for War 
has hitherto observed a somewhat | 
sphinx-like silence on this point, but | 
doubtless he will break it on Thursday. | 
I do not believe that the explanation of | 
his silence is that he is trying to lead us 
on to conscription. He is well aware 
that conscription is entirely inapplicable | 
to foreign service, and that our Army 
must be a foreign service army. There- | 
fore the only alternative, in my opinion, | 
is to improve the inducements held out 
to men to enlist. One way is to increase | 
the pay. The official rejoinder to that 
is that it is “all a question of money.’ 
I do not believe it is all a question of 
money in the sense of providing more | 
money. It is rather a question of the 
better distribution of the money already 
voted. The present Estimates show an 
enormous force on paper, a considerable | 
portion of which must necessarily be) 
ineffective. If we trim down that force 
to its effective strength we shall have a 
smaller force on paper, but a vastly more 
effective force in reality, and it would | 
not be necessary to trim it down very | 
far. I have already indicated in the | 
public press how I believe that money | 
would be actually saved to the public 
purse by this means, and I will not) 


| but meantime it is a 


alent to ls. 8d. per day (to grown men 


only, of course), and to supplement that 


by subsequent progressive increments. 
If that were done for men of good age 
and of good physique, intelligence, and 
character, you would not be committing 
yourself hopelessly to raising the pay 
of the entire Army until you got a clear 
indication of how that scheme would 
work. My contention is, in any case, 
that it is useless to have a vast army on 
paper, and I may again refer to the ana- 
logy of China. A favourite device of the 
Chinese is to make paper guns and paper 
forts, in order to intimidate the foe, but 
I most strongly deprecate this slavish 
adherence of the War Office to Chinese 
methods. Moreover, paper guns and 
forts in China cost nothing, whereas 
our paper soldiers cost £60 a year each. 
The official explanation of this is that 
boys will grow and become efficient 
soldiers. Of course many of them do ; 
ridiculous mis- 
representation to include those boys in 
the effective strength of the Army. It 
would be far better to strike them off 
altogether, and to use the money now 
wasted on them in giving better pay 
to the rest of the Army. I think it is 
more important that we should have 
a slightly smaller Army on paper than 
to retain a large portion of the Army 
as a kindergarten or a cadet corps. 

I know my noble friend the Financial 
Secretary to the War Office regards this 
portion of my scheme with very critical 


. disapproval, and I know that his argu- 
’| ment will be, ‘‘ How do you know, if we 
did raise the pay, that we should get the 


men we required?” Well, of course, 
it must be to a certain extent an experi- 
ment, but I have brought forward 
the only evidence there is on the subject 
—namely, the evidence of the American 
army, and we would only be following 
the inexorable law of supply and demand. 


|Why should the wages of the Army 


alone remain stationary when the wages 
of every other trade have increased 
steadily for a hundred years? Why 
should the apprentice in the Army 
be paid the same wages as the trained 
man? The principle of progressive pay is, 
in any case, very important, even if you 
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do not increase the minimum wage. The | for boys, but which are not suitable for 


Secretary of State for War said that it was 
of the “utmost importance that we 
should get in future men of better in- 
telligence,”” and, I think, in this connec- 
tion it would interest the House if I 
called its attention for a 
perhaps the most efficient army we have 
ever had in this country—I mean Crom- 
well’s army. Macaulay, referring to 
that army, says that “the pay of the 
private soldier was much above the 
wages earned by the great body of the 
people,” and that its ranks were conse- 
quently composed of men of superior 
education. He then adds— 


‘In war this force was irresistible . . It 
never found, either in the British Islands or 
on the Continent, an enemy who could stand 
its onset.” 


So, increased pay was the means adopted 
by Cromwell to secure high-class and 
intelligent soldiers, and if it was import- 
ant to get that class of man in his time, 
it is infinitely more important in these 
days. And in reply to this demand for 
evidence I would ask the Financial 
Secretary to bring forward, if he can, any 
particle of evidence to show that a good 
class of men will enlist in the future at 
a rate of wages which is much below 
the current wages in the labour market. 
It is sometimes contended that the 
pay of the soldier was raised three years 
and that that did not benefit 


ago, 
recruiting. That is a delusive argu- 
ment. The pay was raised nominally, 


I admit, but it was raised in such a way 


that unless the recruit had a fair smat- | 


tering of mathematics he was not aware 
that he was any better off than under 
the old system. 
relieved of certain stoppages which he 


moment to! 








The soldier was only | 
| men ! 


| 
| 
| 
| 


| 


| his friends into the Army. 


grown men. I hope the Secretary of 
State will study the privileges given to 
soldiers of the United States army, such 
as separate dining rooms, oilcloth table- 
cloths, and glasses and knives. Men 
care a great deal about these things, and 
they cost very little. The privilege of 
being allowed to wear plain clothes on 
certain occasions, extended to men of 
good character, is especially appreciated 
in the American army, and to be deprived 
of it is considered to be a most serious 
punishment. I will not press the neces- 
sity of getting the same high standard 
physically that at present obtains in the 
American army. I do not think it is 
necessary. If we get men of twenty 
years of age, well developed and with 
intelligence, that is sufficient. I think 
that it is important that we should get 
men as nearly twenty years of age as 
possible, because then, as soon as they 
have received a smattering of training 
they can besent abroad to foreign stations, 
if necessary. Against this it is said,“ But 
how magnificently our boys did in South 
Africa.” Of course they did well, but 
the best work, I maintain, was done by 
the men of the Reserve. The Chief 
Secretary, in his speech, drew a moving 
picture of the casualties at Pieters Hill 
at which it was found that every man 
found dead close up to the Boer trenches 
was a Reservist, and this, I think, goes 
to prove my contention. The next 
thing, and it is of great importance, is to 
encourage the private soldier to bring 
Why should 
not every soldier be turned into a recruit- 
ing agent, and get, say, a 5s. bonus when 
he brings in a good recruit? Why 
should recruiting be restricted to a few 
It would be a great incentive to 


had always regarded as unjust; and | soldiers if they really knew they could 
even now he does not get a clear shilling | increase their allowance by bringing 


a day. To have any effect, you must | their friends into the Army. 


I think it 


increase the pay by a good round sum— | Was somewhat of a mistake on the part 
something which the recruit can under-| of my right hon. friend to announce in 


stand. It will not be sufficient to pro- 
mise him a pension, the contingency is 


too remote, and if you want to get a good | new scheme. : 
make the | the country that these men are to receive 


class of recruit you must 


immediate prospect of a soldier's life | 8. a ¢ 


| 


| 


the way he did the rates of pay to the 
specially selected Volunteers under the 
It is generally believed in 


lay, whereas, as a matter of fact, 


more attractive than the life you are | most of that money will not be given to 


asking him to leave. 


Having done that, | the men, but will go towards the expense 


-you must also, of course, abolish rules | of keeping them in camp, and they will 
and restrictions which may be suitable | not get much more than Is. 3d. to spend 


Mr. Arthur Lee. 
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on themselves. If that were generally | 
known, the right hon. Gentleman's 
statement would - probably not have such 
a bad effect on recruiting for the Regular 
Army. 

There are numerous other important 
points upon which I should like to touch, 


{14 May 1901} 





Organisation. 78 


vast opportunities and to postpone this 


| matter until “‘ calmer times ”’! 


Mr. WINSTON CHURCHILL 
(Oldham): No. I said postpone the 
grandiose portion. 


but Isdo not wish to take up the time of | 


those who wish to follow me. 
other vital points, however, there is the | 
question of the formation of the general | 
staff. That is a point upon which the | 
Secretary of State has not committed | 
himself either way, and it is quite com- | 
patible with the present scheme. Then 
there is the position of the Commander- 
in-Chief, a most vital point in any scheme 
of military reform. The question of 
musketry training | brought before the 
House on another occasion. 
| have received a copy of the new regula- 


tions of the United States army on the | 


subject, and I find that a sum of 37s. 6d. 
is allowed to each soldier, every year, for 
ammunition, which gives him something 
like 400 rounds for practice, so that it is 
little wonder that their shooting is better 
than ours. Now | am anxious, in con- 
clusion, to make my position with regard 
to this scheme quite clear. I do not pre- 
tend that the scheme is an ideal one, or 


and it certainly does not represent finality 
in military reform ; but it does contain 
many valuable points, and it seems to me 


that it would be a fatal mistake on our | 


part to decline to accept those points 


simply because the whole scheme is not | 


the best that could be contrived. The 
situation, as I see it, is like a tug of war 
with men pulling on both sides. When 
we get a few inches of the rope on our 
side of the line we dig our heels into the 
ground and pull again. We do not, 


because we cannot get the other side over | 


the line with one pull, throw down the | 
rope and say we will not play any more. 
The present state of affairs presents a 
unique opportunity. We have the nation 
aroused and eager in the cause of military 
reform ; we havea Parliament specifically 
charged with this very task; we have 
a popular Commander-in-Chief, and 

Secretary of State who is strong and 
fearless, and deeply impressed with his 
opportunities. And yet the hon. 


Amongst | 


Since then | 


th é ' motto of his scheme * 
that it is the best which could be evolved, : 


Mem- 


*Mr. ARTHUR LEE: I do not know 
|what my hon. friend means by the 
grandiose portion, but I think instead of 
|condemning this scheme in toto the 
/more patriotic course would be to give 
the right hon. Gentleman our general 
support in the lobby, and at the same 
time to express the confident hope that 
he will welcome any serious criticism 
\that is passed on the scheme and 
remedy its more serious defects. I do 
not for a moment believe that he intends 
to force through this scheme as it stands 
at the moment without medification. 
I believe when he comes to speak he 
will explain many things that we have 
not understood with regard to the details 
of his proposals, and if he does that, | 
for one, to use his own historic phrase, 
am prepared to put my money on the 
right hon. Gentleman and to support 
him in the lobby. Let him adopt as the 
Esse quam videri,” 
and if he does that he will not only have 
smoothed his own path in the future, 
but he will have earned the lasting 
gratitude of both the Army and of the 
country. 


Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): It is only 
fair that on this great question of army 
reform a few words should be heard on 
behalf of the Irish party, because the 
military policy of the Government has 
‘ast upon Ireland a burden which she 
can ill bear, staggering, as she has already 
been for many years, under the weight 
of over taxation. But before I address 
myself to the question now being dis- 
cussed by the House I desire to offer the 
| hon. Member for Oldham the testimony 
of my enthusiastic admiration for the 
speech he made last night, and I speak 
now not in the ordinary sense of one 
who has listened to a brilliant speech, 
but as an old Member of the House, who 
has sat here for twenty years, and | 
say it is not often that we listen to a 


r for Oldham asks us to neglect these| speech of true sentiment and great 
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eloquence, and when we do I think it is 
the duty of the older 
House to offer their congratulations. 
There are some of us here who remember 
performances of his father in the days of 
his greatness in this House, and perhaps | 
the hon. Member for Oldham will pardon 


me if I say his father never did better | 


than he did last night, and I have not 
seen a young Member of this House 
spring so suddenly and decisively to the 
front rank of debate. The hon. Member 
for Oldham has received but grudging 
praise from his own side of the House. 
I heard just now the hon. Member for 
North Fareham hint, in no gallant way, 
that the fate of the hon. Member for 
Oldham decorating a lamp post--- 


*Mr. ARTHUR LEE: No, no. 


That was the fate he 
held out to economists. And the hon. 
Gentleman the Member for Oldham 
treated the matter as an economist. If 
the power of eloquence would influence 
the people of this country, I know no one 
more qualified to exercise the power 
than the hon. Member for Oldham. 


Mr. DILLON : 


And I, speaking on behalf of the Irish , )”. : 
‘this country has been passing over the 


party, would invite the hon. Member for 
Oldham, for the sake of days long gone 
we and his father, although 
politically opposed, always continued 
good friends, when he is threatened 
with that fate to take refuge in Ireland, 
where I guarantee he will receive pro- 
tection. The hon. Member for Oldham 
was good enough to say in the course of 
his great speech that during the last five 
years the only protest against this ever- 
growing burden had come from these 
benches, and these benches alone. And 
he spoke the truth. We have been no 
parties to this burden, which in my 
opinion is fraught with great danger, 
and which is at the present moment 
drawing the life blood from Ireland. We 
have been told that the additional taxa- 
tion to which this country has been 
subjected by reason of this expenditure is 
a mere fleabite to the wealth of England, 
and that it would show the world how 
vast are the resources of England; but 
if hon. Members sometimes visited, as I | 


Mr, Dillon. 


by, when 
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do, some of the working-class districts, 
they would find that the working men 
are beginning tocountthecost. But this 
to Ireland is a vital question, a question 
of life and death. During the last five 
years, on this matter of increasing arma- 
ments alone, upwards of a million has 
been added to the taxation of Iveland, 
in spite of the constant protests of three- 
fourths of the representatives of that 
country in this House, and in spite of 


‘the fact that whatever may be the views 


of this country on Imperialism and mad 
enterprises in all parts of the world, 
Ireland does not share them. And so far 
as Ireland is concerned we shall continue 
to resist every stage of this fatal error, 
fatal as I believe to Great Britain, and ten 
thousand times more fatal to Ireland. 

It is a remarkable fact in this great 
question of army reform that whereas 
in this country while the war fever was 
passing over the country recruiting 
increased enormously in Great Britain, 
in Ireland the contrary was the case. 
Ireland used to be one of your largest 
recruiting fields, and you always looked 
to that country as a successful recruiting 
ground for your Army. But the re- 
cruiting returns of Ireland have fallen 
largely because of our hatred of Im- 
perialism. While the war fever in 


land and has made the war popular here, 
it has had the opposite effect in Ireland. 
An insurmountable difficulty in Ireland 
is that the supply is drying up, and I 
believe that process will go on, and you 
will have to build your future schemes 
of Army reform on the calculation that 
Ireland, as a recruiting field, will have to 
be less looked to by this House. It is my 
deep conviction that this increase of the 
military forces of this country will act 
and react upon the foreign policy of 
Great Britain. This is bound to be the 
result if you persist in increasing the 
number of general officers and others. 
and also the number of your soldiers. 
At present life in the Army is rather dull 
and idle, and the men are always eager 
for war. They: are always a strong 
power in favour of warlike enterprises, 
and the more you increase the number 
of your great military officers and the 
rank and file of the Army the more will 
you increase the tendency towards war- 
like enterprises. Therefore, I say that 
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every million which you add to the | 


military expenses of this country is 
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| 


increasing the risk of great wars, and | 


this fact is used as an argument in 
favour of the addition of fresh millions 
toour military expenditure. Weare told 
of the ““commitments ” of this country 
in three or four continents, and we hear 
about the designs of Russia in regard to 
India and Manchuria. We know that 
there are large sections of the community 


clamouring for increased armaments and | 


for a forward policy in China. Suppose 
we did go to war with Russia, what use 
would our six army corps be? They 
would be simply of no account, and our 
military expenditure would immediately 
be doubled and trebled within one year 
in such a warlike enterprise. It is the 
liability of these enterprises which is so 
calmly quoted by military gentlemen 
and Jingo newspapers as a reason why 
we should increase our Army without 
limit. 
be borne in mind, and it is the growing 
spirit which every man who loves peace, 
and who believes that the State should be 


There isanother consideration to | 


} 


| African war. 


Organisation. §2 


*Mr. SPEAKER: This has nothing to 
do with the question before the House. 


Mr. DILLON: I will pass from that 
subject, which I think I might have been 


allowed to allude to, because the hon. 
| Member for Oldham, in his speech, took 


a very wide scope in this direction. Per- 
haps some other opportunity will be 
afforded me of dealing with this subject. 

I turn now to the question of the lessons 
which have been learned from the South 
We have heard it stated 
that one of the reasons why these 
reforms are to be applied to the Army 
without waiting for the first necessary 
reform—namely, the reform of the War 
Office, which has now been thrust into a 


| back seat—is that we shall avail ourselves. 


'of the lessons of the war. 


conducted with a view rather to peace | 


than to war, must watch with alarm— 
[ allude to the tendency of great officers 
in active command to apply themselves 
to politics. I do not think we have ever 
had before such exhibitions of this nature 
as we have had lately. They spring 
from this growing military spirit, and 
from the pass to which things have been 
brought. These great military officers 
have come to look upon the House of 
Commons with contempt, and as a body 
which ought to vote any amount of 
money which they may require. It is no 
use for me now to go through the cata- 
logue of speeches of that kind which 
have been made recently in this country. 
There is hardly a military officer who has 
returned from South Africa who has not 
delivered political speeches and criticised 
the action of the Government. The 
very last speech of this kind was de- 


livered by a very distinguished man, | . . 
/entertained him. 


Sir Reginald Pole-Carew, who stated 
that, although he was not sanguine 
as to the result of the war, he was satisfied 
that there must not be any further 
negotiations. That statement was made 


The chief 
ground on which this precipitate action 
is taken is that we have been taught 
great lessons from the South African 
war, and we are told that we should 
avail ourselves of those lessons while they 
are fresh in our memory. I was reading, 
the other day, a book written by a gentle- 
man who has had great experience in 
military matters, and he approached the 
consideration of the war with a perfectly 
open mind. This book was written by 
Count Adalbert Sternberg, who, at the 
commencement of the war, offered his 
sword to the British Government, and 
they refused it, whereupon he went over 
and offered his sword to Dr. Leyds and 
afterwards fought with Cronje. He 
came home from Cronje’s camp to 
England, and he was entertained by the 


First Lord of the Treasury and the 


Secretary for War. If any members of 
the Irish party had been seen talking 
to Dr. Leyds we should immediately have 
been denounced as the King’s enemies. 
He must have been considered a man of 
distinction and ability, or else the First 
Lord of the Treasury would not have 
His book is an ex- 
ceedingly interesting one and well worthy 
of consideration. He says the great 
lesson of this war ought to be to teach 


'Continental powers to seek quality in 


He 


their armies rather than quantity. 


in face of the fact that we have been told goes on to say that there was a great 


that—— 


‘blunder committed by the English 
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during this war in the quality of the men | the British were afraid of Cronje, and 


they sent out. He says— 


‘““What is the use of a battalion 1,000 
strong, none of whom can hit anything, and 
who could not hit a house at 100 yards? Give 
me 50 Boers, and [I will bet 1,000 such men 
will not dislodge them from their position.” 
He goes on at great length to elaborate 
this as the main lesson of the war, 
and | believe he is right. The main 
lesson of the war is that quality is 
what we ought to seek for, and not 
quantity. 
purely military point of view. This is 
the great lesson of the war, and | say 
that from the beginning to the end of 
this grand scheme, which is to put 
£2,000,000 or £3,000,000 on the Esti- 
mates, and which. will cost the country 
many millions more in the course of the 
next two or three years, there is not a 
shadow of evidence that the Govern- 
ment have considered this main lesson 
of the war, and there is no proof of a 
decision to improve the quality and cut 
down the quantity. The one remedy of 
the Government is to increase the num- 
ber of the Auxiliary forces without any 
reference to the quality. The military 
men, who generally monopolise these de- 
bates, will no doubt look with contempt 
and scorn on an ignorant outsider 
taking part in these debates and putting 
forward his views. But what would 
the gallant officers opposite have said 


if a farmer like De Wet or Delarey 
had undertaken to lecture them on 
the art of war! And yet De Wet, 


Delarey, and Louis Botha have all given 
the British officers a great many lessons 
in the art of warfare. It has often 
happened in the past that an ignorant 
outsider, if he has a little common sense, 
“an give even an expert some hints 
and make useful observations upon a 
matter of this kind. I said that the 
chief lesson of this war was the fact that 
what the Government should seek for is 
quality and not quantity. 
important battle have the English 
soldiers succeeded except where they out- 
numbered the Boers by three to one, or 
ten to one. In the only case in which a 
signal victory on any considerable scale 
was won by the British army, that of 
Paardeberg, the British troops out- 


numbered the Boers by ten to one. | 


Even with 40,000 men against 4,000 
Mr. Dillon. 


In no single | 


I am now speaking from a 


they only succeeded in forcing him to 
surrender by bombarding him for seven 
days with 100 guns. 


Tue FINANCIAL SECRETARY 10 
THE WAR OFFICE (Lord Srantey, 
Lancashire, West Houghton): Will the 
hon. Member kindly give us his authority 
for stating that the strength of the 
British force at Paardeberg was 40,000 ? 

Mr. DILLON: | be 
but I gathered that impression from the 
despatches ; but, in any case, it will not 
be denied that at the one great British 
victory, which was won at Paardeberg, 
the Boers were greatly outnumbered, and 
they had suffered heavily from a rear. 
Upon the first occasion, 


may wrong, 


guard action. 


'when you closed with the Boers before 
Paardeberg, they defeated the British 


army, who outnumbered them by eight 
or nine to one, and you were afraid to 
close with them until you had bombarded 
them at Paardeberg for seven days 
with 100 guns. This war has shown 
that the Boers are more than a match 
for the English soldiers man to man. 

This appears to me to be the great lesson 
of this war, and it can only be accounted 
for by two or three considerations. In 
the first place, I do not question the 
bravery of your men, but they were not 
equal to the Boers in physique, and they 
were not the quality of men which 
you ought to have in the British Army. 
In the second place, your men were not 
trained. I admit that our information 
upon these matters is very imperfect, 
but the noble Lord himself is the man 
who is mostly responsible for this state 
of things. It is an extraordinary thing, 
which ought to be explained, that the 
British Army was unable to cope with 
these Boer farmers except when they 
had an enormous majority on their side. 
Your men were insufficiently trained, 


and they were not good marksmen, 


and your officers had not been sufficiently 
trained to have sufficient initiative under 
the conditions in which they were placed. 
My third reason is that the systém is bad 
as regards the training and education of 
the British officer, and one thing you will 
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have to look to in the future is a total | 
revolution in the system of officering | 
the Army,so that the ranks of theofficers | 
will be thrown open to everybody, and 
not kept as a kind of society preserve for 
wealthy men who can afford to draw 

large sums of money from their fathers’ 

estates. Those appear to be the chief | 
lessons which are to be derived from the 

war in South Africa. These proposals 

for the reform of the Army have been 

brought up by the Government without 

the slightest regard to anything that 

has occurred in South Africa. I should | 
say that the first thing the Army requires 
is such a reform and change in the War 
Office as will remove all the abuses which 
have been admitted on all sides. No- 
body has a word to say in defence of the 
War Office, for the system there has re- 
sulted in one of the greatest scandals 
that has ever occurred in connection with 
the War Office, namely, the collision 
between Lord Lansdowne and the late 
Commander-in-Chief in the House of 
Lords. I cannot conceive how any 

Government can have the face to come to 
this House and ask the heavily-burdened 
and long-suffering taxpayers of this 
country to find more money for the War 
Office to spend without grappling with 

the problem of the reorganisation of the 
War Office, and without dealing with 

the dispute which arose between the 
late Secretary of State for War and Lord 
Wolseley. The difficulty which the 
Government have always felt is a social 

difficulty, and the social influences are 
so strong that even this strong Govern- 
ment shrinks from tackling the reform of 
the War Office. 

You have also to deal with the question 
of recruiting. No one who examines the 
Return of the Inspector General of Re- 
cruiting can deny the importance of this 
question, and you cannot get the proper 
number of suitable men for your Army 
unless you make some change in your 
system of recruiting. If you want a 
really effective Army, you will have to 
substantially increase the pay of the 
soldiers, not by 1d. or 2d. per day, but by | 
some substantial sum, and you must 
reduce the paper number of your Army. 
I am now speaking from the point of. 
view of getting value for your money. | 
If you cut off 50,000 men from your | 
paper number, and devote the money to | 
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increasing the pay, then I believe your 
Army would be much more effective as a 
fighting weapon. If you desire to have 
an effective Army you must make the 
will 
induce any self-respecting and superior 
man to enter the Army. You can only 
do this in one way, and that is by demo- 
cratising the Army and teaching the 
common soldier that it is possible for him 
to rise, step by step, through the various 
grades to the rank of officer, and con- 
vincing him that no obstruction will be 
thrown in his path. You might improve 
recruiting perhaps by offering 1s. 3d. 
or 1s. 9d. per day for a period of three 
years. At the end of three years, if the 
men were healthy, well-behaved, and 
free from disease, they might be given 
the option of serving for a longer period 
at an increased rate of pay, with the 
knowledge that if they were sufficiently 
intelligent a certain number of them 
would be drafted into the military col- 
leges and educated as officers. If you 
intend to have a genuine spirit in 
the Army you must do something 
of this kind. We know that some 
officers are promoted from the ranks, 
but it is only done occasionally. 1 
believe General Hector Macdonald was 
a case of this kind. But, generally, 
the men who are promoted in this way 
find themselves in a foreign atmosphere, 
and it is altogether a false system. This 
class distinction should be as far as 
possible abolished, and it can only be 
abolished in the way I have indicated, 
combined with a reasonable increase in 
the pay of officers and men. We want 
such regulations in the Army as will 
teach the young gentlemen who now 
join the Army with a thousand a year 
to spend that they are not wanted. If 
you must have these Line regiments, 
which are really useless, then why not 
set a few regiments aside for millionaires 
and other wealthy people, and let the 
rest of the Army be worked upon demo- 
principles. If the — principles 
adopted by the British Army had been 
applied to the Boer Army in South Africa, 
I suppose that men like De Wet and 
Delarey, and some of the best of the Boer 
generals, would have been serving in the 
ranks, and some incompetent gentlemen 
from Johannesberg would have been the 


officers in command. If the principles 
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upon which the British Army was orga- 
nised had been enforced among the Boers 
many of the men who have come so much 
to the front would have found their 
upward progress blocked and barred by 
wealthy but incompetent men, and they 
would have struggled in vain against 
social influences. These appear to me to 
be the chief grounds for instituting a real 
reform of the Army, 


[ desire now to say a word or two with 
reference to recruiting. I have already 
stated that, in my opinion, the seriousness 
of this question is greatly increased by 
the fact that the Lrish supply is drying up. 
God knows it is time that they did dry up. 
Irishmen fought your battles in the 
Peninsular War, and for nearly a whole 
century half the British Army was 
composed of Irish Catholics. And what 
have we got for all this? The homes of 
our people have been desolated, and the 
population of Ireland, where you looked 
with assurance for your best soldiers, 
whose physique is never questioned, has 
heen reduced to one-half by persecution 
and outrage. And now, when there is 
not a battlefield in Europe upon which 
the bones of Irish soldiers are not lying, 
the Catholics of Ireland are set down as 
superstitious idolators. But this policy 
is bearing its fruit, and you will not have 
so many superstitious idolators recruited 
from Ireland in the future. It has 
been a miserable failure, and why ? 
Because you have flouted our people, 
and at the same time you ask them to 
come into your ranks. You have now 
got to go to Scotland to get recruits for 
your Irish Guards. The Report goes on 
to say that the situation is most critical, 
and that unless something is done it will 
be impossible in years to come to get 
the number of men actually required. 
It is not only a fact that recruiting gene- 
rally is falling off in Ireland, but the 
recruiting has fallen off on account of the 
war fever and directly proportionate to it. 
This is because the Irish people hate the 
war and consider it unjust. There are 
three districts in Ireland where recruiting 
takes place. In the Dublin recruiting 
district the total number passed for the 
Regular Army in 1897 was 1,709; in 
1898, 1,693; in 1899, 1,504: and in 
1900 the total fell off by about 200 men. 
In the Cork district the falling off was 
still heavier. The numbers were : 1,300 
Mr. Dillon. 
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|in 1897 ; 1,391 in 1898 ; 1,166 in 1899; 
and 965 in 1900. You have a steady 
‘falling off in the recruiting in every part 
of Ireland except in the city of Belfast. 
I desire to bring this fact under the 
notice of the Government as evidence of 
the true feeling of the Irish people in 
regard to this war. Without pretending 
\to have any great enthusiasm for the 
British Army, I have stated honestly and 
frankly what I believe to be the only 
lines upon which you can get an effective 
Army in this country. Under other 
circumstances Irishmen might take an 
interest of a different character in this 
matter, but under present circumstances 
it is only in the spirit of aloofness that 
I can address myself to this question 
to-day. On the other aspect of this 
question—which ought rot to be left 
out—I allude to the: consequences 
which arise from the spreading of 
Imperialism and a desire for foreign 
adventure and increased expenditure on 
armaments—I am proud and glad to say 
that the voice of Ireland is practically 
alone in this House, with the exception 
of a few labour Members and the hon. 
Member for Northampton. I hope that 
the tattered banner, which they have so 
eloquently held up during the past five 
years, will once more be raised, and that 
those who are anxious for the greatness 
and the prosperity of the people of this 
country, and who are the true friends of 
justice, will rally round that flag. 


Lorp STANLEY: I rise with much 
diffidence and trepidation amid the 
shower of blunderbuss slugs, shells of 
high velocity, and paper pellets. I am 
asking the leave of the House to allow 
me to go over the ground which has now 
been traversed, and I will as far as lies in 
my power endeavour to meet some of the 
criticisms which have been made against 
this scheme. Any one who does not 
know the House may think that for the 
Government at the present moment 
there is a certain element of danger. 
An Amendment has been brought for- 
ward by the Leader of the Opposition as 
a vote of censure on our scheme; and 
tagged on to it are several other Amend- 
ments, mostly, I admit, by hon. Members 
on this side of the House, dealing with 
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questions connected with the scheme. {credit for getting a little ahead of a 


But any one like myself, who has had 
the experience of being a Whip in this 
House knows that there is little danger | 
of those hungry Members on this side re- 
jecting the loaf—of those who are hungry 
for Army reform rejecting this bread, 
although they may think it not quite up 
to their requirements, for the empty 
platter of the opposite side. There is 
one thing that is very apparent also, and 
it is that the number of Amendments 
on the Paper would make any Secretary 
of State realise that it is hopeless to 
expect that any scheme will meet with 
the approval of everybody. I am _ per- 
fectly convinced that if we were living 
in the old days, and one of the gods from 
above had come down with a heaven- 
born scheme, I should have been perfectly 
prepared to have seen at least six hon. 
Members of this House who would have 
controverted every statement in it. But 
I will now pass on to the general line of 
opposition contained in the particular 
statements which have been made by | 
hon. Members and right hon. Gentlemen 
on the opposite side. 

The right hon. Gentleman who 
moved the Amendment a few days 
ago indulged in chaff as to the com- 
fort he found in sitting on a fence, 
and when we saw this Amendment we 
realised that warily and very gingerly 
the right hon. Gentleman was _ prepar- 
ing to come down from his comfortable 
seat on one side, and we watched to 
see on which side he would come down. 
But at present we are left in extra- 
ordinary doubt, for while the Amend- 
ment shows him to have come down on 
one side, his speech shows him to be! 
equally ready to come down on the other. 
If the right hon. Gentleman should ever 
go back to his post at the War Office, 


suggestion, but that is the case in this 
respect. ‘The wording is expressly drawn 
so as to include non-tropical stations, 
and if | may say so without any breach of 
confidence, at the time when it was 
intended to form these garrisons I myself 
very strongly urged that South Africa 


|should be one of the stations to which 


where he was once, I think, the most | 
popular gentleman, personally, who ever | 
oceupied it, he would find no difficulty | 
in suiting his policy of inaction or action | 


to either the Amendment or the speech, 
which ever suits the occasion. What is 
it that the right hon. Gentleman criticises 
in our scheme? The right hon. Gentle- 
man makes two suggestions, and, if I may 
say so, two sneers. First, 
suggestion that the garrison battalions 
should go to South Africa, it is not often 


that the War Office is allowed to claim | 


as to the! 


| they should go, and I have every reason 
to hope that in future some of them 


will be stationed there. I believe the 
climate is good for man, woman, and 
child, and I look to the establishment 
there of English families as a pledge for 
the future security and peace of the 
country. Another suggestion made by 
the right hon. Gentleman is that more 
latitude should be given to men to be out 
of uniform, which he thought would be 
very much appreciated. I must say 
that I was very much in agreement with 


the right hon. Gentleman on that point, 


but at the same time I would not like 
such a course to be authorised if it would 


‘give any colour to the supposition that 


to wear the uniform of this country is 
in any way a disgrace. Sooner would 
[ see a man proud of his uniform, and 
the people of this country if possible 
educated to regard that uniform not as 
a badge of slavery, but asa badge of all 
possible honour. 

The right hon. Gentleman has 
referred to what my right hon. friend 
has said as to the appointment of 
officers to the generals’ list, but when 
my right hon. friend made his statement 
he was thinking not only of the past but 
of the future. Only a few weeks before 
my right hon. friend in the exercise of his 
office, and on the direct advice of the 


| Commander-in-Chief, had removed an 


officer from his command. I will draw 
the right hon. Gentleman’s attention 
to the fact that although that was done 
by the Secretary of State, with the advice 
of the Commander-in-Chief, an ex- 
Secretary of State for War has voted that 
the whole question should be reopened. 
As to the education of officers, the right 
hon. Gentleman gave expression to what 
was, I think, an ill-merited sneer at the 
public school training of this country. 
I cannot possibly agree with the 
right hon. Gentleman on this matter. 
I am one of those persons who was 
educated at what may be called a military 
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public school—Wellington College—and | name “ Imperial Yeomanry,” in the hope 
I am bound to say the result has not been | of inducing that class of men to serve in 
satisfactory. But that is entirely due | its ranks who hitherto, in time of peace, 
to myself, and not to the methods—ocea- | have not joined the ordinary Yeomanry. 
sionally extremely drastic methods— | Complaint has also been made that the 
which were tried to instil knowledge into | colonies have not been included in the 
me. The system of the education of | Imperial Yeomanry. But the Govern- 
officers is one very difficult to alter. There | ment intend to bring forward a scheme 
is not the slightest doubt that the present | to establish in the colonies a force com- 
officer is, in many respects, the highest | posed of the same class of men, under the 
ideal you can possibly have of a regi-| same rules and regulations, and fighting, 
mental officer. He is bold to a fault, | if necessary, in the time to come under 
and, above all, he is a leader of men ; and| the same flag, under the same name, 
it is impossible to deny the fact that he| which a portion of them have certainly 
has gained these qualities, or to a great | helped to make historic. 
extent gained them, through his public|_ - le ig ms 
school training. But a Committee is now tty. ge ata a ap deat 
considering the question of the education | 2 ; 
of officers, and I feel perfectly certain that | 
if they should recommend a particular | 
form of education better suited to the | 
needs and interests of boys who are | 
intended to become officers, the head- iow fe War abd the Comsiandik 
masters of the public schools of this|in Ghief. It is said that one man 
country would be willing to adopt it ;) cannot serve as. cesiien tah ‘ig 
and, further, it is the duty of the Govern- | ,),,, proverbial that it risk ation ist nal ss 
ment not only to give that advice to the | tion to prove the rule Pate site 
headmasters, but to introduce any ing at the present aia te i the 
reforms proved to be necessary at Sand- exception. In ‘te position which I 
hurst, Woolwich, and the Staff College, , ; 
to ensure that officers receive that train- 
ing which will best equip them for the 
efficient discharge of their duties in the 
Army. The right hon. Gentleman also | my Jate chief, the Commander-in-Chief: 
criticised the conmmet ra oy ore and and I found it perfectly possible to serve 
oe gem Pag eT a od |these two masters, because they are 
Lord Lieutenant dealt very exhaustively | aka. sn apeeRy Eg large re 
: 2 £ » | gether towards what they believe is the 
with that point, and [ think he was able | goa) of success in the administration of 
to remove some, at all events, of the | the Army. peepee emphati cally that 
misapprehensions of the right hon. | if I found myself in a position in which I 
Gentleman with regard to the army} would have to follow my right hon. 
corps. The right hon. Gentleman | ¢rieng personally and put myself in oppo- 
objected to the name ~ Imperial Yeo-| sition to the Commander-in-Chief, I 
manry ” because it did not possess, at should not have the slightest hesitation 
present at all events, that Imperial! ;, putting myself out of the position in 
character he would like to see. A large | which I could not do justice to either of 
proportion of the Yeomanry force which |them. | might be regarded as a political 
went out to South Africa were yeomen, | barometer to show the temperature and 
although they were not trained in the|the state of the weather between the 
Yeomanry ranks, and they proceeded to | Commander-in-Chief and the Secretary of 
the front, together with the trained Yeo- | State, and I can assure the right hon. 
ngs Se the Imperial Yeomanry. | Baronet that the barometer baa ** set 
That force has won for itself a name in | fair,’ and is likely to remain so. 
South Africa which is just as distin- | ’ 
guished as the name borne by any of the | 
regiments in His Majesty's service: and| *Sirm CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
the Government propose to retain the | shire, Forest of Dean): I have no com- 
Lord Stanley. 





Dean there seemed to me in listening 
to it, and still more in reading it, to 
run the hint that there was some dis- 
agreement, or at all events that there 
was not agreement, between the Necre- 


occupy I am bound politically to my 
right hon. friend the Secretary for War, 
and | am bound in every way it is possible 
for a man to be attached to another to 
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plaint to make of the words which the 
noble Lord has used—far from that—but 
to prevent any possible mistake I will re- 
peat what I didsay. I did not allege that 
there was a difference of opinion between 
the Commander-in-C hief andtheSecretary 
of State. What I said was that the 
public utterances of the Commander-in- 
Chief, not only some time ago, but last 
week, showed that this scheme could not 
be his scheme. 


Lord STANLEY: The Secretary of 
State first submitted a scheme to the 
Commander-in-Chief, but it was very 
different from the scheme which the 
united efforts of both have now put 
before the country. I know, because I 
saw both. The right hon. Baronet also 
alluded to a particular article which I 
had written advocating conscription. It 
is a terrible thing to have one’s sins 
finding one out. That article was not a 
contribution to a recent review. The 
right hon. Baronet has said before that 


a frank candour sometimes disarms 
criticism. [ have not the slightest 
objection to frank candour in the 


present case. It was, in fact, merely a 
paragraph written almost at a moment's 
notice to that distinguished but now 
defunct paper the Bloemfontein Friend. 
I would be equally frank in saying that 
although it represented my views at the 
moment, | would not go so far as to say 
it does not represent my views now. If 
| had known then that I was going to 
stand at this Table now I would not have 
been so candid. The right hon. Baronet, 
if | may say so without offence, reminds 
me irresistibly of a plaything of one’s 
schoolboy days. He reminds me of the 
squirrel which used to be kept in a round 
cage, and which goes round and round 
with a great deal of satisfaction to him- 
self and to those who are watching him, 
but no amount of hard work seems to get 
him any further forward. The right 
hon. Baronet is always perfectly con- 
sistent in that he is always ready to say, 
“This is a bad scheme,”’ no matter what- 
ever the scheme may be. Most people 
cannot help getting a sort of satanic 
delight in being able to say when any- 
-thing goes wrong, “I told you so.” The 
right hon. Baronet lives in a perpetual 
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state of “I told you so.” He is always 
ready to say it at times when the scheme 
has failed, but he is just as often ready to 
say it before the scheme has even been 
tried. In his yesterday’s speech he was 
always harping on the one string—* This 
is a bad scheme ; this is a scheme which 
has no good point in it ;’ and the reason 
he gave was that it did not embrace the 
whole of his scheme, and that what we 
want is elasticity. What he claims is 
that we should try to make a difference 
between the terms on which men should 
be called to enlist ; and when he does 
that he absolutely refuses to see that we 
are trying, and have tried, to make 
different terms of enlistment, but that we 
are forced to go about that very slowly 
and very cautiously, because the slightest 
failure would bring us face to face with 
the fact that men whom we have en- 
listed for three years would refuse to go 
for ten, and we should be brought to a 
standstill in regard to our reliefs from 
India, with no possibility of our being 
able to get men for our annual require- 
ments and for Ireland. I would be glad 
to see elasticity given to the terms ot 
enlistment if combined with elasticity 
there was absolute safety that the 
primary purpose of our Army, the send- 
ing of reliefs to India, were secured ; but 
that I doubt. 

I now turn to my hon. friend the 
Member for Oldham. Listening to him 
last night, 1 am bound to say that I 
did not hear much that dealt with the 
reform of the Army. ‘The impression 
that the hon. Member's speech conveyed 
to my mind was that that form of oratory 
which has brought pleasure to everybody 
who heard him and, I trust, profit to the 
hon. Member himself in another conti- 
nent, has not been wholly forgotten. 
He preached economy, but he showed us 
no way of attaining it. He said he advo- 
cated reform during his election, but the 
only reform he now preaches is reduction, 
and [ doubt whether that was the reform 
which his Lancashire constituents be- 
lieved he had in view. He speaks of the 
possibilities of war and its attendant 
horrors, but at the same time he urges 
that we should make no preparations to 
meet that war. One cannot help think- 
ing that hisspeech was a quixotic attempt, 
which we must all admire, to take up 
again the cry of his distinguished father, 
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and to try and assist what is a fallen cause | calls it, of economy he should remember 
and bring it back to life—in fact, to bring | that the Navy and the Army were equally 
back this country to the state it was dealt withwhen that banner fell and that 
before the late Lord Randolph Churchill | while we have doubled the expense of our 
resigned his position as Chancellor of the Army it has not increased so much as our 
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Exchequer. The hon. Member says that 
he is raising the banner of economy. It 
is nothing of the kind. It is the banner 
of false economy. It is the banner of 
diminishing our safeguards in order to 
procure a favourable Budget, and of en- 
deavouring to minimise in every possible 
way the dangers that beset this Empire, 
simply with a view of not putting on the 
taxation which would otherwise be re- 
quired. The hon. Member went on to 
ask what was the cause of this revolu- 
tionary feeling with regard to the Army, 
what had brought about this great 
increase, what had made the country 
demand it, and what has made successive 
Governments give it. I will tell the hon. 
Member in one sentence, and that is a 
sentence in the very letter he quoted last 
night. Lord Randolph Churchill, in that 
letter, used a phrase which has been the 
motive for all this increased expenditure. 
It was this:—‘ |remember the vulnerable 
and scattered character of the Empire 
and the universality of our commerce.” 
Lord Randolph's political extinction on 
that occasion drew attention to the fact, 
which had never been brought home to 
the country before, and never would 
have been brought home to the country 
except by some such method as Lor 
Randolph adopted, and from that day 
to this there has sprung up and has 
grown, not by the desire of Governments, 
but by the desire of the people who place 
those Governments in power, a determi- 
nation that at all costs, and at whatever 
expenditure that may be required, ‘‘ the 
vulnerable and scattered character of our 
Empire,” in whatever part of the world 
it may be, should be defended. The hon. 
Member said that the result of this 
scheme would be that we would scamp 
the Navy, and fall between two stools. 
Does the hon. Member remember that 
at the time Lord Randolph Churchill 
objected to expenditure it was not only 
Army expenditure but also Navy ex- 
penditure ? He then objected to eighteen 
millions for the Navy, which has now, I 
think, grown to something like thirty 
millions, and when the hon. Member 
tries to hold up this fallen banner, as he 


Lord Stanley. 


Naval expenditure, to which Lord Ran- 
dolph Churchill equally objected. 


With regard to the hon. Member 
for Fareham, I will deal with his 
speech later, but there is one point 
he raised which I think he must 


have missed. He mentioned that it 
would be a good thing to reward a 
| private soldier for bringing in a recruit. 
If he will look at paragraph 89 of the 
| Recruiting Regulations he will find that 
that is already in force. Before diseus- 
sing this scheme it is necessary to make 
it clear what we require an army for. 
There are three things which it seems 
to me are required, and as to which gene- 
rally we shall be agreed. The first is for 
the defence of our home shores ; the 
next is for the defence of our Colonies ; 
and the third is a mobile force of attack. 
With regard to the first and second, we 
shall probably be generally agreed that a 
large force will be required to strengthen 
our Army in India, and that other forces 
will be required to strengthen our various 
coaling stations and Colonial possessions. 
It is probably with regard to the third 
requirement—a mobile force for attack— 
that we shall have most difference of 
opinion. Do not let me for one moment 
be thought to differ from those who look 
| upon our Navy as being our first and 
principal line of defence. It has been so, 
and it must be so, and if we did not im- 
plicitly believe that we should have to 
ask for a much larger force than we are 
now asking for. What we want to do 
‘is this. We want to have a force that 
will be able to act in co-operation with 
the Navy. What has brought about the 
vast increase required with regard to the 


Navy? It is the protection of our water- 
ways and our various Colonies and 


markets, which are almost synonymous. 
We have seen that these Colonies 
would require protection, and we 
have taken, so to speak, time by the 
forelock. We have done our best to 
place ourselves in command of the 
sea, and to keep open the waterways 
to our Colonies, but during the past 
few years while we have been strengthens 
ing our Navy other Powers have been 
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strengthening their navies too, and at the | the old lines of pay, while trying to give 
same time, with perhaps a single excep-| rather more elasticity to enlistment, 


tion, they have been acquiring possessions 
for themselves in the shape of colonies. 
The right hon. Gentleman the Leader 
of the Opposition, speaking some years 
back, said: “What do we want two 
army corps for? Surely not for foreign 
service. Whois going to send two army 
corps to the Continent ?’’ We are sepa- 
rated from our neighbours on the main- 
land of Europe, but there is not another 
continent where we are not placed side 
by side with a foreign Power; and just 
as we have endeavoured to strengthen 
out position with regard to the safety 
of our waterways to the colonies, so the 
possession by other nations of colonies 
gives us undoubtedly weak spots in which 
to attack them, or, if attacked, to allow 
us to make some sort of counter attack ; 
and it is to have a force available to assist 
the Navy in such an operation that it is 
proposed to have a force ready imme- 
diately on the outbreak of war to take the 
field. My knowledge of military history 


is small, and my memory is defective ; 


but, at the same time, I cannot remember 
any great war of which it can be said 
that it was brought to a successful 
conclusion by acting entirely on the 
defensive, or a war in which a navy has 
been able to play not only a predomin- 
ant, but the whole part. We have only 
got to look to quite recent years to know 
that. The superiority of the Japanese over 
the Chinese navy was soon apparent. 
The superiority of the American navy 
over the Spanish navy was equally, or 
even more, apparent, but in each case 
a force of men had to be landed to give 
effect to the advantages which had been 
gained by the navy. It is with such a 
view that we are putting forward the 
principle of having an army corps ready 
to embark for abroad. When I say 
an army corps, it may not be necessary 
that a whole army corps should go; but 
[ mean that for purposes of administra- 
tion it is a good proposition to lay down, 
although only a part of an army corps, 
which may be thought necessary to 
effect our purpose, may be sent abroad. 

Ihave ventured to lay down the general 
principle, and I should like now to refer 
to the methods by which these require- 
ments are to be met. There are three 


possibilities. The first is to proceed on | 
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and at the same time endeavour by grant- 
ing more money to the Auxiliary forces 
to secure them as an efficient aid to our 
Regular forces. The second is an in- 
crease of pay ; and the third is conscrip- 
tion. The third is not before us, but at 
the same time it would not be right 

when we are putting forward these 
proposals that we should not have in 
view any alternative that may have to 
come before the country. ‘To a certain 
extent [ am a supporter of such a system. 
I cannot help thinking that it is the duty 
of every man in this or any other country 
to be prepared to take up arms in defence 
of that country. I think that it is a duty 
imposed upon us by citizenship, and | 
frankly and fairly admit that I should like 
to see a man at some period of his life 
instructed in such a way that, if he were 
called upon, he would be of service to his 
country. I admit that that is not a 
popular opinion, and it is not before the 
House at this moment, but I am entitled 
to hold my opinion. There is, to my mind, 
the one great disadvantage that conscrip- 
tion is an effectual bar to the colonising 
power which has made us so great an 
Empire. 


Now I come to the scheme for 


|inerease of pay, and I think the whole 
|argument on that point must be taken 


on the scheme that the hon. Member 
for Fareham has proposed. It is a taking 


|scheme, because it is based on the 
| precedent of a country which had similar 


views to our own and regarded voluntary 
effort as being indispensable. But we 


;must remember that when we come to 


give an increase of pay we are going into 
a reform from which there can be no 
drawing back, as there might be in any 
other reform. Therefore, we must weigh 
two things—what is the expense to the 
country ? and will the hon. Member’s 
object be attained by the increase ? 
I will ask the House to listen to a few 
figures which deal with the question 
of expense. To arrive at the good 
conduct pay of the scheme proposed by 
the hon. Member it would require on the 
Imperial establishment an increase of 
£491,000 a year, To secure 9d. a day 


jextra, pay oni the.sstabuskment which 
the hon. Meinver has put down, but 


which is act, Guite. the saing os ,tuat 


b. 
ae 








99 


which appears in the Army Estimates, 
would require an increase of £2,422,700 
ayear. The additional charge for abolish- 
ing stoppages would be, on the Imperial 
establishment, £573,000 a year. That 
gives a total of £3,487,000 a year increase. 
‘Then we must not overlook the burden 
that we should put on the Indian Empire. 
[ should like the hon. Gentleman to take 
that into consideration in proposing his 
scheme. Does the hon. Gentleman 
know that his scheme would put upon 
the Indian Government a charge which 
it might not be possible for them to 
meet, and that it might eventually fall 
upon this country? The increase in 
the Indian establishment would be 
£1,391,000 a year. 


Army 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE: I can only 
say that the Government of India do not 
think so. That was the evidence before 
the Expenditure Commission. The 
whole of their evidence was that your 
army is more costly than theirs would 
be. 


“Lorp STANLEY: Then I will leave 
that point entirely out of consideration. 
This large increase of pay of £3,487,000 
should not be made unless, to a certain 
extent, it could be justified by results ; 
and I ask the hon. Member to compare 
the increased pay with the ordinary 
wwages of the class whom he hopes to 
attract intothe Army. At the end of his 
seventh year a private soldier would be 
getting 2s. 2d. a day, or about 15s. a 
week, all found. I do not wish to labour 
this point and put forward all the advan- 
tages. I will take it on this basis alone. 
After all the requirements for barracks 
and so forth are paid, how much would 
the man have to put into his own pocket ? 
Fifteen shillings and twopence is roughly 
the amount the soldier would have to 
spend at the end of each week. Let us 
see how that compares with the wages of 
the classes whom it is desired to induce 
to come into the Army. I have obtained 
from the Board of Trade statistics re- 
latmg toe various trades which might 
furnish us with iso for tire Army. 
[ have also asked an hon. Member of this 
House whet he thought wou'd be the 
Lord 3tasiley. 
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amount that a labourer or an artisan— 
a single man—would spend for his keep, 
lodging, clothes, and food, and he told me 
that it might be 16s. in the case of the 
worst paid men and 18s. in the case of 
the better paid men. 


Organisation. 


Mr. KEARLEY (Devonport): What 
do you allow an agricultural labourer’s 
wages to be ? 


Lorp STANLEY : | will deal with that 
later. If we take 18s. as the amount 
that would be spent, there is only one 
class of men—painters—who would not 
be leit with more than the amount under 
the proposed scheme. ‘There is no other 
class of men who would not be getting 
more to put in their pockets than the 
15s. a week which this large expenditure 
would give to the private soldiers. As 
to the labourers, the Board of Trade 
Returns give 17s. 6d. a week as the 
wages of agricultural labourers and 
25s. 6d. a week as the wages of other 
labourers. I venture to say that the 
present pay given to the soldier com- 
pares very favourably with the wages 
received in those two classes. 


*Mr. ARTHUR LEE: But you do not 
get the men. 


Lorp STANLEY : We have been able 
to keep a large Army in South Africa 
and to keep up the drafts for that army, 
and, as the right hon. Gentleman pointed 
out in the middle of last year, the bat- 
talions in South Africa were above 
establishment. And we are able to 
compare favourably in the pay to these 
classes to which I have referred, but the 
hon. Member, as I understand, says 
those are not the only classes—that he 
wants to compete for a higher class of 
men. That being so, I venture to say 
that this large expenditure will not 
enable him to compete satisfactorily for 
the class of men whom the hon. Member 
wishes to get into the Army. I know 
the hon. Member for Fareham claimed 
that there would be a large saving to 
offset this expenditure ; but that is pro- 
blematical. 1 know the hon. Member 





101 


agrees 
depenc 
the be 
have s 
even 1 
asked 
admit 
increas 
not th 
and b 
justifie 
object 
large | 
withou 
desired 
The 
which 
right 
State 
after a 
The ch 
in this 
thousai 
bind th 
Militia, 
—to c 
countr’ 
great ¢ 
scheme 
possible 
well st 
events, 
of the | 
join, | 
arises { 
require 
and tl 
penny 
upon t 
would ; 
to thin! 
all even 
scheme 
which 
of this 
i, I 
think t 
ought | 
agree. 
be inere 
should t 
If we ar 
volunta 
for our 
our Vol 
Militia, 
rely on 


double 


100 


an— 
ceep, 
1 me 
the 
se of 


V hat 
rer’s 


that 
unt 
one 
not 
nder 
ther 
ting 
the 
ture 
As 
rade 
the 
and 
ther 
the 
-om- 
ages 


not 


able 
frica 
my, 
nted 
bat- 
bove 

to 
hose 
the 
says 
; he 
s of 
say 
not 
for 
iber 
now 
med 
y to 
pro- 
i ber 





101 Army {14 May i901 } Organisation. 102 


agrees with me that this saving is entirely ) my right hon. friend have said that his 
dependent,on our being able to attract | speeches on the Army Estimates and on 
the better.class men, which, I trust, I| a subsequent occasion showed that he 
have shown to the House to be doubtful, | looked upon the scheme as a cast-iron one. 
even if the increase the hon. Member [I am sure I have the authority of my 
asked for was given. I am prepared to| right hon. friend for saying that it is 
admit that we might have to give some | nothing of the kind. It is a big principle, 
increase of pay in the Army, but I do| it is a big foundation on which to en- 
not think it would be a great success ;/ deavour to build up our Army ; but it is 
and before that question arises I am | not put forward with a view to refusing 
justified in putting forward the strong | any criticism which may be made, or any 
objections which | personally have to a| improvements which experience may 
large burden being put on the country|show to be necessary. No criticism 
without its being likely to attain the| which may be brought forward will be 
desired results. rere unheard, no reform that ex- 
The third scheme is the scheme! perience and practice shall show to be 
which has been put forward by my|an improvement will be cast aside. 
right hon. friend the Secretary of | While we ask hon. Members on Thursday 
State for War, and it is based on what, | to give a vote for the general principle of 
after all, is the chief lesson of the war. | this scheme, we ask them to do more than 
The chief lesson of the war is this—that | that—we ask them, with the influence 
in this Kingdom there are hundreds and which so many of them have in the 
thousands of men who are not willing to | Auxiliary forces, to give this scheme a 
bind themselves down to the Army or the | fair chance, and, coupled, as I hope, 
Militia, but who are willing—very willing | with local authority, to try to assist my 
~—to come forward to undertake their | right hon. friend in perfecting what he 
country’s service in time of danger. The | believes to be the best way in which 
great object of my right hon. friend’s the voluntary Army of this country can 
scheme is that we,should give every be brought toa state of efficiency in order 
possible facility to the men who have so | to meet the requirements of the great 
well supported the Empire to, at all Empire of which it is the safeguard. 
events, fit themselves in those branches | 
of the service which they are willing to) , iS a 
jon, before any further emergency | Mr. FREEMAN-THOMAS (Hastings): 


arises for which their services may be | I should not have ventured to take part 


required. To my mind, the Volunteers | in this debate if it were not for the fact 
and the Yeomanry are worth every that I was a Militia officer for a number 
penny of the money that can be spent | of years, and naturally take an active 
rela them. In wed ee ‘interest in that branch of the service, 
would give one greater satisfaction than : 

to think that the result of this part, at Poni _ - ie . = 
all events, of the right hon. Gentleman’s f a eS h rs pact ae 
wheme had met with the response | {eelings are such that I am sure it will be 
which I am _ sure the“ Volunteers | for only a few minutes—while I express 
of this country are prepared to give | my views on this subject. fs 
ijt I know there are some who! In the first place, believing this 
think that the number of Volunteers} scheme to be one of the gravest 
ought to be increased. I entirely dis- national importance, I shall, so far 
agree. Idonotthink the number should as I am able, not consider the matter 
be increased, but I do think the efficiency from the point of view of party 
should be brought to a higher standard. , politics, but look upon and deal with the 
If we are dealing, as in this country, with | scheme in an honest and straightforward 
voluntary enlistment, we must depend| manner from a large, Imperial point of 
for our home defence in a great part on | view. Iam bound to say honestly that I 
our Volunteers, our Yeomanry, and our | cannot think that this scheme, if carried 
Militia, and I would infinitely prefer to into effect, will be satisfactory. Having 
rely on a force of half the strength with lived for some years in Australia, and 
double the efficiency. Some critics of | having had an opportunity of visiting 


' pe 
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His Majesty’s colonies, I am convinced | want to know exactly how much we 
as strongly as anybody of the desira-| were going to spend—not to be asked 
bility of binding together and strength-| to vote £30,000,000 now, and then be 
ening the ties between this country | bound, under the circumstances, to vote 
and the colonies. If I thought for one | another large sum later on. 

minute that for the purposes of the iis tile walnbingl potista With sui 
binding together and strengthening of | ,,° ab “mM heH Keri 8 wo 
the ties—in fact, if for the safety of the | 28 ee. seamless ner ine Mages: 
Empire it. was necessary a: ea kel the formation of these six army corps 
4 as v who | Rkale satisfae ryt gy see a 
necessary, to put forward this scheme | — te Prati, ge: Te 
and spend this money, | should conceive | nintive “See * a nia Prigchscn: ti 
it to be my duty to vote for it. But I do| "4 . Wi f a d t% AWN 
not believe it is necessary; and if the | 2)Y COTPS. a eee 
expenditure were necessary, I believe three army corps, if we are to have them, 
it would be spent on a scheme which is <a Se sagged iam Fe 
in the main points, unsatisfactory I plaint to make. It seems to me that to 
think it is an unbusinesslike scheme, and, oo we 0 Rad Price poargneng gs 
notwithstanding the extremely frank A com “or ae re matrvin a : ; 
statement of the noble Lord the Financial a a the will” be able mh Pare 
Secretary of the War Office, I honestly # nr aa 
OR Be ce ihn ek hein Baan those admirable administrative qualities 
brought forward in too much of a hurry, | ee ee ee ee 


and under the pressure of that tide of | But with regard to the other three army 
corps, which, as I understand, are to be 


Army reform of which we have heard | - a dik lie ae ea 

so much of late. I have said that this|{){POSee ee ee 
scheme is an unbusinesslike scheme, and | Voluntesrs, and Yeomanry, the position 
tent iee tics On Tuesday aot | to me seems extremely unsatisfactory. 
I asked in this House the Secretary of | sei - ag ae — ; take it, Hiei 
State for War if we could have any | “78° SUMS OF Money “al — aks 
estimate with regard to the amount that | 0 via 3 ib ms “api ncs Deadlies. 

would be required to be spent on the | arracks for their accommodation ; you 
barrack accommodation for the purposes | will have to buy gine, more, and all the 
of the six army corps proposed under this | necessary accessories for them ; and 
alibi idlisviag 4 think rightly— | ¥2°" you have got all these things, I 
that this expenditure is outside the| suppose you will not be able to keep the 


; ts : ; | men in training for more than six weeks 
thirty millions sterling which are to be! : 
y 8 lat a time. It seems to me that these 


spent on this particular scheme, and, | ; . 
P th = ’! three generals, with their staffs, who 
therefore, will come under a different | — . . 
: : ; . ,| will command these army corps will be 
Vote. I received from the Financial | as me 
. |extremely short of work after a very 
Secretary of the War Office an answer— | . rh . . 
: . . |short time. There is one more point 
couched in those terms of ambiguity | ~. . . 
Ther Do xl; ’ | with regard to these particular army 
which, in my short Parliamentary ex- . merge : 
erience, I have discovered seem almost | °OTP® ee tae we Wares Oe oe 
Pp ae : pec? aps | sideration of the House, and that is that 
necessary in answering questions if the | P PET? 29s. gae tie 
« + | 1 feel you will create invidious distinctions 
answers exceed the monosyllable “ yes ”’ | . ro lie ; 
¥ ‘ |in particular districts between particular 
regiments. You will put one regiment 


or ‘“no”’—to the effect that he was| 
unable to give me the estimated cost of | . 
. ' in one of these army corps because you 
this barrack accommodation, but that | ° : ‘ 
| consider it to be a better regiment than 
the War Office would make use of the | . . weer 
| another which you leave out of the army 
barracks they already had. I supposed, | : ‘ “7 ers 
ok dette Sint the Gar Olle: weed | O- I believe you will create, possibly 
Ww |—I do not say it will be so, but it may 
be—feeling between particular regiments, 


make use of the barracks they already | 

had. But I do believe that before em- : , : : 4: 

barking on a scheme of this sort we should | = I ae ” ould be . pity, ra hich 

know absolutely the entire liabilities that | U24et ovdinary circumstances need never 

are likely to be involved in the scheme, | ““* 

and before I voted, under any circum- | ith regard to recruits, the matter 

stances, for a scheme of this sort, should| has been several times referred to 
| 


Mr. Freeman-Thomas. 
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yesterday and to-day, and I have very | 
little to say. I would merely make this | 
remark. I am perfectly clear that if the 
right hon. Gentleman insists on going 
on with this scheme in its present form 
he will not be able to get the recruits he 
requires. We should then inevitably 
have to give up our voluntary system 
of recruiting and go to some form of 
conscription, which, to my mind, would 
be bad in itself, and I think would be 
contrary to the instincts and feelings of | 
anyone who lives under British rule. 
What I should like to see, and what I feel 
we want, is a smaller army, adequately 
equipped, absolutely efficient, ready to be 
sent off at any given moment to any given | 
point at which it may be required. I 
believe we want to pay more attention 
to the general efficiency and training 
of our Auxiliary forces, whether Militia, 
Volunteer, or Yeomanry. Might I be 
allowed here for a moment to dwell 
on one point particularly—it being, 
perhaps, rather a personal matter—with 
regard to the guns that are used at the 
present moment by the Volunteers and 
Militia. I speak with considerable feel- 
ing, for T have belonged for several years 
to a particular regiment, at whose head- 
quarters the men are trained simply and 
solely with guns of which hon. Members 
may probably have never heard— 
65-pounder rifle muzzle-loading guns, 
which at the present moment are obso- 
lete, almost prehistoric, a source of 
considerable danger to the men who fire 
them, and absolutely inefficient for any 
active service. ‘This is not by any means 
an isolated instance. I would ask that 
the guns should be seriously considered, 
because I believe it would increase the 
esprit de corps of the regiments, and 
increase their efficiency in every way. 
There is another manner in which I 
think we might increase the efficiency 
of the Auxiliary forces. I think it would 
be well, if possible, that non-commissioned 
officers of Volunteers, Yeomanry, and 
Militia should be afforded more oppor- 
tunities of undergoing a courseof training 
at Aldershot, and the various other 
places where that is possible. I believe 
that would increase the efficiency very 
considerably. I entirely agree with the 
right hon. Baronet the Member for the 
Forest of Dean in the suggestion he 
throws out, and to which | was glad 
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to hear the noble Lord give a most 
friendly assent, in regard to the Imperial 
Yeomanry in the colonies. I believe 
that in regard to these Yeomanry it 


_would be a graceful action on our part, 


having regard to past events, if we fol- 
lowed the suggestion which has been 
made. I believe such action would be 
received with enthusiasm in the colonies, 


and I am bound to say they would make 


a body of men second to none for the 
defence of the empire. While I approve 
generally of Army reorganisation, I hope 


| it will be carried out on thorough business 


principles, on the principle of getting, 
if possible, full value for the money that 
is being spent, and above and before all 
remembering that we are a great naval 
Power, and that we are not, and I hope 
never shall be, a great military nation. 
May I thank the House very much for 
the kind and courteous way in which 
they have listened to the few remarks 
I have made. 


*Srr JOHN COLOMB (Great Yar- 
mouth) : As I purpose making a frontal 
attack upon the policy of the Secretary 
of State for War I shall not detain the 
House by skirmishing over previous 
speeches. My noble friend the Finan- 
cial Secretary to the War Office spoke 
at first with his genial and breezy 
cheerfulness, but when he came to the 
pay question he seemed to me to get a 
little lugubrious. I must point out to 
the House, merely in passing, that in 
giving what he called the balance-sheet 
of the results of adopting the suggestion 
of the hon. Member for the Fareham 
Division he only stated one side of the 
case, so that the House, I hope, will not 
be influenced by the remarks of my 
noble friend until they have heard the 
other side of the case. The other point, 
which brings me to my _ particular 
objective, has reference to the speech of 
the hon. Member for Oldham. I under- 
stood my noble friend the Financial 
Secretary to the War Office to recall to 
the recollection of the House that it was 
a passage in Lord Randolph Churchill’s 
own letter that has led to this increase 
jot expenditure since. 
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Lorp STANLEY: I said I thought 
that the passage in Lord Randolph 
Churchill’s letter made the country 
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insurance, and enormously increasin 
the difficulties of our competition in the 
world’s markets, and that means an 





appreciate the vulnerability of our|enormous economic strain upon this 
Empire. jcountry. That would be an intolerable 
istrain, and unless you have an Army 


adapted to the nature of the attacking 


#Q ) ] a = | 
Sir_ JOHN COLOMB: My noble | work it must do, you cannot bring that 


friend said that the calling attention to intolerable strain to an end. It is for 
the scattered commerce and the scat-| that reason, if for no other, that you 
tered territories of the Empire by that | require a mobile army for active service 
letter awoke the country, because nobody | in the field beyond the sea to bring a 


had called attention to it before. That | W@T to @ conclusion—for the sake of 
our industry and commerce. 


was what the noble Lord said. That y Now I approach my main objections. 
gives me my first post in advance. I'he | We have the resolution of the Secretary 
resolution before the House is the latest | for War asking for more men to lock up at 
development of a policy—the new de-| home. The first part of the Amendment 
parture adopted in 1871—which my | expresses no real concrete alternative. 
noble friend now advocates developing, a The last part of the Amendment declares 
military policy which was inaugurated that the scheme is not adapted to the 
sixteen years before anyonethoughtof our special wants of the Empive, and will add 
scattered territories and commerce. One | a burden, without adding to the military 
remark I must make with regard to the | strength. With that declaration I abso- 
speech of my hon. friend the Member for lutely and entirely agree, but I cannot 
Oldham. Iam sure we all listened with | trust the safety of the Empire to pious 
great sympathy and admiration to the | opinions, and therefore, having no real 
brilliant son defending the memory of alternative or broad principle offered me, 
the brilliant father, but that speech dis- I shall be unable to vote for the Amend- 
closed the fact that the son did not agree ment. The remarkable fact of my 
with his father in the application of the right hon. friend’s speech, in introdue- 
principle of retrenchment. The son ing this so-called Army reform, was 
would reduce the expenditure on the! that he reversed the order of two 
Army in order to spend it on the Navy, | great features of recent military policy. 
but the father resigned the office He put in the forefront of _ his 
of Chancellor of the Exchequer because speech the absolute necessity for having 
reductions equally and indiscriminately 120,000 men ready at any moment for 
were not made in both Services. | wish. service over sea. That was a new and 
to guard myself against misconception | welcome departure, but he has whittled 
with regard to my hon. friend the this policy all away since. The service 
Member for Oldham, for, had his Members are able to take care 
resolution come forward, | was to have of themselves, but I must, on behalf 
seconded it. A few years more study | of those who have paid some _ atten- 
and thought will give him a better con-| tion to the subject and been in the 
ception of what the position of this House some time, take the right 
country would be in a maritime war. A, hon. Gentleman to task for the way in 
superior fleet by operating on the offen- which he introduced that point with 
sive bottles up the fleet of the inferior regard to the 120,000 being ready for 
Power. That is all we can do. Naval | over-sea service by putting it in the fore- 
power stops there. But in these days front of his programme. He looked 
that act, however decisive as regards | around and said to the House— 

a war fleet, can only minimise, and not “Look at the scanty backing I have had 
entirely prevent, predatory attacks | in this House for the principle of being able to 
upon our commerce ; and even a few 8nd abroad—two army corps ! 

attacks here and there upon our com- | Then he said, as if he were an injured 
merce must have the moral effect of | individual— 

enormously increasing our freights,' «por home defence everybody was willing 
enormously increasing our rates of ; to act.” 





109 


[dor 
either 
servic 
just 

which 
called 


“ To 
adaptat 
oversea 
and t 
relatin: 
and tl 
determ 
ments 
the Un 
possess 


That 

splend 
by Su 
the fu 
What 
He pc 
declar 
in the: 


* Fo 
we mus 
the fro1 
the que 
have to 


Now, - 
eight } 
knowr 
and I 

and n 
respon 
outbre 
That 1 
depart 
reform 
as this 
to the 

Let 

Africa 
in th 
had t 
early | 
laughe 
but th 
House 
detail. 
books 
some - 
31st o 
had 
31,400 
mules: 
6,212 
corps. 


108 


easin 

in the 
ns an 
1 this 
erable 
Army 
cking 
> that 
is for 
t you 
TVice 
ing a 


ke of 


‘ions, 
etary 
up at 
ment 
itive, 
lares 
. the 
| add 
itary 
ibso- 
nnot 
lous 
real 
me, 
end- 
my 
due- 
was 
two 
icy. 
his 
‘ing 
for 
und 
tled 
vice 
are 
nalf 
en- 
the 
oht 
in 
ith 
for 
Te- 


ed 


1ad 
to 


ed 


ng 





109 Army 


{14 May 1901} 


Organisation. 110 


[do not think my right hon. friend was {send off 27,257 more men, and 5,505 


either just or fair to a very large body of 


service Members in this House, and I will 
just recall to him my own motion 
which I moved in 1895. I then 
ealled attention— 


“To the necessity for the more adequate 
adaptation of existing military forces to the 
oversea requirements of the empire in war, 
and to the conditions and requirements 
relating to the embarkation, the sea transit, 
and the disembarkation of land forces, as a 
determining influence on all military arrange- 
ments necessary to provide for the ‘ safety of 
the United Kingdom, and the defence of the 
possessions of His Majesty’s crown. ’” 


That was most ably seconded, in a 
splendid speech, bristling with facts, 
by Sir Henry Havelock-Allan. It had 


the full support of the service Members. | 


What did my right hon. friend do? 
He pooh-poohed the whole idea, and 
declared the policy to which he adhered 
in these words— 


“For some years past it had been felt that 
we must put the question of home defence in 
the front rank, and consider as subsidiary to it 
the question of the extent to which we might 
have to send forces abroad.” 


Now, I say that he himself, having been 
eight years at the War Office, must have 
known that our contention was right, 
and I say that he and the War Office, 
and not Members of this House, are 
responsible for what happened on the 
outbreak of the war in South Africa. 
That was the policy I thought he was 
departing from in introducing his Army 
reform, but he is back in the old rut, 
as this resolution shows. He is clinging 
to the same old policy. 

Let us see what happened in South 
Africa from putting over-sea service 
in the background of policy. We 
had the outbreak of the war in the 
early days of October. [Mr. Broprick 


laughed.] My right hon. friend smiles, | : : 
but the matter is so serious that I trust the | expenditure was to provide an army 


House will pardon me if I go into some 
detail. We had at home on the War Office 
books some 540,000 military units, and 
some 13,000 horses and mules. By the 
31st of October, owing to this policy, we 
had only succeeded 


mules—that is to say, 4,859 men and 


6,212 horses short of one single army | 
In November we managed to|the policy that triumphed over dangers 


corps. 


| the 
in despatching | 
31,400 of all ranks, and 3,935 horses and 


| more horses. Thus, in two 
months from the outbreak of the war, 
|we only succeeded in sending a force 
'from home which was 13,821 men and 
| 10,854 horses short of the complement 
‘of two army corps. Well, I am afraid 
an army corps is to the War Office what 
the word Mesopotamia was to the old 
woman. But it is useful for testing 
the War Office paper standard by facts, 
Thirty years ago we reformed our 
army, and to day we are asked for 
areform ofthat reform. I have nothing 
myself to say against many of the changes 
made by Mr. Cardwell in the internal 
arrangements of the Army, and I would 
also say that I associate myself entirely 
with my hon. friend the Member for the 
Fareham Division in claiming for the 
Army increased pay. Whatever you do 
you must expect an increase for pay 
onthe Army Estimates, and therefore it 
is important that you should not waste 
money or throw it away on objects 
' which cannot be proved to be necessary. 

Now it is my honest conviction that it 
is our general military policy that is the 
fruitful cause of the waste of money. 
| I believe that the new departure in 187], 
to which we have clung ever since, is 
the real reason why we have paid so 
much and got so little. I propose to con- 
fine myself to a sketch of the origin, 
history, and results of this policy. The 
reason for the army reform of 1871 was 
that the Germans had marched over the 
frontier of France and crushed her, and 
the reason we are again discussing army 
reform now is because our military 
machinery has proved defective in 
South Africa, and not adapted to our 
wants. When I talk of the new depar- 
ture of 1871, let me briefly recall to the 
House what was the principle of our 
military policy before 1871. For genera- 
tions the main object of our military 


for the contingenciesof the Empire beyond 


‘the sea, and as a necessary complement 


of maritime power, and to leave the local 
military defence of these islands to 
Militia, thus trusting to the 
protection of the Fleet. That was 
the policy which carried us through 
the great struggles of the earliest part 
of the nineteenth century. That was 








111 Army {COMMONS} Organisation. 119 


of armed neutralities and great combina- | from the fate of France and give us 
tions by sea and land against us. But it | German military policy.” That we did 
was from that policy we retreated in | try to do, but we found in doing it that 
1871. But before 1871 we had wobbled | the German model did not suit our 
in 1860, and in a hurry a political panic | Empire, and so we made a compromise 
was manufactured, an enormous Vote} between the internal changes of the 
was rushed through this House for great | Army and the old policy of this country, 
land fortifications, and we then com- | We tried to make the wants of the Empire 
mitted ourselves to a policy which) fit the Army instead of making the 
our fathers had always repudiated.| Army fit the wants of the Empire, 
It is useful for anybody to turn up and | What has been the result ? The result 
read what occurred at that time. I am|of thirty years experience has shown 
not going to read the extracts I have | that on every single occasion of a military 
here, but I would say that it is a curious | expedition being required over sea for a 
fact that Mr. Cobden was the only man | small war our system where applied has 
who saw clearly what this new policy| failed. The Foreign and Colonial 
was going to produce in the end. I] Offices have now each a little army 
know it is very unpopular to quote Mr. | all their own. But somebody may 
Cobden on army reform. He ridiculed|say, “Look at Egypt.” What hap- 
our programme, which contemplated, he| pened in Egypt was. this. We 
said, our soldiers being safely ensconced | certainly gave some men, but Lord 
in these forts beneath casemates and | Kitchener and Lord Cromer would have 
behind gigantic ditches in chalk. I) nothing to do with our system, or with 
think that has been shown to be quite|our War Office. They ignored our 
true. What was his alternative policy ?| system and snubbed the War Office. 
He said— | They achieved a great and remarkable 


| military success, coupled with the greatest 
“T would rather spend £100,000,000 ster- | y P 8 


ling on the Fleet than have any doubt as to its | possible Pigpenagse A . 
superiority to the other ficets of the world.” | That is a review of the results of 


thirty years of this policy. Now, 
Public faith in 1860 having been thus | twenty-eight years after a war in South 
shaken in the old principles of British | Africa overtakes us, and so in the wilder- 
policy, I for one do not wonder that | ness of military confusion we find that 
in 1870 we were overtaken by a terrible the policy adopted in 1871 does not suit 
panic, and went really mad about! our Empire, and we are asked now to 
invasion, for no other reason in the | bolster up a policy which has failed. 
world than that the German army had | By the resolution we are asked to vote 
marched over the frontier of France.| more staff and more buildings, to 
What happened ? Here is an interesting prop up a military superstructure on 
fact. In that very year—1870—Mr. | rotten foundations. Because in South 
Childers moved the Navy  Esti-| Africa, 6,000 miles away, the Army 
mates, and he boasted that they were | failed in mobility we are asked by this 
the lowest Navy Estimates that had resolution for more men to lock ‘up at 
heen produced for some years. In 1871,| home. Because we suffered, and suffered 
within a few days of the introduction of terribly, in South Africa, from in- 
the new departure in policy, Mr. Goschen | sufficient cavalry and field artillery, we 
— Mr. Childers being sick — moved | are coolly asked for more money to spend 
the Navy Estimates. He lamented} on staff and buildings for the defence 
to the House his misfortune at being | of London. It is the false principle of 
obliged to ask the House to provide|the policy adopted in 1871, for which 
£385,000 more for the Navy than had | both parties in this House are responsible. 
been voted in the previous year. In| that is the root cause of the mischief, and 
our fright we had come to regard the I say we might as well throw our millions 
Navy as a somewhat doubtful auxiliary | into the sea as devote them to the pursuit 
in the economy of British defence. | of a false purpose and a false policy. The 
Therefore we embarked on this policy.| War Office, sticking to this German 
Our eyes were fixed on Germany, and policy, still. keeps invasion in the forefront 
everybody was crying out, “Save us| and everything else in the background. 
Sir John Colomh. 
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but,the*country in the meantime has 
awakened from its”delusion of 1871 as 
regards sea power, and thus we have 
arrived at this remarkable and’ extra- 
ordinary state of things, that you have 
the Admiralty on the one hand spending 
£31,000,000 this year to secure the 


safety of the sea, and a large portion of the | 


£29,000,000 for the Armyis to be spent by 
the War Office because that Department 
thinks the Admiralty cannot accomplish 
that purpose. You cannot run these 
two mutually destructive policies. You 
must make up your mind which leg you 
are going to stand upon. (Mr. Brodrick 
laughed.) My right hon. friend laughs, 
and does not take such a serious view of 
this matter. 


THE SECRETARY or STATE ror 
WAR (Mr. Bropricx, Surrey, Guild- 
ford) dissented from the hon. Member’s 
remark. 


*Sr JOHN COLOMB: Ithink I will 
change the whole colour of the question 
before I sit down. Now the Defence 
Committee of the Cabinet—for I presume 
it is approved by them—make this 
demand for men, staff, and buildings. 
Are we going on with this expenditure 
on home defence without regard to what 
we are spending on the maintenance 
of our supremacy at sea? The Defence 
Committee of the Cabinet seems to be 
a pious, political imposture, without any 
control over the War Office. Surely there 
should be some special Minister charged 
with,and personally responsible to Parlia- 
ment for, the principles of British defence. 
There is now no such authority respon- 
sible to this House for looking at the | 
defence of the Empire as a whole. If 
you trace the action of the War Office 
from 1871 down to the present day you. 
cannot fail to see that the War Office is 
under the delusion that the danger of 
invasion is becoming every year greater. 
I challenge denial to that statement. 
The proof of it is everywhere abundant. 
But is it true in any sense that the | 
danger of invasion is increasing? It is | 
not true, because since 1871, when the | 
sare of .invasion first started this | 
policy, the ship tonnage of France 
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‘has been reduced by 100,000 tons, 
while our tonnage has increased by 
nearly 5,000,000! What does that 
show? Does it not affect British defen- 
sive policy? Of course it affects it, 
and in this way—it reduces the military 
transport of France, and it increases our 
own sea responsibility. That cannot be 
disputed. Why, the whole shift of our 
interests during these thirty years has 
been from the shore to the sea. | will 
prove that by three separate facts. Com- 
paring 1869 with 1899—I take these two 
years in all my comparisions because the 
first was the year before the invasion 
panic, and the other was the year the 


Organisation. 


'war broke out—comparing these two 


years the acreage under corn has. per 
head of the population, declined by ene- 
half, the tonnage employed by each 
inhabitant for a year’s business lias 
doubled, and the export value of trade 
over sea has increased per head of the 
population by 70 per cent. It is facts 
like these that should guide the principles 
of our policy; but these facts are always 
found to be extremely unpalatable at 
the War Office. The War Office ideas 
are far too military to be warlike. In 
1871 we started on this military road to 
ruin. Here is a picture of the War Office 
idea of British defence painted by Mr. 
Cardwell in introducing Army reform in 
1871; here is the aim that was to be 
accomplished— 


“Out of all the curious whirl of scientific 
controversy one thing emerges clear, that 
scientific defence is gaining on scientific attack. 
I believe if we agree to arm our population, as 
we propose to arm them, and if we avail our- 
selves of our national means of defence by 
placing torpedoes in all our harbours and 
rivers, and rifles behind our ditches and 
hedges the time has arrived when we need no 
longer give way to panic or fear of invasion.” 


That was the War Office idea of British 
defence which caused this policy to be 
adopted, and that is the policy to-day ex- 
pressed in its latest form in the resolution 
It is not a 
policy for an island people who are the 
greatest sea traders in the world. It 
is rather a policy suitable to the fly in 
amber or the bottledimp. I dismiss these 
economic aspects of defence by reminding 
the House of one fact, namely, that the 
stream of commerce entering and clearing 
our ports, .by which our forty millions of 
people live, may be estimated by remer-- 
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bering that ceaselessly, night and day, the 
stream goes on at the rate of three tons 
of shipping per second of time. 


Army 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I must say that 
many of the hon. and gallant Member’s 
remarks seem to be remote from the 
subject under discussion. 


*Sir JOHN COLOMB: Sir, | quite recog 
nise that that may seem so. I have no 
desire to wander unnecessarily from the 
subject, and will confine myself to this 
that 
point of view you look at the economic 


broad statement, from 


and industrial position of these over- | 


crowded islands, when that stream of 
commerce comes to be interrupted, as it 
must be under conditions which render 
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(the staff and the War Office. That 
| policy, started in 1871 and pursued for 
twenty-eight years since, could not pro- 
duce an army for field service in South 
Africa, but it has produced an endless 
series of staff cocked hats and a bottom. 
| less pit of works, and billets, and buildings, 
{so that military engineers may learn at 
the cost of the taxpayers the businesses 
‘of architects, contractors, and builders, 
Now what does my right hon. friend ask 
'for in this resolution? For more field 
artillery, for more cavalry for the Regular 
Army? Nothing of the sort. He asks 
for more staff, for more buildings. 


whatever | 


Mr. BRODRICK: Will my hon. and 
gallant friend say what buildings voted 
by Parliament last year for the troops 
| were unnecessary. 


invasion possible, the position of the’ 


forty millions of people in these islands 


would be that of forty million rats in a | 


trap. 
Let me now turn to the Army and the 


question of military sea transport, and | 


the evil results of the policy of 1871 on 
the Army itself viewed as a field force. 
If anyone would take the trouble to 
analyse the constitution of the Army in 
1869 and in 1899 he would find that the 
proportion of field artillery and cavalry to 


*Sm JOHN COLOMB: In 1872, as 
part of the Army reform, Mr. Cardwell 
made a demand,and got it, for £2,500,000 
to specially house the troops to resist 
invasion. Why should we have barracks 
to build now, while many of the barracks 
built under the Act of 1872 are half 
empty ! 


Mr. BRODRICK : No. 


thetotal Army has largely decreased, while | 


the proportion of garrison artillery and 


fortress engineers has largely increased. 
The charges will show this more clearly. 
In 1899, before the war, the charge for 
the pay and additional pay of cavalry 
and field artillery was £4,000 a year less 
than in 1869, although the Army had 
been increased ; while the charge for 
garrison artillery and fortress engineers 
increased by £170,000 a year. Now, 


apropos of this resolution, in 1899 the | ( 
of London for the purpose of preserving 


charge for the general staff was just 


double what it was in 1869, while the | 


charge for the War Office had increased 
by 36 per cent. Now, this is all the 
result of this home defence _ policy. 


Putting the increase of the cost of the, 


general staff and the increase of cost of 


the War Office together I find that it is | 


the money equivalent of the annual pay 


and additional pay of thirty batteries of | 


royal horse artillery, or of eight cavalry 
regiments of the Line. So you will see 


how much increase of cost has gone for , 


Sir John Colomb. 


*Sir JOHN COLOMB: Well, then, 
why was a great area of land in the most 
expensive part of my constituency bought 
and barracks erected upon it in 1875, 
while 60 per cent. of the building is 


generally unoccupied. But to return 
to my argument. What the War 


Office says is that more money must be 
spent on the staff and on buildings and 
in acquiring land in the neighbourhood 


it for a few days after if has ceased to bea 
free port. I protest against that. My 
right hon. friend thinks he is justified in 
introducing this Army Reform Bill by 
saying that invasion is an “ off chance,” 
and that we cannot run an Empire of 
this size on ‘‘ off chances.” What has 
the size of the Empire to do with the 
‘‘ off chance ” of an invasion and capture 
of London? JI, for one, protest against 
British policy being founded upon an 
‘off chance.” Moltke’s doctrine was 
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that in preparation for war only proba-{ tention, for this reason—in those days 
bilities had to be reckoned with ; and I| a man-of-war could remain a fighting 
submit there is no such probability of | ship and yet carry a multitude of men. 
invasion as to justify this huge and ever | That is now impossible, and no battle- 
growing military outlay to provide for | ship can be made use of for purposes of 
home defence. The problem of military | military transport. Therefore we are 
sea transport was on the outbreak of war | driven to the mercantile marine. It 
presented to us in the very simplest form. | was not till sixteen years after this in- 
In the South African war we were send- | vasion theory was first developed that we 
ing out troops and supplies from British were casually informed, in 1886, by the 
ports and dumping them down in British | head of the Military Intelligence Depart- 
ports. We have had matchless ex-| ment of the War Office, before a Select 
perience in embarking and disembarking | Committee of Inquiry, that a force of 
troops. We have a multiplicity of mag- | 100,000 or 150,000 men could be quite 
nificent ports, and our mercantile marine | easily thrown on our shores. Let me 
is greaterthan that of all othernationsput | look from the business point of view at 
together. What were we abletodo? It! this question of invasion with reference 
took us six months to embark 168,000 | to French ports and mercantile marine. 
men and 29,000 horses. The right hon. | Between Dunkirk and Brest there are 
Gentleman, in answer to my question, | only fifteen ports—— 

said that no avoidable delay took place, | 


and t ke i i | 
and therefore F take it that that is the) 4.2 SPEAKER: If the hon. Member 


| will look at the resolution on the Paper 
I think he will see that his present 
Mr. BRODRICK : I said wi | " toi , 

to the pchier see Behensihe sa | —" NR Tay ee 
out no delay had taken place. That was | er 

when it was not considered necessary | 

to send horses to Africa. *Sm JOHN COLOMB: I bow to your 


‘ruling, Sir; but this resolution is to 


*sin JOHN COLOMB: Then youadmit | Provide more men for home defence, 
you did not originally think it necessary | and speaking on the Amendment I wish 
tosend out horses to South Africa. How. | t0 Show that the question of invasion is 


ever, I think, with my right hon. friend, ruied by the question of the military 
that what we did do in floating military | *@nsport of an army which must cross 
‘1 the sea. If that is out of order, [ cannot 


force was a wonderful achievement, and | °” R 

I say that everybody connected'with that | discuss the question as to what our 
embarkation deserves the highest praise. defence ought to be, and Iam accordingly 
But what is the result of an analysis of | Placed in an extremely difficult position. 
what we really did? In no single month I understand the resolution is to provide 
did we ever succeed in embarking ‘f° the safety of this country. 

35,000 men. That is less than an army | 

corps, and then the horses were 5,000) *Mpr, SPEAKER: Ina certain method, 
short of thecomplement required. Butthe | and that method is what is under dis- 
real point with reference to our invasion | eyssion. I did not interrupt the hon. 
is how an invading army is to get across | Member for saying that we must provide 
thesea. I must do Lord Derby’s memory | against invasion ; but he is going into 
justice, and say that he was the only | details as to invasion and the forces 
public man in 1871 who seems to have | which might bring it about, which are 
kept his head. Speaking at Preston, | quite beyond the scope of the resolution. 
he ridiculed the panic, and said— 

“The utmost strength we c : . 
to repel is only: that Which con be caged | *Sin JOHN COLOMB: Of course, Sir, 
across the Channel in a hostile fleet-—assuming | I do not presume to take any exception to 
such a fleet to have escaped our Navy, or that | your ruling, but when discussing the 


a temporary disaster occurred. | question of home defence we must assume 
Taking Lord Derby’s standard then and where an attack would come from, and 
now, it does not assist the War Office con- | must examine all the possibilities of that 
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attack ;“and it is the ports across the 
Channel, and their capacity, and the 
transport that could be got together to 
embark an army that are at the root of 
the whole matter. What I was going to 
do very briefly, and in the broadest way, 
was to deal with these ports of France. 


Army 


*Mr. SPEAKER: If the hon. Member 
did that, he could go into the organisa- 
tion of the French army, which lies 
behind the ports, and so into that of 
every army in Europe. 


*Sir JOHN COLOMB: I quoted the 
head of the Military Intelligence Depart- 
ment of the War Office, and I was going 
to show that the broad facts of the case 
would not substantiate his assumption ; 
but by your ruling, Sir, which, of course, 
is quite right and proper, I am now pre- 
vented from proceeding. I suppose, 
however, I shall be in order in quoting 
official authorities on the question of 
military transport with reference to 
invasion. In May, 1888, Lord Wolseley 
having made an after-dinner speech 
that created a scare, the Daily Tele- 
graph published a panic-stricken article 
upon it. The attention of Lord Wolseley 
was called to it in another place, and 
he repeated his statement as follows :— 


“T consider the position of England at the 
present moment as regards its army as very 
unsatisfactory, and if a hostile force were to 
land upon our shores of say 100,000 men, there 
is no reason why those 100,000 men, if properly 
led, should not take possession of London.” 


The First Lord of the Admiralty was 
questioned on this statement in this 
House, and he entered into elaborate 
figures and calculations made by the 
transport authorities and the Admiralty 
to show that there was no foundation 
for the belief that France, as suggested 
by Lord Wolseley, could throw 100,000 
men on these shores, and he concluded 
with these words : 


“The Committee will see that in order to 
carry out an invasion France will have to bring 
together every single steamship she possesses, 
leaving her Mediterranean coast and _ her 
various possessions abroad unprotected, and 
then concentrate them somewhere in the 
Channel ; and when she got them there there 
is no port where she could locate them or find 
sufficient wharfage for them. J am further 
informed that even with our enormous re- 


Sir John Colomb. 
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sources we could not bring together a similar 
amount of tonnage under three weeks. That 
being so, my noble and gallant friends will not 
be surprised to hear that the Government in 
one sense cannot give countenance to the sen- 
sational statements to which I have reverted.” 


A few days later my noble friend who 
was then First Lord of the Admiralty, 
and is now Secretary of State for India, 
on being asked for a further explanation, 
said :— 


“The calculation which I laid before the 
House the other day was based upon the 
assumption that that was the amount of ton- 
nage necessary to bring over an army of 
100,000 men composed partly of artillery and 
cavalry, with a certain quantity of stores 
packed as closely as possible for a short 
voyage.” 


Later on the Secretary for War “was 
questioned on the great divergence of 
opinion between the Admiralty and the 
War Office on this vital question, and 
he said :— 


this 
the 
the 
my 


~“T" have read the statements made on 

subject both by my noble friend and 
Adjutant General. I, for one, deprecate 
raising of any such controversy, but in 
opinion the main divergence arises from the 
fact that the conditions of the problem are 
different in the two calculations, and especially 
as regards the force to be transported.” 


The First Lord of the Admiralty was 
again interrogated, and he went again 
into calculations in the fullest detail, and 
concluded with these words— 


“My figures are based on the practical 
data of daily experience and ascertained facts, 
and upon the knowledge that difference 
between gross and net tonnage is vearly 
increasing, owing to the greater space and 
power of the engines and boilers and_ coal 
bunkerage of modern passenger ships ; and I 
adhere to them as correct.” 


Officially in the person of Lord Wolseley 
the War Office in another place returned 
to the charge, and the late Commander- 
in-Chief declared that the Admiralty 
conclusions were fallacious. He — said 
that the First Lord of the Admiralty was 
out of his reckoning by 320,000 tons— 


mM 
*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
hon. Member has now returned to those 
matters which I stated were irrelevant. 
Allthese details are out of order in a de- 
| bate upon the reorganisation of the Army. 
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*Sir JOHN COLOMB: I hope, Sir, | treated in a common-sense way, is more 
that I have made it clear to you that I than sufficient in numbers, if made 
was reading official extracts from the! reasonably efficient, to perform all the 
utterances of the First Lord of the) military defensive duties in the United 
Admiralty on this very question of home| Kingdom in time of war, under condi- 
defence against invasion. I think you | tions of sea supremacy ; and if you have 
will see, Mr. Speaker, that this House} not got sea supremacy it is no good 
is asked to vote upon a resolution which trying to survive. If my principle be 
is to give active effect to a scheme to| correct, that you can rely upon the 
develop this tremendous costly policy of | Volunteers for local military defence, 
military home defence, and we are not | what is the effect of this upon military 
to be allowed by the rules of the! policy? It has the effect of releasing 
House—— | your Militia from territorial obligations 
| at home, and leaves them free to dis- 
'charge Imperial duties abroad when our 
Empire is anywhere in peril—thus free- 
ing the regular army for general 
service. That isa policy which I can 
understand, and it is the only policy in 
which I have any faith. It is not that | 
object to pay money for a military 
‘force, but it is because I object to 
| spending money upon a false policy that 
*Sir JOHN COLOMB: I hope the! I am opposed to this scheme. 
House will appreciate the difficulty in|! decline to vote for this resolution 
which this ruling of the Chair has placed because, hi the words of the Amend- 
miki i : : : ment, it 1s 
me. This resolution is one with which 
I disagree for reasons which I am not «not adapted to the special wants of the 
allowed to give. I would point out that | Empire, and will largely increase the burdens 
: : of the nation without adding substantially to 
this Army reform, being a development | its military strength.” : 
of the new departure of policy in 1871, is Ae cs 
to continue a policy that expends vast | I refuse to give the W ar Office any more 
sums upon military home detence upon | millions to waste on soft billets, defensive 
a theory of invasion, and neglects | works, and upon a multitudinous general 
the real military wants of the Empire | staff. I refuse to give them any more 
over sea. And it does all this upon, millions to “ stall-feed” the bugbear of 
a hypothesis which has never been | invasion on cocked hats, red-tape, and 
proved, upon which His Majesty’s| aerated army corps. 
Ministers themselves totally differ, and; Surveying the Empire as one great 
which, I say, and say fearlessly, will) whole, 1 am filled almost with awe at the 
not stand the test of scientific examina-| magnitude and complexity of the problem 
tion. I decline, for one, to vote for the | to be faced for its defence. My apprehen- 
resolution as a part of that policy. I) sion for itsfate in war in the coming cen- 
absolutely decline to vote any more money tury does not arise from any deficiency 
for military home defence until I am of its resources, or from any lack of 
satisfied that there is some ground for it. | patriotism of its multitude of peoples. 
The one redeeming “ature of the policy | The resources of our Empire are infinite, 
we have pursued since 1871 is the mag-| and the patriotism of its denizens un- 
nificent force of Volunteers which have bounded. My misgivings spring from a 
been produced and are actually in totally different source. My fears are 
existence. That is the one real grand| founded upon the observation of the 
thing which we have got out of it. modern tendency of the British mind— 
Speaking with some knowledge of /a love of tinkering with details and 
the subject, and after a painstaking | imagining that they are principles, 
examination of the facts of the case, | and failure to grasp and apply the eternal 
I say that, in my judgment, that | principles of war to the Empire as one 
force, if sufficiently well organised and great concrete whole. The failure so to 


*Mr. SPEAKER: ‘lhe hon. Member 
must not argue to the House upon my 
ruling. I only want him to confine | 
himself to the terms of the resolution 
before the House. I have given my 
ruling, and [ must ask the hon. Member 
to follow it. 
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apply these great principles is the root 
cause of all our trouble. It was by the 
application of them that our fathers 
preserved our liberties and won our 
Empire, and my opinion is that, if we 
do not soon return to the broad path 
which our fathers trod, a great war over- 
taking us will find us meshed up in a 
tangle of naval and military confusion 
of our own making. 


*Sir ARTHUR HAYTER (Walsall) : 
We have listened to a good many very 
able speeches upon this question from all 
parts of the House, but perhaps hon. 
Members will pardon me for saying that 
I think there are certain questions which 
go to the very root of this new system 
which have not yet been touched upon by 
the Treasury bench, and some which have 
not been touched upon in the debate 
at all. There was one question men- 
tioned by my hon. friend the Member 
for Hastings, who, in an excellent maiden 


speech, asked the Government whether | 


they would take some steps in regard to 
the accumulation of stores necessary for 
the carrying out of this great enterprise. 
I have myself to ask some questions of a 
similar character, which relate rather to 
the powers which it is intended to bestow 
upon the generals. I trust that the 
right hon. Gentleman the Secretary of 
State for War, in the speech which he will 
make on Thursday, will answer those 
questions because they go to the very 
root of this question. 

In the first place, however, I desire to 
guard myself against any intention of 
saying one word in depreciation or one 
word of criticism of the policy of decen- 
tralisation. We regard that principle 
as the very keystone of any system of 
military reform, and those of us who 
spoke to considerable audiences at the 
General Election upon the question of 
military reforms have always made it 
the burden of our song that the power 
of the War Office has increased, is in- 
creasing, and must be diminished. The 
object of decentralisation is to carry that 
out. Besides my question as to the 
powers of the generals, I wish also to ask 
the Secretary of State for War certain 
questions with regard to the interior 


Sir John Colomb, 
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organisation of the War Office. Perhaps 
the right hon. Gentleman will allow me 
to say that it does not require the estab- 
lishment of six army corps, and all this 
fine paraphernalia of a grandiose system, 
in order to establish the principle of 
decentralisation, because it is perfectly 
possible for the right hon. Gentleman 
to have entrusted larger powers to 
the existing generals of these districts, 
It does not at all matter whether you 
give larger powers to the sixteen generals 
of the divisions or to the six generals of 
the army corps. Perhaps the right hon. 
Gentleman will allow me for a moment 
to say that the system and the name of 
army corps is not very popular in this 
country. I have had the good fortune 
of reading a very able and short memoran- 
dum by Mr. Stanhope whica he laid upon 
the Table of the House when introducing 
the Estimates in the year 1887. He 
Showed that the system of army corps 
| was put forward in later days by the Secre- 
tary of State for War in the Government 
'of Mr. Disraeli. I think the system of 
army corps was originated under Mr. 
Gathorne Hardy. He began by proposing 
that there should be eight army corps, 
but that system broke down altogether, 
| because it was recognised that such 
/an enormous mass of troops was 
altogether too large for our requirements. 
This question afterwards slept until the 
year 1881, when Mr. Childers again took 
up the subject. Mr. Childers introduced 
a system which should have only one 
army corps, and that was felt to be so 
entirely unequal to our wants that that, 
too, was not proceeded with. Then came 





| the scheme of six years later, introduced 


by Mr. Stanhope. Mr. Stanhope, taking 
advantage of the experience gained by 
his predecessors, attempted to take the 
middle course, and proposed that two 
army corps should be ready and complete 
for emergencies. That system was to a 
certain extent carried out. There were 
some preparations made, but I think I 
have the support of gentlemen at present 
at the War Office in saying that that 
really has proved nothing more than a 
paper scheme, and that all that has been 
done under it has been to bring up to 
strength certain regiments because you 
called them parts of the first army corps, 
and to place others on a lower establish- 





ment because they belonged to the 
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MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 


That they have agreed to,— 


second army corps. That, the right hon. 
Gentleman will pardon me for saying, 
is very much of a paper system. If you 
mean to give reality and force to this 
scheme you must engage in very large 
expenditure; and you must give the | 


generals of districts very much larger) ‘That they have passed a Bill, intituled, 
wers than they have now. } “An Act to authorise the sale and 
What I should like to ask the right hon. disposal of the site of Christ’s Hospital, 
Gentleman is this : has he contemplated |i, the City of London.” [Christ’s 
the powers which are given to the army Hospital (London) Bill [Lords. 
corps generals in other countries? If [ 
may sum up the difference between the| Also a Bill, intituled, “An Act for the 
two, I will show it in a few sentences. | abandonment of the Bideford and Clo- 
The noble Duke the President of the | velly Railway.” [Bideford and Clovelly 
Council, in replying to Lord Wolseley in | Railway (Abandonment) Bill [Lords. | 
another place, used a very pregnant 
sentence in which he describes the duties | - Also, a Bill, intituled, ‘An Act for 
we entrust to generals now in divisions making and maintaining railways in 
and districts. He said that generals of | the county of Southampton, to be called 
divisions in England had everything to| the South Western and Isle of Wight 
do with the drill and the discipline of the Junction Railway : and for other pur- 
men entrusted to their charge ; they | poses.” [South Western and Isle of 
alone are responsible, and they alone | Wight Junction Railway Bill [Lords. | 
exercise that power. But he went on | 
tosay that with regard tothearming and, Also, a Bill, intituled, “An Act for 
equipment, the clothing, the feeding, | extending and amending the leasing 
and the housing of their troops they had | powers of the Mayor and Common- 
nothing directly to do. I should like to | alty and Citizens of the City of London 
quote, if I may, the powers of the com-| as Masters, Guardians, and Governors of 
mander of an army corps in Germany | the House and Hospital called Bethlem, 
and France. I have it on the authority | and for conferring on them other powers 
of a paper which was laid by the Intelli-| for the management and development 
gence Department before Lord Harting-| of their estates; and for confirming 
ton’s Commission in 1887, and I ask the| certain leases granted by them.” 
House to consider whether for a moment | [Bethlem Hospital Bill [Lords. | 
they would like to entrust these powers | 


Gravesend Gas Bill, without Amend- 
ment. 








to our generals. I will take Germany 
first— 


“The Army Corps commander is absolutely 
independent in his own command, and entirely 
responsible for efficiency and preparedness for 
war of all troops in hiscommand. He com- 


| And, also, a Bill, intituled, ““ An Act 
| for extending and amending the leasing 
powers of the Mayor and Commonalty 
‘and Citizens of the City of London, 
| Governors of the Possessions, Revenues, 
‘and Goods of the Hospital of King 





municates direct with the Emperor, from| Edward the Sixth, called Bridewell, and 


whom alone he receives direct orders. If he ° 1 vers for 
objects to an Army ordinance issued by the | for conferring on them other powers fo1 


War Minister he has the right of direct appeal | the management and development of 
to the Emperor for decision. He has — ex-/their estates; and for confirming cer- 
tensive powers on giving decisions in adminis- | ,,-: ” 1S ee 
trative matters, and is entirely responsible for | A leases oa a them. [Bride 
the finances of his corps. He is responsible for | well Hospital Bill [Lords. ] 

the tactical training and discipline of all troops | 

in the corps, also that commanding and staff | 

officers are capable of performing their duties, GCHRIST’S HOSPITAL (LONDON) BILL 
and reports any special qualification for promo- | [Lords]. 

tion to higher rank or command.” | 
, . | BIDEFORD AND CLOVELLY RAILWAY 
It being ten minutes before Seven of the | (ABANDONMENT) BILL [Lords]. 


dock, the debate stood adjourned. 
|SOUTH WESTERN AND ISLE OF 
| WIGHT JUNCTION RAILWAY BILL 
Debate to be resumed upon Thursday. | [Lords]. 7 
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BETHLEM HOSPITAL BILL [Lords]. seriously struck me that, with the ever. 
BRIDEWELL HOSPITAL BILL (Lords} | !¢reasing work of Parliament, growing 
. ’ }in volume and detail year by year, 

tead the first time ; and referred to | either something must be done to hus. 
the Examiners of Petitions for Private | band the time of the country and Parlia- 
Bills. | ment, or the business of the country 
sateen _ must suffer. 

ti It is only necessary to refer to the course 
of business in the present Parliament 
| to prove to a large degree my contention, 
| We met in December with the view of 
DURATION OF SPEECHES IN | voting supplies to carry on a war sane- 
PARLIAMENT. tioned and supported by the votes of the 

*Sir JOSEPH DIMSDALE (London) ;: | country only a few weeks before. One 
would have thought a pure business 
matter of this kind could be dealt with in 
assure the House that I have no intention | seme vial waite piling 
to interfere with legitimate debate or | Government—one day by attacks of 
the fair and full discussion of the impor- | a personal character upon a Minister, at 
tant topics which are presented to Parlia- | another upon the loyalty and patriotism 
ment for consideration. It is rather | ofthe Army. In this way much valuable 
with a view of enabling a greater number | time was irrevocably lost, and_necessi- 
of hon. Members to participate in | tated meeting at least a week later in 
debates which often affect not only the | February than usual. Since then the 
welfare of the Empire, but also the | exuberant oratory of certain Members 
welfare of the particular localities they | has renderedit necessary that the Govern- 
represent. As a new Member of the | ment should hypothecate nearly all the 
House, it would ill become me to| time of private Members to Government 
comment upon the action adopted in | business, certainly up to Whitsuntide. 
previous Parliaments ; I leave that to| Now, by whom was this time wasted ? 
Members who from personal experience | Not by the Government, nor by any 
can speak from their own knowledge. | large section of the House. It was occu- 
‘There are many notable instances of | pied by the comparative few who carry 
long speeches. For instance, it is report- on debates upon subjects constantly of 
that Sheridan spoke for five hours, | trivial moment to the House and country, 
Sir R. Peel for three and a quarter hours, | and leave no time for the careful 
Lord Palmerston four and a half hours, | consideration of great and important 
and Mr. Gladstone and other statesmen | matters. I have had until lately the 
have from time to time spoken at) honour of a seat on the London County 
considerable length ; but these generally Council. No one will deny that there 
were occasions when great policies and are on that council many gentlemen of 
weighty State matters with far-reaching | undoubted ability, and possessing great 
results had to be expounded to the | oratorical powers, yet they confine the 
Ilouse and the country. The present | time limit for speaking to fifteen minutes. 
resolution is not intended to apply | If, however, any member possesses 
to or curtail this sort of oratory. Nor | information or data of value an extension 
does it affect Ministers, ex-Ministers, | to the limit is found invariably granted. 
or movers of resolutions, who should | Much can be said in twenty minutes. I 
have full scope to express their views.| am fortunate enough to sit under a 
It is intended to place some limit upon | clergyman of great power, and also a man 
those who, while possibly acting from | of deep thought. He rarely exceeds 
entirely conscientious motives, seem to | twenty minutes, and never leaves the 
consider no debate complete without | pulpit without the regret of his congrega- 
wu speech from themselves—it matters | tion that hehas not preachedlonger. How 
not the subject, whether Finance, | different with many speeches delivered 
Foreign or Imperial Policy, the Navy, | in this House. I know it is more difficult 
the Army, Coals, or Sugar. It has | to make a short speech than a long one, 


EVENING SITTING. 


In venturing to move the resolution 
standing in my name, I would desire to 
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but I think some hon. Members might 
sometimes consider their listeners, and 
also that there must be many who desire 
to speak upon the same subject, often of 
real interest, who are now unable to get 
a hearing on account of pressure of time. 
[ beg to move the resolution standing in 
my name. 


Masor RASCH (Essex, Chelmsford) 
said that his hon. friend the Member for 
the City of London had explained his 
proposals in so lucid a manner that it 
was hardly necessary to elaborate the 
question. But perhaps he might say 
half a dozen words on the history of the 
movement.* Twelve years ago Mr. 
Farmer Atkinson, then Member for 
Boston, introduced a Short Speeches 
Bill, one of the clauses of which provided 
that when an hon. Member had absorbed 
the time at his disposal the Speaker 
should call attention to the fact by 
triking a gong or ringing a bell, and 
the hon. Member should then resume 
his seat. 


Me. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, 
E.): Hear, hear. But that would not : 
top me. 


{14 May 1901} 





130 


the Bill was passed through its other 
stages and sent to the House of Lords, 
and placed on the Statute Book in 
the ordinary way, so the matter was 
allowed to rest there. Two years after 
his agricultural friend. however, was 
fortunate enough to obtain an oppor- 
tunity of moving a_ resolution upon 
the subject, which he carried by a 
majority of seventy, and he not un- 
naturally thought his difficulties were 
over—that the millennium had come. 
But he reckoned without his host; he 
did not reckon upon the pitfalls placed 
in his path by the artfulness or the 
diplomacy of the Treasury Bench. 
For when he asked whether the Leader 
of the House would take steps to carry 
out the expressed desire of the 
House, the right hon. Gentleman replied 
that he did not see his way to make 
such an alteration by means of a Rule. 

The present resolution was not par- 
ticularly drastic. It endeavoured to 
temper the wind to the shorn lamb. Hon. 
Members belonging to the rank and 
file of the House, like himself, were 
allowed twenty minutes, but they were 
permitted to speak longer if the House 
desired. He could not conceive it pos- 


in Parliament. 


1 sible that the House ever would desire 


Masor RASCH said that that measure , 
lid not commend itself to the House, and j 
the matter dropped. In 1897 an agri-| 
cultural Member introduced a measure 
limiting the duration of speeches, and 
ithough it was opposed by Mr. Gedge, 
then a Member of the House, the hon. 
Member, with the able assistance of the 
jon. Member for Battersea, succeeded in 
obtaining a majority on the Second Read- 
ing stage. But it was then seen that it 
vould be impossible to have the Upper 
House interfering with the privileges of 
the House of Commons, as they would if 





*The history should commence in 1833. 
Inthat year a Mr. Buckingham propounded a 
scheme under which Members intending to 
speak on a particular Order of the Day should 
enter their names in a list, and in due order 
vecalled upon by the Speaker; as a part of | 
the scheme, the duration of speeches was to 
helimited ; an ingenious “tariff” of time is 
elaborated, with curious safeguards and 
‘emptions. [See Debates, Third Series, 
Vol. xv., page 1010; or, for a fuller report, 
the Mirror of Parliament, first volume of 
1833]. In the discussion on Major Rasch’s 
Resolution in 1900 other dovelopments of the 
“movement” are traced. [See Debates, 


fourth Series, Vol. Ixxxii., page 1110].—Epb. 
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them to do so. It was proposed to give 
Ministers as much rope as they chose— 
not that the rank and file desired to bask 
in the sunshine of their speeches, but 
because their first idea was never to sit 
down under an hour, and if their speeches 


| were to be interfered with the resolution 


would never be carried. 

This evil was by no means of modern 
standing. In the days of Queen Eliza- 
beth her Majesty ordered the House 
of Commons to “ work more and speak 
less,’ on pain of hon. Members being 
sent to the Clock Tower, or whatever 
was the receptacle for offending Mem- 
bers in those days. In the year 1642, 
so far as he could make out, the House 
appeared to have assembled about nine, 
dined at twelve, and adjourned about 
four o'clock. One of the sittings was 
prolonged owing to the length of the 
speeches, and an hon. Member appeared 
to have got up and said, “I perceive 
the House is empty; I pray you to 
adjourn for one hour.” The Speaker, 


Mr. Chaloner Chute, declined to adjourn, 
and presumably the sitting went on, 


E 
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but the Speaker came to a bad end. 
Then there was a case in the early 
Georgian era. It was a speech of Sheri- 
dan, who spoke for five hours on what 
was called the Begum case, and the 
Members were so much discomposed 
that many of them went into the lobby 
and others wept. He was not surprised 
at that, for he would be inclined to weep 
himself under such circumstances. Mr. 
Pitt had to adjourn the House in order 
that Members might recover their com- 
posure. Coming down to Victorian times, 
he found that Lord Palmerston spoke 
for four hours and a half on Don Pacifico. 
Sir Robert Peel spoke on the corn laws 
for three hours and_ three-quarters. 
Then, coming down to more modern 
times, he found that Mr. Biggar, the late 
Member for Cavan, spoke on the subject 
of the Devon Commission on a Wednesday 
from rosy morn to dewy eve. More 
recently there was a debate in which 
hon. and learned Gentlemen connected 
with the medical profession spoke for the 
whole evening on the subject of vaccina- 
ton. In recent times an hon. Member 
spoke for an hour on the question of a bog 
in the Hebrides, and the Lord Advocate 
characterised the speech as an outrage. 
An hon. Member, a colleague of his own 
in East Anglia. addressed the House for 
an hour and three-quarters on the 
question of undersized flat fish, and in the 
last two days the House had had object- 
lessons on the question of long speeches. 
On the previous day five Members took 
up six hours; while this day one Mem- 
ber spoke for an hour and twenty 
minutes, and nobody had the faintest idea 
what he was talking about. Yesterday 
an hon. Member spoke on the Army 
proposals for fifty minutes, and there 
was some excuse for him, because he 
sent all his notes to the Press forty-eight 
hours before, and he was bound to speak 
them or die in the attempt. In a book 
called ** Scottish Antiquities” he read 
that a Minister in Scotland had spoken 


for a year and six months on the three. 


wells and the seven palm trees—whatever 
they might be—of Elim. These were, 
no doubt, fearful examples, but Mr. 
Gladstone once said that the resources 
of civilisation were not yet exhausted, 
and it was quite possible that a remedy 
might be found for this evil. Fifty 


years ago Mr. Milner Gibson proposed | 
that speeches should be cut down to an 


Major Rasch, 
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hour. The resolution was supported 
by Mr. Cobden and Mr. Bright, and ong 
division it was only beaten by thirty-four 
votes. In 1880 an appeal was made to 
Mr. Gladstone to shorten speeches, and, 
while his reply was sympathetic, he did 
not at that particular moment see his 
way to carry it through. 

In the London County Council nobody 
could speak longer than fifteen minutes, 
In the United Service Institution 
members speeches were limited to 
ten minutes. At the Trade Union 
Congress last autumn the chairman 
desired that Members should not speak 
more than half an hour, and at the 
Church House speeches were confined 
to moderate limits. There were only 
two places he knew of where speeches 
were unlimited, and a man could talk 
as long as he liked. One was the Central 
Chamber ot Agriculture,of which he wasa 
member, but while farmers were amongst 
the most quick-witted and_ singularly 
intelligent of men, it happened that their 
ideas did not flow very fast.¢ The 
House of Commons was the other place 
that did not limit speeches. It might be 
said that what was good enough for our 
predecessors in this House ought to be 
good enough for us, but then things 
had altered and were by no means what 
they were 150 vears ago, when gentlenien 
came up to this House in their ribbons 
and stars and top-boots, and Macaulay 
said they did not come up till after Easter 
and went down for the hay harvest. 
They sat on each side waiting for their 
apotheosis—their translation to the 
House of Lords—and those who spoke 
least got the earliest promotion ; whereas 
in these days Members had to justify 
their existence. He had himself on one 
occasion to take up an infinitesimal por- 
tion of the time of the House by moving 
a Bill for the compulsory marking of 
Dutch shrimps. He had to do it at the 
desire of his constituents He was sure 
there was a regular dossier kept against 
individual Members in order that their 
constituents might know what they said 
‘and how they acted. It was obvious that 
‘rules which were good enough formerly 
did not apply to the House of Commons 





+ The Secretary of the Chamber, in a letter 
to The Times, pointed out that Major Rasch 
was under a wrong impression; there is a 
_ time limit provided in the bye-laws. 
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of the present day. He had on three, of the front benches. It would be so 
diferent occasions drawn attention to nice for hon. and right hon. Members on 
this subject, and he was beginning to the front benches. Instead of having 
think that he was a castaway. He had _ to cudgel their brains to fill up an hour’s 
heard it asserted that, if Members would | speech and bring it up to a standard of 
only vote for this resolution, they would excellent quality, they would then deliver 
not be opposed when they went back to speeches in which every word would tell, 
theirconstituencies, and that theirpolitical | every sentence would be an epigram, and 
path would be strewn with roses. Seri- the whole speeches would outrival 
ously speaking, however, he would sug- | Tacitus in terseness and force. 

gest that a man who could notcompress This resolution, as I take it, is 
his remarks into a moderate compass, aimed at the bores of the House, and 
and say all he had to say in address- intended to punish them. I have 
ing the Chair in the course of twenty always been told that the great aim 
minutes, did not know his trade, and _ of the science of penology was to invent a 
was not fit to be a Member of the House. punishment to fit the crime, and one 
He begged to second the resolution. which would deter other potential crimi- 
nals from taking the first step in the 
downward path of crime. Applying this 
principle, | venture to inquire whether 
we could not treat the matter in another 
way. We want to produce moderation, 
and also a certain amount of abstinence, 
on the part of certain speakers. My 
suggestion is founded on my own ex- 
*Mr. EMMOTT (Oldham): I have perience, and it is to make a greater use 
listened to many debates upon procedure of Committees and Select Committees and 
during the almost two years that I have Commissions not only for devolution, but 
had the honour of being a Member of for penological purposes. Last session was 
this House, and I must say that we new my first full session in this House, and I 
Members, if we do not say much on ques- felt it due to my constituents, if not to the 
tions of this kind, like the proverbial House, to make my voice heard. I may 
parrot, think the more. I wish, say that my first essay was on the ques- 
irom the bottom of my heart, that I could tion of boiler explosions, a not very ex- 
consider the proposal of the hon. Member, citing subject, except to those who 
which appears likely to become one of our happen to be near the explosion. | 

hardy annuals, were either feasible or spoke for thirty minutes, but the. 
desirable. There is much that is attrac- result was that I was put ona Select 

tive in the idea, but I confess that its Committee which sat for many days on 

chief attractions are removed when the this exciting subject. The next Bill that 

front benches are excluded from its fell into my hands was on a very com- 

ope. If this idea is to be carried into plicated commercial subject. In intro- 

practice we must include the Front ducing it I spoke for forty minutes, and 

Benches or it will be of no use at all. My again I received the inevitable punish- 

tight hon. friend the Leader of the ment of being put on the Select Committee 

Opposition made a speech last year in onthe Bill. Since then I have been very 

approval of this proposal, and he did it, quiet—not quite dumb, for I spoke on 

as understand, avowedly on the ground the Amendment on the Address in 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That in future no Member shall (except 
by leave) speak for more than twenty 
minutes, or twice on an Amendment in 
Supply, Ministers, ex-Ministers, and 
movers of Bills and Resolutions excepted.”’ 


—(Sir Joseph Dimsdale.) 


Fthat one of the best speeches he ever December last, but that was on the dis- 


made was on a Bill introduced under the ! affection in the Transvaal and the Orange 
ten minutes rule. Iam told that the ten Free State, and there was no danger of 
minutes allowed under that rule are the right hon. the Colonial Secretary 
sometimes exceeded, and I am not quite putting me"on a Select Committee on that 
sure that they were not exceeded on the question. I really think that my pro- 
seeasion to which the right hon. Gentle- posal is worthy of consideration. These 
man referred. At any rate the right hon. Committees are capable of doing no harm 
Gentleman evidently would not regard and some good, and the House gives little 
vith entire disapproval the inclusion attention to whatever they may report. 


E 2 
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This suggestion is capable of being put | prestige of the House of Commons would 
toa useful end. For the ordinary Member | not be increased by adopting the rules of 
who is too active in the House and whose | a third-rate debating society. After all, 
interests chiefly lie in the United King-| I would remind the House that this is 
dom, I would put him on Com-| rightly called the Mother of Parliaments, 
mittees on humdrum, intricate home | and let those of us who care for it treat 
affairs. But for hon. Members who | the Mother of Parliaments with respect. 
survey mankind from China to! What are the chief evils from which we 
Peru some other punishment must | suffer ? I say it in no spirit of reproach 
be imposed. The hon. Member who is | to our friends from Ireland, but avowedly 
continually inquiring about India, might | they despair of obtaining from this 
be sent to India to make investiga-| House the remedies of the evils of which 
tions on the spot. If another Member | they complain, and they use the rules of 
was too aggressive in regard to China, ‘the House for their own ends, and do 
he might go to China to investigate the | not protess respect for the dignity or 
Boxer movement, and the closer quarters | ‘convenience of the House. [An hor 
he got with the Boxers the better. The | MempBer on the Irish Benches: We re- 
hon. Member who continually fears the | spect Ireland only.| I think that we 
machinations of Russia I would send| suffer more from the large number of 
to Siberia to study there what dark/| speeches from non-official Members, 
designs that mighty empire is pursuing. | rather than from the inordinate length 
I must say I cannot take a patent out | of the average speeches. 1 will venture 
for this plan, because the First Lord of} to deal with the Irish question as the 
the Treasury has forestalled me. The | Government deals with the powers of the 
hon. Member for King’s Lynn, who is not | local authorities in the new Education 
a bore, but a very able and amusing | Bill, namely, in a negative way. I| do 
Member of this House, moved an Amend-| not believe that the Irish demand is 
ment to the Address in reply to the King’s | going to be killed by kindness, and I 
Speech in reference to certain works| think that the Government itself has 
at Gibraltar. It was only a question | given up that hope. The Government 
of wasting a few millions, but then this} has refused Home Rule for Ireland, 
country is rich! The Hon. Member was| and so Irish Members here are like 
met by the First Lord of the Treasury | the children of Israel in Egypt. 
in the most sympathetic way, and was| Pharaoh the “ predominant partner” 
immediately appointed a member of a| will not let the people go. Perhaps 
Commission which was sent out to Gib- | | Pharaoh will let them go eventually. 
raltar. That Commission, or Committee, | The longer I sit here, and the more I hear 
took a month to do their work, but the | of the grievances from which the Irish 
hon. Member, who knows his way about | | Members suffer, the more | despair of any 
in parliamentary matters, took care that | remedy being found for them by this 
half of the month’s banishment to Gib-| House. The ‘othe r Members desire to be 
raltar was in the Easter recess. What|loyal to party institutions. They are 
the outcome of that visit to Gibraltar is | not usually very prolix individuals. The 
to be I am somewhat curious to know ; I | | present age, I am afraid we must all 
rather think it will end in a speech of | admit, is somewhat mediocre. We seem 
more than forty minutes duration. | to be mediocre in art, literature, oratory, 
Honestly, I cannot think that the pro-| and I am afraid our statesmanship is not 
posal placed before the House is a serious! of the very high quality that it ought 
one. The ‘evils from which we are | to be. But I venture to say that medio- 
suffering are not to be cured by trivial | crity should not be prolix. We are all 
expedients any more than an inrush of | too much inclined to be laudatores 
the Atlantic can be stopped by Mrs. Par- | | temporis acti ; to think too much of the 
tington’s broom. The evils are real and | time that is past, and to go back to what 
deep- seated, and quack remedies would | some of us fancy to be the golden age of 
only make them worse. We are often | parliamentary effectiveness, to the time 
told that the House of Commons is| when Gladstone, Disraeli, Cobden, and 
declining in public estimation. Perhaps | Bright were in their prime, and were the 
it is: I do not know; but I feel that the | great ‘ornaments of this House. But 


Mr. Emmott. 
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exactly the same complaints were made| He made his name and fame as a non- 
forty or fifty years ago as are to be found | official Member, and he was not confined 
in the resolution, now before the! in his speeches to twenty minutes. But 
House. In 1849 Mr. Milner Gibson | let us go further back. Take the case 
moved a resolution fixing the maxi-| of Mr. Cobden, who was never a Minister. 
mum time of a speech at one hour! If|/J am quite aware that it is now the 
you were to pass such a resolution | fashion to sneer at him, but he had the 
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now you would not save six hours 
in the course of the session. The diffi- 
culty chiefly comes from the fact of the 
enormous number of Members who are 
anxious and willing to speak. I agree 
with the hon. Member for Essex that the 
constituencies are to blame for much 
speaking in the House, because they like 
to see their Members’ names in the paper. 
The descriptive reporters arealsoto blame, 
who contrive to make their accounts 
of debates so much more interesting to 
the public outside than they are to those 
inside the House. I admit that we suffer 
from cacoethes loquendi. But there are 
many hon. Members in this House who 
do not take that part/in debate to which 
their abilities entitle them. I refer, for 
instance, to the hon. Member for Morpeth, 


who delivered the other day a speech of | 


singular ability and charm, and I regret 
that he does not address the House more 
frequently. The fact is that the nervous 
strain of the preparation of a speech, 
which may or may not be delivered, and 


faculty and the mind of a statesman, and 
he was a man of whom this House was 
proud. Can you conceive of any reason 
| why aman of Mr. Cobden’s ability should 
not be allowed to speak for more than 
twenty minutes? Take another famous 
case, that of Mr. Bright. He made his 
finest speeches before he was a Minister. 
For forty years he enthralled this House 
iby his eloquence almost every time 
he spoke, and would you have had 
him “ cribbed, cabined, and confined ” 
| throughout twenty years of his best 
_period? Then, take these two dashing 
| freelances, Mr. Roebuck, the Member 
for Sheffield, and Mr. Joseph Cowen, the 
| Member for Newcastle. They were men 
| whom this House was always glad to 
hear, and to hear at length. 
ih 

*Sir JOSEPH DIMSDALE: This reso- 
‘lution will not stop a speech of any 
‘length, if the House is prepared to 
listen to it. 








which, if delivered, may or may not be | 


effective, is very great ; but there is a 
more awful nervous strain in striving to 


*Mr. EMMOTT: I am afraid I cannot 
| go into that for lack of time. There are 


catch the Speaker’s eye, and I am afraid | obyjous difficulties in sucha course. Take 


that it frightens many Members who | 
want to take part in the debates into an | 
attack of cacoethes silenti. There may | 
not be many Lieder ohne Worte in this | 
House, but I venture to say there are a | 


few. | 


My real objection to this motion lies 


another instance—O’Connell, the bril- 
liant, the witty, the great-hearted. Would 
you have confined him to twenty 
minutes? Or take another Irish Mem- 
ber of a later day, Mr. Parnell, the model 
of taciturnity. He could not compress 
all his speeches, great master of com- 





in the history of the past of this House. | pression as he was, into twenty minutes. 
In my opinion, if you are to have a rule| But let us go back further to the age of 
at all, you must apply it to all Members, | parliamentary giants. It is more than 100 
except, of course, on special occasions ;| years since the great voice of Edmund 
but for the present I assume that it is | Burke was stilled for ever, and more than 
to be confined to the non-elect, and that | 120 years since he thundered against 
the front benches will be excluded from | corruption in high places, since he pleaded 
its operations. Probably there are too| for conciliation with America and for 
many front bench men who have stepped | justice to Ireland. I am fully aware 
from ‘varsity to office. But a good}of his faults. We all know his im- 
many Members have earned fame whose | practicable temper, his passion, and his 
speeches were not confined to twenty | prejudice, but, in spite of all, his genius 
minutes. Let me remind the House of | made him illumine every question he 
touched by reference to those great 
principles of eternal truth which he had 


the late Lord Randolph Churchill, the 


father of the hon. Member for Oldham. 
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such extraordinary powers of exhibiting. |where about 98 in the shade. Even 
1 may remind the House that many of |then people seldom read the reports, 
Burke’s finest and longest speeches,|and it may be asked, therefore, what 
precious treasures to literature and | good is done by speeches made in this 
political philosophy to all time, were} House. Well, I think, they are of 
made before he filled any position, and | inestimable value. Without parliamen- 
he never filled any but a subordinate posi- | tary speeches I do not believe you 
tion in the Ministry. JI am not prepared | would have an institution in the country 
to clip the wings of a future Edmund) which would not be capsized altogether 
Burke by such a resolution as that now| or shaken to its foundations. | 
proposed. ‘look upon parliamentary speeches as 
I have only one practical sug-|the best kind of pneumatic brake for 
gestion to make in conclusion. It is/ legislation, I cannot imagine a more 
that we who care for the preservation | evil case than this House degenerating 
of our Parliamentary institutions, we|into a business assembly, a sort of 
who desire to see the dignity of the| county council. We do not come here 
House of Commons upheld, and its| to pass measures, we come here to 
usefulness extended, should not speak | keep one set of gentlemen on the trea- 
from mere motives of vulgar ambition, |sury bench, and another set of gentle- 
but also should not be silent when we | men off it, because we believe the gentle. 
have really something to say. Frankly,|men who are on the treasury bench 
I do not see how anyone who cares for | advocate the policy most beneficial to 
the glorious history of this House in| the country and ourselves. It would 
the past, and who desires to see it main- | be a most horrible thing to come here 
tained as the foremost deliberative and pass Bill after Bill in the course of 
assembly in the world, and the safe-| a session. I think the less legislation 
guard of the liberties of a great and|we have the better. I recollect that 
free people, can possibly vote for the the late Mr. Gladstone said in former 
resolution of the hon. Member. years that the Irish question held the 
' | field. Had he also said that the Irish 

CotoneL SAUNDERSON (Armagh, | Members took the floor, he would have 
N.): I am opposed entirely to the hon, | been more accurate in his description. 
Member’s proposal, and the grounds|And those who have the Union at 
upon which that opposition is based | heart and reverence the _ institutions 
may possibly differ from those of any | of this country, as land the majority of 
hon. Member who takes part in this | the English and Welsh Members of this 
debate. I look upon the speeches made House do, owe a debt of gratitude to the 
in this House as of inestimable value to | Irish Members, who have openly professed 
the country, whether they be good or, | their desire to destroy those institutions 


as they generally are, bad. I have been | and the Government, and the Empire, 


in this House for many years, and have | but who have taken yet for the last 


always taken a great interest in oratory, ‘fifteen years the best way in the world 


probably because I am an Irishman, | t® preserve them. When hon. Gentle- 
and I have asked myself over and over | ™€? find fault with the Irish Members 


again what good object did speeches |for occupying so much time, they must 


here perform. Everyone knows that |" forget that it is owing to that fact 
nobody expects to influence the vote | that no legislation has taken p'ace. Tt 
by the speech he may make, although | it were not for the action of the Irish 
% has sometimes been done. But on| Members, we should not have an institu- 


great questions the minds of Members | tion left in the country. It is owing to 
are made up before any speeches are | the occupation of time that this House 

ssa A 3 4 . . ; ines 
made, and the speeches made in debate | has ore ce ga —_ » aa peg 
have no effect at all. They do ad RWI me & County COURSE, ant " 
affect the mind of the House, and do | that ee gg hag ogee = yi 
not affect the mind of the country, | "SPonst ae lee smsaen ste 


because they are seldom reported except | 0Tatory no one can deny, have a faculty 
in the case of Irish debates, when the | given to them, I do not know by whom, 
temperature of the House rises to some- | of speaking upon subjects whether they 


Mr. Emmott. 
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know and understand them or whether 
they do not with equal ability—in fact, 
the less they know the more eloquent 
they become. I say to them, from 
diferent motives to those which actuate 
them, go on. Although the Government 
may object because they cannot pass the 
Estimates, still, as you speak day after 
day, and night after night, and occupy 
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the time of the House with Irish elo- | 
quence, you may lay this flattering 


unction to your soul, that every speech 
you make is helping to preserve and 
maintain those institutions you desire to 
sweep away. The right hon. Gentlemen 
occupying the Treasury benchare not only 
naturally eloquent, and so full of informa- 
tion that when they are posed at the 
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going to mention could possibly be intro- 
duced to the attention of the House in 
speeches limited to twenty minutes 
duration. One of the most important 
debates which have taken place this 
session was the debate on Compulsory 
Land Sales (Ireland). It was a debate 
which aroused the greatest interest in 
every quarter of the House. Does the 
hon. and gallant Gentleman ak the 
House to believe for a moment that it 
_ would be possible to present such a Bill as 
‘that to the House within the time-limit 
of his proposal 2? It would be impossible 
to introduce a question of such magni- 
tude in a speech of twenty minutes. I 
myself took an opportunity of looking 


lover a recent volume of Hansard, and 


Table and supported by it they can never. 


speak for less than an hour or two, but 
it is not proposed to muzzle them. It is 
not proposed te muzzle the dogs that 
bark the most. All I can say is, if it is 
only proposed to muzzle the [Irish Mem- 
hers, it will have a most deleterious effect 
upon this assembly and the institutions 
oi the country. I shall show all the 
opposition to this proposal that I can. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: | desire 
to say in one or two words why | am 
strongly opposed to this motion. If this 
proposal is aimed directly at the Irish 
Members, I can only say I do not think 
it is likely to meet the evil the hon. 
Gentleman has in his mind. If I had 
no other reason for objecting, I would 
object to it because, if carried, it must 
necessarily curtail the speeches of the 
right hon. and gallant Member for North 
Armagh, which to my mind would be a 
most disastrous thing. The real reason 
of this motion, as I have said, is to curtail 


I must say that I wa appalled at the 
number of speeches I myseli had made, 


‘and the number of questions I had 
| directed to Ministers in this House. I 


ask the House, does it for one moment 
believe that it is any pleasure to Irish 
Members to be continually making 
speeches, or that it is any pleasure to us 
to be curiously inquiring every afternoon 
of Ministers about affairs concerning 
remote localities in our constituencies ? 
Nothing of the kind. It is simply the 
necessitywhich is engendered as the result 
of the present system of governing Ire- 
land which compels us, as the hon. 
Gentleman opposite very candidly said, 
to bore the House by referring to matters 
which really ought not to engage the 
attention of this Imperial Parliament 


/at all, but which ought to be dealt with 


by a National Parliament in Ireland, the 
only body really competent to deal with 
such matters. I would invite hon. 


'Gentlemen who complain of the time 


the speeches of the Irish Members in this | 


House. 


It is perfectly true that a con- | 


siderable portion of the time of this House | 
/on which he has been compelled to take 


is occupied by Members from Ireland, 


but the way to meet the difficulty is not | 


by limiting the speeches in this House, 


‘taken up by Irish Members in this House 


to take at random any Irish Nationalist 
Member, and see the questions he has 
asked during this session and the matters 


up the time of the Imperial Parliament, 


‘and if he does, he will find that these 


but the more drastic reform which would | 


enable Irish Members to make their 
speeches in Dublin, among their own 
people. I will just refer to two questions 
raised by the Irish Members in this 
House this session, and I will ask 


the hon. and gallant Member for the 
Chelmsford Division of Essex whether he 
seriously wishes us to understand that 
questions such as those which I am 


matters are in many cases insignificant 
and trivial, and that it was an absolute 
absurdity to occupy the time of Parlia- 
ment, which has to deal not only with 
England, Seotland and Wales, but 
India «nd tne Colonies, with them. 
This is not our fault. And I venture, 
with the greatest possible respect, to ask 
the hon. Gentleman who moved this 





‘motion, and the hon. and gallant Gentle- 
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man who has repeatedly brought this 
matter before Parliament, to reflect 


whether they would not better facilitate 
the progress of business in this House, 
not by proposing a resolution to limit 
the speeches of Members on, all subjects 
to a period of twenty minutes, but by 
moving a resolution which all the Irish 
Members would gladly support, to remit 
to Ireland and the Irish people in their 
own Parliament assembled all those 
matters which their representatives are 
now reluctantly obliged to press on the 
attention of this Parliament. 

Suppose this rule were passed, I ask 
with great respect. how it is going to be 
enforced? The hon. and gallant Gentleman 
saidthat somebody proposedthat the Clerk 
at the Table should have a gigantic gong 
before him, and that the moment the 
twenty minutes were up Mr. Jenkinson 
should rise in his place and strike the 
gong vehemently. [ do not know with 
what approval the House would look 
upon a proposal of that kind; but I 
myself, as one most anxious for the 
dignity of this Assembly, would be sorry 
to see it introduced. because of its effect 
on the dignity of the House, and also its 
effect on the nerves of the House. 


Mayor RASCH : That is precisely the 
opposite of our proposal. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: Then, my 
objection is that while some courageous 
person did suggest a gong, the hon. and 
gallant Gentleman himself did not 
suggest anything. What does he pro- 
pose instead of the gong? Does he pro- 
pose to have an electrical arrangement by 
which, on touching a button at the 
Speaker’s chair. a heavy piece of ord- 
nance would be fired in Palace Yard, and 
so give the hon. Member speaking 
notice that he had exceeded his time ? 
The whole thing is absolutely absurd. 
If a Member who has been speaking for 
twenty minutes refused to desist, there 
would have to be a division, and probably 
superior force would have to be intro- 
duced in order to make him cease speak- 
ing. The proposal is, in my opinion, a 
good-humoured attempt to deal with a 
question which is always before the 
House, which has been before it for the 
last hundred years, and which always 
will remain before it until it is settled, 
namely, how to deal with the position 


Mr. William Redmond. 
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.and attitude of the Nationalist repre- 
| sentatives of Ireland. Never mind limit- 
ing speeches, never mind introducing 
gongs on the Table of this House, but 
give to the Irish Members, and, if you will, 
also to the other national sections in this 
so-called United Kingdom, the right to 
manage their own affairs at home. If 
you do that, the first result will be seen 
in the rapidity with which useful legisla- 
tion will pass through this House. The 
right hon. and gallant Gentleman the 
Member for North Armagh told us very 
candidly that he for one liked speech- 
_making, because speech-making prevented 
legislation ever being carried. | have no 
doubt that is the opinion of the right hon. 
and gallant Gentleman, but I am equally 
certain he did not ventilate it when he 
was wooing the electors of North Armagh, 
The whole object of this motion is to deal 
with the eternal Irish question, and | 
would suggest to hon. Members that they 
can only deal effectively with the difh- 
culties before them by giving us the right 
to manage our own affairs at home, 
which would be highly gratifying to us, 
and which hon. Members would also find 
gratifying. 


Mr. CRIPPS (Lancashire, Stretford) : 
I think the question to be discussed 
under the proposed resolution is whether 
we can reform the procedure of this House 
in order to make it more efficient. Un- 
doubtedly that is of the highest import- 
ance. Outside of any question of par- 
ticular sections in the House, the time 
has really come, and the country demands 
it, that this House ought to consider 
whether it cannot put its procedure on @ 
more efficient basis, and the question we 
have to discuss this evening is whether 
the particular proposal before us is likely 
to effect what most of us wish, or not. 
As regards this proposal, I think the evil 
results of it have been exaggerated by 
the hon. Gentleman for Oldham, as well 
as by my right hon. and gallant friend the 
Member for North Armagh. I do not 
think that a rule of this kind would in 
the least operate against any unknown 
Edmund Burke who happened to be in 
this House ; and perhaps as regards that 
great orator and writer it may be said 
that if he had practised the art of com- 
pression he would have had greater 
influence than he had as a speaker in his. 
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own day. I do not believe myself in the | I think that a large number of Members 
value of argument, and I believe, as |refrain from speaking at present for fear 
Macaulay said, that no speech ever made | of arousing the impatience of the House, 
in this House actually affected the divi- | and if we could get rid of that idea and 
sion which followed it. But the end of dis- | provide that any Member might speak 
eussion is to make our minds clearer as | without prolonging the debate beyond 
regards the principles involved, and it is|the period allotted to it, surely that 
to my mind of great importance, if we | would be the proper way of proceeding. 
are to maintain, the prestige of this House, | Take one or two other matters. Private 
that Members who have a special know-| business is an extremely important 
ledge of particular subjects should speak matter, but at the same time we could 
upon them. I do not know that it give a time limit to it, and there might 
matters much whether a Member has | also be a time limit as regards questions. 
great oratorical gifts or not, but any man | With regard to the second part of the. 
who is cognisant of the principles in- resolution, I have not hitherto heard any 
volved can in a plain and direct way reference made to it, but in my opinion 
explain them to the House, and that jt is extremely important. It is that no. 
explanation may be of the greatest value Member should be allowed to speak 
if he is an expert. twice on an Amendment in Supply. I 
The first question which arises is would have a rule of that kind applied 
whether this proposal will give us that not only to Committee of Supply, but to. 
result. At the outset I may say that all Committee proceedings in the House, 
I object in the strongest manner to' though, of course, the mover of any 
making any distinction between Mem- particular Amendment ought to be 
bers on the front benches and other entitled to be heard in reply. But out- 
Members of the House. If a Minister side that, if we want a really business 
is moving a_ resolution or a Bill, | discussion no one person ought to be 
he may want a longer time than allowed to monopolise the whole night. 
twenty minutes, and the resolution pro- | [f we are to arrive at the result we desire, 
vides for that. But, as a matter of fact,’ we must allow various Members to take 
in ninety-nine cases out of a hundred | part in a discussion in Committee in- 
no private Member does speak more than | stead of only one or two Members. Of 
twenty minutes. I myself do not think | course it is impossible to suppose that a 
that if we had this rule we should get | resolution of this kind, even if carried, 
the result we are seeking to arrive at, would effect all that is desired. I do not 
namely, that Members of the House | think that if we had a reform of proce- 
who are competent to give their opinions | dure we should necessarily have more 
should take part in the discussions. | legislation, but I feel very strongly that a 
How are we likely to arrive at that? I great assembly of this kind, with great 
think we are much more likely to arrive | national and imperial interests entrusted 
at it by allocating time to the discussion | to it, ought to put its rules on a basis 
of particular topics than by limiting | that would enable it to deal efficiently 
the duration of speeches. That is the with its business. That is the real issue. 
real direction in which reform ought [t is not an issue between different 
to proceed. Let me give an_illustra-| sections in the House, or an issue between 
tion. Let me take Supply. We know | private Members and the Government. 
the topics we have to deal with in. ff js quite beyond that. It is that the 
Supply, and we know the time at our) House, if it is to preserve its prestige and 
disposal, and if this House is a business- | jtg position in the country, must have its 
like assembly, which really wants to trans- | rules put on a more satisfactory basis. 
act business in an able and efficient) A, regards this particular proposal, 
manner, there ought to be no difficulty [| intend myself to vote for it, not on the 
in allocating time to particular topics ; ground that I think it covers anything 
and any Member who had a know- ike the area of reform necessary, but 
ledge of any particular subject would | pecause it points in that direction. 
not feel that he was wasting the time | 
of the House, and his speech would be) Mr. NUSSEY (Pontefract): I am 
welcomed, because in any case the discus- extremely sorry this Resolution does not 
sion would extend over a particular time. ‘include Ministers and ex-Ministers. 
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have heard occupants of the two Front 
Benches speak repeatedly, until, | confess, 
I have been quite gorged with the repeti- 
tion of their arguments. I have often 
observed that when they get up they 
look at the clock, but not with any sort 
of apology, and they look at the clock 
again when they sit down; and if they 
have done their hour and a quarter they 
feel that they have discharged their duty 
to the House, their constituents, their 
Party, and the country. The hon. and 
learned Member for the Stretford division 
said he believed in allocating the time of 
the House for the discussion of certain 
topics. I remember the vehement pro- 
tests of the Tory Party when Mr. 
‘Gladstone proposed to closure the Home 
Rule Bill by compartments. It was said 
to be a most monstrous proposition, and 
to be gagging the House. Yet we now 
hear advanced by a Tory reformer of the 
procedure of the House the suggestion 
that we should adopt in future a system 
of closure by compartments, a system 
for allocating the time of the House to 
particular Bills and to particular sections 
of Bills. I quite agree that the pro- 
cedure with regard to private business 
should be reformed. We have great and 
growing wants to meet, but we have less 
and less time at our disposal to meet 
them. Far too many Members speak in 
the House in these days, and the un- 
fortunate part is that business is con- 
gested and hung up which ought to be 
‘disposed of. But, after all, the 
solution is not to be found in the gagging 
of Members, or in the limitation of 
speeches to twenty minutes, but in the 
dividing up of the business, in devolution, 
in Home Rule all round if you like. I 
shall support this resolution because it 
will in part make the proceedings of the 
House more effective, and do something 


to further the consideration of various 


matters of second-class importance, but 
at the same time I do not think it touches 
the root of this great question of Parlia- 
mentary reform. The rules of the First 
Lord of the Treasury with regard to 
Supply have in part met the want. That 
precedent should be extended. You 


should havea system for Scotland,Ireland, 

Wales, and London, so that the business 

affecting those different parts could be 

discussed by various bodies, delegated by 

this House, if you like. 
Mr, Nussey. 
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true | 


But in the mean- | 


in Parliament. 148 


time, as an instalment of reform, I pro- 
pose to vote for this resolution, although 
I must express my regret that its scope 
does not extend to Ministers and ex- 
Ministers, who, I think, are the worst 
transgressors. 

*Mr. PURVIS (Peterborough): I 
think this well-meant resolution is 
intended to be a sort of winnow- 
ing fan, to separate the wheat from 
the chaff—to retain the wheat and 
to get rid of the chaff. As it has 
been said, the House is not a mere 
debating society, nor, as Carlyle very 
irreverently expressed it, a mere talking 
shop. It is an assembly for taking 
practical counsel together. It contains 
many men full of practical counsel, but 
who cannot express themselves fluently. 
They are like narrow-necked jars full of 
precious ointment, which, unless they 
are broken altogether, drip, drip, drip, 
slowly, but when their contents do come 
out of the narrow neck they are well 
worth consideration. What would be 
the effect of this resolution, under these 
circumstances, if I am right in that view ? 
The well-informed but unfluent and 
unexpressive speaker would be limited as 
dull, while the glib speaker would be 
allowed to go on by the consent of the 
House, because he pleased the ear. It 
would be as with Milton’s Belial— 

“ His tongue 

Dropt manna, and could make the worse 

appear 

The better reason, to perplex and dash 

Maturest counsels, 

For he pleased the ear.” 

Without adding any more, because | 
believe that is the real answer to this 
resolution, I conclude by saying that the 
motion would defeat its own object ; it 
would diminish and not increase the real 
efficiency and profit of the debates of this 
House, 

Sir THOMAS ESMONDE (Wexford, 
N.): The country from which the hon. 
Member who has just spoken comes has a 
reputation for common-sense, and the 
speech he has just made is a thoroughly 
common-sense speech. The proposal we 
are discussing is, if I may say so without 
discourtesy, an extremely ridiculous one. 
Hon. Members complain of the waste of 
time which periodically takes place, but 
in making that complaint I do not think 
they are proposing the proper remedy 
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forthe disease. The proper remedy, in my 
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of this House should have allotted to them 
proper opportunities for discussing ques- 
tions in which they are specially inter- 
ested. It is a question, not of the dura- 
tion of speeches, but of the allocation of 
the time of the House. The real explana- 
tion of the difficulty in which we find our- 


discharge the duties entrusted to it. The 
hon. Member for East Clare gave the true 
solution as far as Ireland is concerned. 
This House having proved itself physi- 
cally incapable of discussing all the 
matters which come before it, the real 
solution of the difficulty is a policy of 
devolution, which would enable the 
various countries supposed to be governed 
by the House to discuss in their own 
localities, and to legislate upon in their 
own Legislatures, the questions in which 
they are particularly interested. One 
hon. Member has said that this proposal 
is not directed altogether against private 
Members, but that it is also suggested 
that Ministers and ex-Ministers should 
not be allowed to speak for more than 
twenty minutes. Although I do not 
approve of the resolution, I think, if we 
are to have a limitation of speeches at all, 
that limitation should apply also to 
Members on the two Front Benches, 


in the matter. The real difficulty, I 
think, is the want of consideration shown 
to the rights of private Members. Matters 
of great importance to our constituents 
come up, matters quite as important as 
those brought forward by the Govern- 
ment or by Members of the Front Opposi- 
tion Bench, but session after session the 
Leader of the House, no matter to which 
party he belongs, after a certain period 
takes the entire time of the House, and 
private Members have no opportunity for 
discussing the questions in which they 
are directly interested. ‘hey are natur- 
ally led to retaliate, and perhaps to 
speak longer and more frequently upon 
questions which emanate from the Trea- 
sury Bench. It has been suggested that 


various other machinery upon the Table, 
for the purpose of intimating to Members 
that the time has come for them to stop 
their speechifying. I do not know how 
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humble judgment, is that the Members | 


selves is that the House has not time to | 


because they are the very worst offenders , 


we should have hour-glasses, gongs, and | 
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latures, but as far as my observations go 
they have not the least effect. This 
debate, though no doubt very interesting, 
is a purely academic debate. I do not 
imagine it will lead to any practical 
results, but if a division is taken, I shall 
vote against the resolution, because | 
quite agree that it will not have any 
desirable effect upon the conduct of the 
business of the House. 

Mr. BANBURY (Camberwell, Peck- 
ham): I quite agree with the hon. and 
learned Member for the Stretford Divi- 
sion that what we have to consider to- 
night is whether or not we should reform 
the procedure of this House, and I pre- 
sume that it must be with that object 
that this resolution has been introduced. 
I am rather astonished that my hon. 
and gallant friend the Member for the 
Chelmsford Division of Essex should 
have seconded the resolution, because 
I have always understood that he was 
one of the great champions of the rights 
of private Members in this House. 


Masor RASCH dissented. 
Mr. BANBURY: Am I misrepre- 


senting my hon. friend ? 
Masor RASCH: Yes. 


Mr. BANBURY: Then I beg his 
pardon. My recollection is that on 
several occasions when the Government 
have moved to take the time of the House 
my hon. and gallant friend has made 
speeches against them. 


Masor RASCH: Never. 


Mr. BANBURY: Then I must have 
misunderstood him. But there are 
many other Members on both sides of the 
House who have made speeches with that 
object, and the hon. Baronet who has 
just spoken stated that private Members 
were very badly treated. The effect of 
this resolution, however, would be to 
place private Members in a still worse 
position. The members of the two 
front benches are exempted from this 
rule, and my experience is that the Mem- 
bers who exceed the limit of twenty 
minutes are not the private Members 
‘but the occupants of the two front 
| benches. Theynot only exceed the twenty 
| minutes, but it is much easier for them to 
| do so, because when they rise they are 


many Members have seen the operation of , immediately called upon. But a private 
these various appliances in foreign Legis-! Member has first to summon up his 
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courage to rise in the endeavour to catch 
your eye, Sir, and, when he has sum- 
moned up his courage sufficiently to go 
through that ordeal, he has to run the 
chance of not being called at all. The 
consequence is that when he is called, 
for the first ten or fifteen minutes he is so 
extremely nervous that he really does not 
quite know where he is. Therefore, if 
this twenty minutes rule applied, he 
would have to sit down before he had 
been able to place before the House the 
remarks he desired to make. The hon. 
Member for the City of London stated 
that his resolution was to the effect that, 
with the leave of the House, a Member 
could go on for more than twenty 


minutes. What would be the result of 
that? To-night we have had from the 


hon. Member for Great Yarmouth a 
long speech occupying about an hour 
and a quarter. We are quite certain 
that at the end of the first twenty 
minutes he would have desired to con- 
tinue his remarks, and he would have had 
to ask the leave of the House. If anybody 
objected I presume there would have been 
a division, and as the speech went on 
for seventy-five minutes, there would 
have been three divisions. Allowing 
a quarter of an hour for each division, 
the consequence would be that the speech 
would have occupied 112 minutes instead 
of seventy-five. If, therefore, as I believe, 
the object of the resolution is to expedite 
matters, I think it would fail in its object. 

There are three classes of speeches in 
this House. First, there is the class of 
speech to which I have just referred— 
the excellent speech delivered by the hon 
Member for Great Yarmouth, because 
he knew a great deal of the subject. 
There are also speeches which are made 
for the purpose of obstruction. I think 
that is admitted. How will this resolu- 
tion affect those? The ordinary obstruc- 
tive speech is not a very long one, but 
one Member desirous of obstructing 
must have other Members ready to 
follow him. The only result would be 
that instead of two or three Members 
speaking for perhaps half an hour each, 
you would have four or five speaking 
for twenty minutes each. It must be 
remembered that during the last twenty 
or twenty-five years we have had the 


Mr. Banbury. 
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beyond the length to which it ought to 
be carried, and a Member moves the 
closure, to put the question. We have, 
therefore, a protection against lengthened 
speeches and lengthened obstruction. 
Then there is a third kind of speech—the 
speech which is sometimes made upon the 
subject before the House with the idea 
of delaying a subject which is lower down 
upon the Paper. In what way would 
such speeches be affected by this resolu- 
tion? They might be shortened by five 
minutes, but nothing material would be 
gained. I was reading yesterday the 
speeches made in 1897 and 1900 on this 
subject by thehon. and gallant Member 
for the Chelmsford Division. ‘They were 
most amusing, interesting, and instruc- 
tive. He said that the procedure of the 
House of Commons in this matter had 
gone on for over 200 years, and that it 
would be a very serious thing to alter that 
procedure without very good reason 
being shown. I agree, and therefore | 
hope, if we go to a division, the resolution 
will be negatived. The whole of the 
hon. Member’s argument in 1897 and in 
1900 went to show that not private 
Members—and only private Members 
would be affected by this resolution— 
but Ministers were the people who most 
offended against this proposed rule. He 


'emphasised that in his speech to-night, 


and pointed out that Sir Robert Peel and, 
I think, some other Minister had spoken 
for four hours and for three and a half 
hours on certain given occasions. 

myself remember an occasion in the 
House when a Minister spoke for some- 
thing like three and a half hours. In 
what way would this resolution improve 
that ? I do not say there was anything 
wrong in the Minister takingup that time, 
but this resolution would notin any way 
avoid it. There was another very 
curious thing I found in reading the 
history of those two debates, and that 
was that in 1897 my hon. and gallant 
friend carried his resolution, but that in 
1900 it was defeated. That was in 
the same Parliament, and I think it shows 
that on a Tuesday evening a certain 
number of Members came down to the 
House and, carried away by the eloquence 


of my hon. and gallant friend, voted for 
the resolution—that, by the 
closure, and it is in your hands, Sir, if | 
you see that a debate is being carried | 


way, is 
against the argument of the hon- 
Member, who said that nobody was in- 
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fluenced by speeches—but, when those 
Members had had time to think the 
matter over during the three years which 
elapsed before 1900, they found they had 
been misled, and, therefore, when the 
resolution was again brought forward 
they voted against it. 

I think that the only _ possi- 
bility of this resolution being carried 
would have been if the mover and 
seconder had shown that there was 
really anything wrong with the procedure 
of this House. Not only have they not 
shown that, but I do not think they 
attempted to do so. When anew Mem- 
ber comes to this House he naturally is 
under the impression that the thing 
which is nearest and dearest to his heart 
ought to be carried at once, and I am 
not sure that that would be a good thing 
for the nation. 1 do not go so far as the 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
North Armagh, who says he is opposed 
to all legislation, but I do think that 
legislation ought to be initiated with care, 
and should not be passed without due and 
proper discussion. We must all admit that 
at the present moment we are in danger 
of suffering rather from hasty legisla- 
tion than from legislation being slightly 
delayed through prolonged discussion. 
There is no doubt that if any section of 
the community desire that any measure 
should be passed in this House that 
measure will be passed, and whether 
they have to wait six months or a year 
is a very little matter if, in order to avoid 
that waiting, you are going to alter the 
procedure which has obtained in this 
House for two or three hundred years, 
and which has given this House to 
reputation of being one of the finest and 
most business-like assemblies in the 
world. I disagree with the right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for North Ar- 
magh in that I believe that every speech 
made in this House has an object. Some- 
times that object is delay, and my ex- 
perience of business is that it is a business- 
like thing when you have an object to 
attain that object. Therefore, I trust 
that if we go to a division, as I presume 
we shall, the House will pause before it 
reverses the practice which has obtained 
here for two or three hundred years by 
passing a resolution, which I admit has 
been ably moved, but which I do not 
think would achieve the result we all 
teally have at heart. 


{14 May 1901} 
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Mr. RENWICK (Newcastle-on-Tyne) : 
It is curious, perhaps, that I have to 
make my maiden speech as an advocate 
of the limitation of the duration of 
speeches made by Members of this House. 
But I am quite willing to accept the 
position, and to take as my text the 
speech of the hon. Member who has 
just sat down. The hon. Member tells 
us that we ought not to interfere with 
the traditions of this House, which 
have been carried down for two or three 
hundred years. If those traditions had 
not been interfered with there would 
have been no necessity for the resolution 
which has been moved to-night. I 
would point out to hon. Members that 
the necessity for this resolution has 
arisen because we have departed from 
the traditions of this House, because 
we put into force in 1882 in a modified 
form, and have carried it further since, 
the system of closuring debate when 
a Member, whether he be on the Front 
Bench or not, has risen and moved 
that the Question should now be put. 
I have not long been a Member of the 
House, but for many years I have pur- 
sued a business career, and in pursuancs 
of that business career I have learnt 
that it is absolutely unnecessary to 
occupy one, two, or three hours to put 
your points before business men. If 
there is one argument which ought to 
commend this resolution to the favour- 
able consideration of the House, it is 
supplied by the object-lesson that we 
have seen in the House yesterday and 
to-day. We have seen as many as twenty 
or thirty Members rising at the same 
time, anxious to put their views before 
the House on the great question of Army 
reform, and when an hon. Member 
has been called on he has oceupied an 
hour, or evenan hourand twenty minutes, 
in giving expression to his own views. 
Last night we had four speakers occu- 
pying no less than five hours in putting 
their views before the House, notwith- 
standing the fact that the whole sitting 
available for speeches was limited to 
some six hours. We have had a similar 
state of affairs to-day. I venture to 


say that the dignity and business capacity 
of the House is being injured by this 
curtailment of the liberty of Members, 
and by the great length at which Members 
speak upon particular subjects. 

There seems to be a mistaken idea that 
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the “" of this resolution is to limit discus- | every one of those would be unmercifully 
sion. We do not want to limit discussion. | knocked on the head. The next thing 
a we want to do is to give more | | he would do would be to get rid of the 
facilities for discussion. During my ‘old ones ; some of these would be knocked 
brief career in this House, when if have} on the head—others would be sent to 
seen an hon. ora right hon. Gentleman | another House. Other members of the 
rise at the end of some three hours, | pack with whom the Master would 
having discovered that the time has | deal with would be the babblers : they 
arrived at which the question should! would be sent to Gibraltar. But they 
be put, I have thought to my self what | would never come back, and I venture 
an extraordinary decision it is, seeing | to say they never would be missed. 

that in those three hours we have heard| These are a few of the points to which 
only four or five speeches. If this reso-| | would respectfully call the attention 
lution was carried, we might have in of hon. Members who tell us that we 
three hours nine speeches instead of four) have come here simply to listen, to 
or five. I am perfectly aware that one} hold our tongues, and to obey the 
of the principles of the closure is that| crack of the Party Whip. But to 
the Speaker must take care that the | come to a more serious matter, I would 
rights of the minority are not infringed, | like to point out to the House that 
ek I would remind the House that the there is a change coming over this 
majority as well as the minority have/ Assembly. We have had a great infusion 
rights, and I venture to think that it) |of business men. These business men 
would be much more advantageous | | are imbued with business ideas, and they 
for the House, and for the nation as a! wish to see the business of the country 
whole, that nine Members should be able | carried on on business lines. That fact 
to give expression to their views before) may have escaped the attention of 
the question was put, rather than that | right hon.Gentlemen on the Front Bench, 
the closure should be applied when | but it is there all the same, and it will 
only four or five have spoken. We are | demand attention and have to be dealt 
sometimes told that we have come to with. We come here, sent by great 
this House, not to speak, but to listen | manufacturing constituencies ; we have 
and to obey the Party Whip. [‘‘ Hear, been sent here because we can speak 
hear,” from the Nationalist Members.]} upon business matters; we have come 
I judge from the way in which hon. here to demand that we shall be heard 
Members opposite receive that expression | upon business affairs of interest to our 
of opinion that they know it to be abso- | constituents. Might I remind the House 
lutely true. I would remind hon. Mem-| that I represent one of the largest con- 
bers who tell us that we are to obey  stituencies in the country, with over 
the Party Whip that there are other 35,000 electors? Let hon. Members 
things connected with the use of the consider the multiplicity of subjects 
whip than merely obeying it when we that engage the attention of that con- 
hear it cracked. I presume that when | stituency. When certain subjects are 
the whip is mentioned we are likened | before the House I am asked by telegram 
to a pack of hounds, and that we must | and by letter, not only to vote, but to 
be obedient. [ am quite willing to speak upon those subjects, and when | 
accept the simile, but let us carry it | tell them that it is an absolute impossi- 
a little further. What do we find in| bility that I should do so, owing to the 
connection with a pack of hounds? There | great number of Members that are 
may be a Master of Hounds present—| anxious to speak, they cannot understand 
possibly not. No doubt many Members it. They call my attention to the fact— 
are familiar with the rules in regard) which must be patent to every Member 
to hunting with a pack of hounds, but | of the House—that, if one takes up The 
let me remind the House that the first | Times and refers to the reports of the 
consideration of the Master in picking | de bates which have taken place in the 
out a pack of hounds is to pick a level} House day after day, it will be seen 
pack, all of whom can roll their tongues | that the same Members have risen in 
when they are upon the scent. Another | their places and spoken. They are men 
thing the Master of Hounds would do who seem to think that they are com- 
would be to get rid of the mute hounds ;' petent to speak upon every conceivable 


Mr. Renwiel:. 
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subject, but I venture to say that we do 
not always agree with them. Let me 


point out what to my mind constitutes | 


one of the greatest defects of speakers in 
this House; it is that when they rise 
they seem to think that they are the only 
men out of the 670 Members of the House 
who know anything whatever about the 
subject under discussion, and they 
attempt to deal with every possible phase 
of the question. 

The weak point in connection with 


this resolution is, I think, the latitude | 


that it gives to Members of the front 
benches. We are quite willing that on 
great occasions, such as the unfolding 
of the Army scheme or the introduction 
of the Budget, the right hon. Gentleman 


in charge of the matter and the Leader | 


of the Opposition who has to reply should 
be given almost unlimited time, but 
because a gentleman is or has been in the 
Ministry he should have unlimited time, 
although he is not connected with the 
subject before the House, is, I think, a 
great defect in the resolution. But if we 
are going to make a mistake, let us make 
a mistake in giving too much rather 
than too little. I venture to say that if 


this House is to maintain its great tradi-| 


tions, and to occupy the position in the 
public mind that it has occupied for 
generations past, something will have to 
be done in regard to this particular sub- 
ject. I have ascertained in conversa- 
tion with business men who have been 
returned to this House that they are not 
prepared to come here simply to register 
the decrees of Ministers. They feel that | 
upon certain subjects they are competent 
to speak. They wish to speak, and they 
are determined to speak, and unless they 
have an opportunity to speak they are 
not prepared to continue Members of 
this House. I maintain that it has been 
and is a splendid thing for the Empire 
that business men have been persuaded 
tocome here. It will be a great calamity | 
if those Members are driven from the 
House, because the alternative will be 
that the representation of many great 
constituencies will fall into the hands of 
professional politicians. Are hon. Mem- 
bers enamoured with professional poli- 
ticians, that they would like to see a multi- | 
plicity of them in the House? I venture | 
to think not. Depend upon it, the best 
thing for the country and for the honour | 
and business capacity of this House is 
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that we should have a blend of the best 
business men of the country in Parlia- 
ment. It is good for the country from 
many points of view, and, depend upon 
it, the time is not far distant when the 
commercial and business men of this 
House will not be satisfied with merely 
occupying a seat upon these benches ; 
they will also knock at the doors of the 
Cabinet. We have one bright example 
of the business man in this House in the 
person of the Secretary of State for the 
Colonies. His example has been so good. 
that we should like to see more business 
men here, and I appeal to every hon. 
Member not to dismiss the resolution as 
something of a revolutionary character, 
but to recognise that two great changes 
have come over the House. The first is 
that we no longer have free speech. 
We bade good bye to free speech when 
the closure was introduced, and if we are 
to have the closure it is greatly due to 
the action of Gentlemen immediately 
opposite. If we are to have the closure, 
then I say do not let us put it in force 
until we are assured that the House has 
given expression generally to the par- 
ticular views which are held on the ques- 
tion occupying attention. That, I say, 
in many cases has not been done when 
we have been asked to vote for the closure. 
I sincerely trust that hon. Members will 
give their most careful attention to the 
subject before they vote. If they will 
weigh it over in their minds they will 
find that the effect of this resolution 
will be not to curtail speech, but to 
remove some of the trammels with 
which we are bound at the present time. 


*THe SECRETARY or STATE For THE 
HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. Ritcie, 
Croydon): The House has listened to a 
number of valuable, and many of them 
amusing, speeches, but we must not be 
led away from the question which is. 
really before the House. We had an 
object lesson during the day on the 
matter which we have been debating for 
the last two hours and a quarter. In the 


‘morning sitting the House sat for about 


four and a half hours, and in the course 
of that time there were five speeches. 
We have sat now, at the evening sitting, 
two and a quarter hours ; we have had 
eleven speeches, and I am satisfied those. 
who listened to both debates will not feel 
inclined to say that the evening debate 
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has been less interesting or less instructive | 
than the speeches at the morning sitting. 
The question now raised is one which 
undoubtedly is attended with considerable 
difficulty. All of us, I am sure, must 
sympathise with those who complain 
of the inordinate length some speeches 
run to in the House of Commons. There 
is another point on which there seems 
to be general agreement, and that is, that 
the greatest sinners are the occupants 
of the two front benches. But the two 
front benches are to be specially exempted 
by the resolution proposed, and this will 
give rise to considerable comment and 
dissatisfaction. I often wonder what it 
is that really makes men favour the 
House with speeches of inordinate 
length, as many of them do, for my 
own experience is that it is not 
the long speeches that make an im- 
pression, but the short speeches. I 
have heard right hon. Gentlemen who 
are to be exempted from this resolution 
making speeches of great length which 
rather bored the Hcuse, and I have 
heard them on other occasions make very 
short speeches which greatly interested 
the House, and were mosteffective. There 
is this in favour of short speeches, if a 
Member desires to have the real pith of 
what he has said reported it is much 
better that he should make a_ short 
speech than a long one, for the proba- 
bility is the reporter in a long speech 
will miss the special points on which the | 
speaker places greatest stress. The report 
of that speech will by no means carry to 
the public the impression the speaker 
desires to convey, but the exact contrary | 
is the case when a short speech is made. 
There can be no doubt there is consider- 
able abuse in this matter, and I instance 
the debates on private Bills. Can anyone 
say that the very lengthy speeches which 
the House has to listen to in connection 
with private Bills are not, in nine cases 
out of ten, unnecessary? The same 
ground is travelled over and over again, 
with the result that the House, instead 
of being interested in the arguments used, 
becomes bored to a degree, and the effect 
of the speech is lost entirely. 

I am sure the majority of the House 
admits thatthere is an evil to be remedied. 
How is it proposed that this evil should be | 
remedied ? I confess that the proposal 
in the resolution does not seem to me to 
be quite the right one for the purpose of | 


Mr. Ritchie. 


{COMMONS} 





putting an end to the evil, which we all 
acknowledge. In the first place, the 


| movers of resolutions are to be exempted, 


No doubt it is right and proper that a 
Member who has to make an exposition 
of proposals for which he desires the 
support of the House of Commons should 
be allowed to extend the period of his 
speech beyond that which is named in the 
resolution ; but it appears that no one 


‘is to be really limited by this resolution, 


because, as I understand, anyone can rise 
and propose that any Member should 
have a longer hearing. What is to be the 
mode of procedure? What might hap- 
pen would be this. An hon. Member 
would rise to address the House, and at 
the close of his twenty minutes one of his 
hon. friends would move that he be 
heard for another twenty minutes. 
Some other hon. Member would move as 
an Amendment that he be heard for 
twenty-five minutes longer, or for a less 
time. I presume the ordinary course 
would be followed, and a division taken. 
[An. Hon. Memper: Debate.| I am 
presuming that there would be no debate, 
but there certainly would be a division. 
I cannot understand how it can be done 
otherwise. We are not in the habit of 
voting here by show of hands. If there 
was a division, that would take up a 
considerable amount of time, but it it 
was desired really to obstruct business— 
and hon. Members from Ireland have 
been alluded to in the course of the dis- 
cussion—what would be easier than for 
every Member of the Irish party to get up 
and speak for twenty minutes, and for 
another Member to move that his hon. 


friend should be heard for a longer period. 


Iam quite sure that hon. Members are 
too anxious to promote the business of the 
House of Commons to have recourse to 
any such proceeding. lam not saying 
that they would do so. I am only pointing 
out one of the possibilities of this resolu- 
tion, so that, instead of it becoming an 
instrument of shortening debates, it 
might be turned into an engine favour- 


‘able to anyone who desired to obstruct 


the business of the House. 

Ido not think the resolution would, 
even if it were put into practice, carry out 
the views of those who propose it. 1 do not 
say that some procedure of the kind might 
not eventually have to be adopted, for it 
is impossible to ignore the fact that by the 
inordinate length of speeches many Mem- 
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bers are deprived of the opportunity of | 


placing their views before the House. 
That is a deprivation which the Members 
themselves have a right to complain of, 


and, still more, one that their con- 


stituents have a right to complain of. | 
For my own part, | should be extremely | 


sorry if it were necessary for the House 
to adopt such a drastic rule for the pur- 
pose of securing that liberty of speech all 
of us desire to maintain, and, so far as the 
Government are concerned, though they 
are sensible of the evil which undoubtedly 
exists, they are unwilling either them- 
selves to propose or to see adopted any 
resolution of this kind unless the neces- 
sity for it has been somewhat more 
demonstrated than it has been up to the 
present time. I am unable to support 
the resolution, but | would make an 
earnest appeal to Members to restrict 
their speeches to the narrowest possible 
compass consistent with the desire to 
inform the House of their views upon any 
of the subjects brought before the House. 
I would impress upon hon. Members 
that they should think of the great repu- 
tation the House has for many vears 


sustained, and that by modifying their | 


zeal in speaking they should prevent the 
necessity for the adoption of any such 
Resolution, which I am sure all Members 


of the House of Commons, irrespective of 


party, would be very sorry to see adopted. 
I hope my hon. friends will be content 
with the interesting interchange of views 
which has taken place, and will not ask 
ithe House to divide upon their proposal. 

Mr. PARKER SMITH (Lanarkshire, 


Partick): There is one point on which 


all speakers have been unanimous, and | 


that is, whether they approve or disap- 


prove of the resolution, they have ob-| 


jected to the exemption of the two 
front benches 
resolution. 
hon. Gentlemen opposite whom we do 


not wish to listen to for an hour, and we | 


may be able to pick out Members on 
this bench whom we would not desire 
to hear soe long, and there are even 


Gentlemen on the front benches, con- | 


scious as we are of one another's failings, 
who would not wish to listen to each 
other for an indefinite time. 


fore, ] think that is an exception which 
ought not to be made, and I think the 
Amendment which stands in my name 
on the Paper to leave out Ministers 


VOL. XCIV. 
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We on this side can imagine | 


There- | 
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and ex-Ministers might be accepted by 
|the mover of this proposal. It would 
‘be impossible to have any system of 
asking for an extension of the time of 
speaking. That would merely lead to much 
longer obstruction. There was a point 
raised by my hon. friend which is of 
greater importance almost, and that is 
the limiting of the time for the subject 
‘instead of limiting it for the speaker. 
Well, the effect of that would be diverse. 
In the first place, I think it would have 
a most excellent effect on those who 
sit on this side of the House, and who 
are unwilling in general to prolong 
debates which are against the interests 
of the party. On the other hand, if 
there is a fixed time for a debate coming 
to an end, there is no reason why there 
should not be a fair interchange of 
speakers on each side of the House. 
There is another fact. Certain gentle- 
men do get called to speak with remark- 
able frequency, and if one may con- 
jecture what goes on it is this. There 
are certain people who will insist on 
being heard, and therefore the Chair- 
man, of Committee or the Speaker 

*Mr. SPEAKER reminded the hon. 
, Member that it was out of order to dis- 
cuss the conduct of the Chair in this way, 

Mr. PARKER SMITH: I have trans- 
gressed, and perhaps I ought to have 
confined my remark to the Chairman 
of Committees. 

*Mr. SPEAKER: He is in exactly the 
same position as the Speaker. 

Mr. PARKER SMITH: Without 
the slightest imputation upon your 
impartiality, I may say that it might 
‘tend to the improvement of debates if 
we had a greater diversity of speakers 
ito listen to. I think hon. Members 
from Ireland are entirely wrong in 
imagining that this motion is directed 
|against them. It is directed against 
bores, and I do not think they are of ex- 
clusively Irish, English, or Scotch 
igrowth. It would be an absolutely 
'futile thing to direct a motion of this 
kind against Gentlemen from Ireland 
in the hope that we should produce 
any effect in the matter. After one 
hon. Member had spoken for twenty 
| minutes there would be plenty of others 
|ready to take up the running. There- 
(fore, it is not against hon. Gentlemen 
from Ireland that the motion is in any 
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way directed, but against hon. Gentle- 


Duration of Speeches 


men whom we are accustomed to hear | 


at far greater length than is at all neces- 
sary on the subject on which they speak. 
The Amendment I have put down on 
the Paper shows what the effect of the 
rule would be. For a long time it has 
been a generally acknowledged prin- 
ciple that on Wednesdays discussion 
comes to a close at the end of the after- 
noon. Very large subjects have been 
discussed on Wednesdays which, if intro- 
duced in any other way, would have 
taken many days, but we have been 
accustomed on Wednesdays to come to 
a decision at the end of the afternoon. 
The result has been that the style of 
speaking. and the interest in the debates, 
have been very much higher in that 
limited time than in the debates in 
unlimited Government time. But the 
practice has been carried further, and 
on two occasions we have had divisions 
after comparatively short debates. For 
instance, the Miners Eight Hours Bill 
was divided upon after only three hours 
discussion. The matter was put by 
you, Sir. to take the opinion of the 
House in a way that is not usually done 
by the Chair in regard to the closure, 
and the House approved of the closure 
being given by a large majority. In 
the following week « Bill was discussed, 
and after only two hours debate the 
closure was moved and carried without 
a division. The fact is that in these 
Wednesday's discussions it is not a 
question of legislation. but a question 
of providing hon. Members an oppor- 
tunity of putting forward their views 
on subjects which would afford the 
groundwork of legislation. and of getting 
a division. The corollary of that is 
that there should be a rule that speeches 
on Wednesdays should be short. cor- 
responding to the short time to be de- 
voted to the subject. My motion would 
have secured that small practical measure 
of restriction, but, as the discussion has 
taken a much larger time. I shall move the 
other Amendment standing in my name 
which has received such general support. 

Amendment proposed— 

“To leave out the words ‘ Ministers, ex- 
Ministers, and.’”—(Mr. Parker Sinith.) 

Question, ‘‘ That the words proposed 
to be left out stand part of the Question.” 
-*Mr. TULLY (Leitrim, $.): I wish to 
support the Amendment ot the hon. 


Mr. Parker Smith. 


{COMMONS: 
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'Member. I think if this rule is to be 
adopted it should be applied to Gentle- 
men sitting on the front benches. The 
hon. Member, who is very well qualified 
to speak on the question of Parlia- 
mentary bores, said we should have a 
time-table for subjects. Madagascar, for 
instance, would get five minutes, South 
Africa two hours, and how much would 
he give to Morocco? I think the hon. 
Member will hardly get very many to 
agree with him in that proposal. Under 
this Amendment I think there should be 
some differentiation. Suppose a Member 
did not speak for a whole year, should 
he be treated inthe same way as a Mem- 
ber who speaks every night? I was 
three years in this House before I spoke. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The question is 
whether there should be a time limit 
for the speeches of Ministers and ex- 
Ministers. 


*Mr. TULLY: I do not know how 
Ministers and ex-Ministers will them- 
selves regard the proposal to confine 
their speeches to twenty minutes. | 
was reading the other day about an 
eminent preacher whowas asked how long 
he took to prepare a speech; and he said 
if the speech is to be one quarter of an 
hour in length he would take a week, 
if the speech were to be half an hour 
in length he would take a couple of days, 
but if he were to speak for two hours he 
could begin at once. I think if hon. 
Gentlemen on the front bench have to 
put their remarks in a quarter of an hour 
they would not like to go on this Parlia- 
mentary treadmill where they should 
spend a week preparing their speeches. 
An hon. Member in supporting the 
proposal to limit speeches to twenty 
minutes duration quoted the number 
of speeches which could be made on 
every subject in this House by Irish 
Members. I agree with him. We 
have seventy talking Members, and if 
they were put to it they could speak for 
twenty five hours. [ wonder if the hon. 
Gentleman who brought forward this 
motion would be prepared to agree to an 
idea like that. Ido not think he would. 


I think he would find that seventy 


Members speaking for twenty minutes 
each would be far worse than a few 
Members speaking for some time. 

*Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Gentle- 
man is forgetting what I told him, that 
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the only matter now underdiscussionis the ; the number of Bills which it has passed 
time limit of Ministers and ex-Ministers. | or motions which it has carried through 
*Mr. TULLY : I regret, Sir, that I was that is the true test and measure of its 
trespassing on your ruling, and I will| efficiency. The true test is as to whether 
not pursue the subject. But it is Minis-| !t has guided the public mind into wiser 
ters who take up most of the time of the | channels. 
House, and I do not see, if we are to) *Mr. SPEAKER: The question is as to 
have a multiplicity of speakers, what | whether a time limit should be imposed 
advantage it is. I challenge anyone to! on Ministers and ex-Ministers. 
say if ever an original idea has been [orn HUGH CECIL: It is important 
enunciated here which was not much jn regard to this Amendment to con- 
better said, and in better form, outside. sider whether Ministers or ex-Ministers 
If we are to have a multiplicity of would feel it their special and particular 
speakers that would not be an argument function to instruct the House, and, 
in favour of the Amendment. If hon. through the House, the country. We 
Members are to be limited, let the right have recently had a very interesting 
hon. and hon. Members on the front discussion on army reform, and I have 
benches be the first to suffer. The hon. Jistened to speeches of Ministers and ex- 
Member for Newcastle referred to the Ministers without deriving a very clear 
advantage of having barking dogs, but idea of what they intended to do. In sc 
there is an old proverb that barking’ far as that matter goes I think the hon. 
dogs do not bite. As a general rule it is) Member is justified in saying that the 
the silent men who do the great instruction of the community does not 
things in life. One of the greatest | appear to be contributed to by Ministers 
Parliamentarians you ever had in and ex-Ministers at all in proportion 
this House, Oliver Cromwell, the | to the time they occupy. If you are 
man who, in fact, put an end to your to carry out a system of regulating 
Parliament—you do not find eed of debate you must consider that those 
his speeches in Hansard. Then General | who would suffer most would be those 
Grant, Von Moltke, and other great men | who, for want of long practice and natural 
were silent men. The men who speak | aptitude, cannot compress their ideas 
very little are as a general rule the men /into a small compass. Supposing you 
who do the greatest things in the world. | put a definite limit on Ministers and ex- 
Lorp HUGH CECIL (Greenwich) :! Ministers; they have spoken a great 
For my part I am opposed to this resolu- | deal, and being presumably the best 
tion, though, if I thought it were to be) Members in the House they ought to be 
passed at all, I would gladly see it extended | able to compress their ideas in a way 
to Ministers and ex-Ministers of the | that is not given to the great majority of 
Crown. The purpose of parliamentary | Members, and therefore ought to find it 
debate is not to compress into a few comparatively an easy task to lay before 
words what is believed to be the substance the House and the country that measure 
of an utterance. It is to enlighten of instruction and enlightenment which 
discussion, to enrich ideas, to instruct the | they have at their disposal in a limited 
public mind on many different subjects, | number cf minutes. | cannot sit down 
and certainly not to carry through in the | without saying that a time limit is very 
briefest possible space a discussion which | arbitrary and unwise. 


is supposed to further business-like) *\p SPEAKER: That does not arise 


x “ y | 
purposes. The House of Commons} 94 the Amendment now beforethe House: 


does not principally exist to further é 
discussion, but to guide the public mind * LORD HUGH CECIL 5 I quite accept 
in this direction or that. If the House | that. [Cries of “ Divide.”] I shall vote for 


were a mer-ly business assembly, it| the Amendment as preferable to the 
would be judged by its annual output, | motion, and against the motion even 








by the number of Bills that it passes ; if 
it passes more this year than last year, 
then it would be said that it had done 
better. But if its function is, on the 
contrary, to lead the public mind and 
instruct the nation at large, it is not 





| in its amended form, if it goes to a 
| division, for I am quite certain that no 
| change in Parliamentary procedure can 
| be more disastrous than one which 
limits discussion. 


Question put, and negatived. 
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Main Question, as amended, put:—The House divided; Ayes, 83; Noes, 
117. (Division List No.185.) 


Abraham, William (Rhondda) 
Acland-Hood,Capt.SirAlex. F. 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 

Allen, CharlesP(Glouc. Stroud 
Allsopp, Hon. George 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Balfour, Capt. C. B.(Hornsey) 
Balfour,MajK R(Christchurch:) 
Bill, Charles 

Brookfield, Colonel Montagu 
Bull, William James 
Cautley, Henry Strother 
Colville, John 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) | 
Craig, Robert Hunter 
Cross, Herb. Shepherd (Bolton | 
Denny, Colonel 
Fielden, EdwardBrocklehurst | 
Finch, George H. 

Firbank, Joseph Thomas 
Forster, Henry William 
Fuller, J. M. F. 

Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Gordon, Hn.J. E.(Elgin& Nairn 
Grant, Corrie | 
Greville, Hon. Ronald 


Abraham, Wm. (Cork, N.E.) 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
usen, Augustus H. Eden 
Arrol, Sir William 
Ashmead-Bartlett, Sir Ellis 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. A.J.(Maneli'r) 
Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 
Bell, Richard 
Bentinck, Lord Henry ©. 
Blake, Edward 
Boland, John 
Brassey, Albert 
Caldwell, James 
Campbell, John (Armagh, 5.) 
Carew, James Laurence 
Carvill, PatrickGeo. Hamilton | 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cavendish, V.C. W.(Derbysh. ) 
Cecil, Eveiyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb, Sir John Charles R. | 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Corbett, A.Cameron (Glasgow) | 
Cranborne, Viscount 
Crean, Eugene 
Cullinan, - 
Daly, James 
Delany, William 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dillon, John 
Donelan, ( aptain A, 
Doogan, P. C. 
Duke, Henry Edward | 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin | 
Esmonde, Sir Thomas 
Farrell, James Patrick 
Ffrench, Peter 
Fisher, William Hayes 


| Flynn, James Christopher 
| Gilhooly, James 


| Jones, DavidB 


| Lough, Thomas 
| Lundon, W. 


| O’Brien, Patrick ( 


AYES. 
Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Hall, Edward Marshall | 
peng 9 ee, (L’nd’nd’ry | 
Hardie, J. Keir( MerthyrTydvil 


| Harris, Frederick Leverton 

| Hobhouse,C. E. H.(Bristol,E.) 

| Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
| Jones, William(Carnarvonsh’e | 


Keswick, William 

Langley, Batty 

Law, Andrew Bonar 
Lawrence,Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Leng, Sir John | 
Leveson-Gower,Frederick N.S. | 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 


| Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 


Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale) | 


| Lucas, Col. Francis(Lowestoft) | 


Lucas, ReginaldJ.(Portsmouth | 
M‘Crae, George 
M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire | 
Moore, William (Antrim, N.) | 
Morley, Charles (Breconshire) | 


| Murray,Col. Wyndham (Bath 


Nicol, Donald Ninian 


| Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
| Nussey, Thomas Willans 


NOES. 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 


Gordon, J. (Londonderry, 8.) 
Green, WalfordD(Wednesb’ry) | 
Greene,SirE W(B’rySEdm’nds 
Greene, Henry D.(Shrewsbury) 
Gretton, John 

Grey, Sir Edward (Berwick) 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Hayne, Kt. Hon. Chas. Seale- | 
Healy, Timothy Michael 
Henderson, Alexander 
Hope, J.F.(Shettield, Brightside | 
Johnston, William (Belfast) | 
nm’r(Swansea | 


Joyce, Michae 
Leamy, Edmund 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie | 


| Levy, Maurice 


Lewis, John Herbert 


Macdona, John Cumming 
MaeDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
Maxwell, W.H..J(Dumfriessh. | 
Mooney, John J. 


| Morgan, Hn.¥F.(Monmouthsh. 


Murphy, J. 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) | 
O’Brien, Kendal(Ti perary Md 
ilkenn 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tidperary, N.) 


| O’Connor, Jas. (Wicklow, W. | 
| O'Donnell, John (Mayo, 8S.) 

| O'Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 

| O'Dowd, John 


Adjourned at twelve minutes 


O'Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Partington, Oswald 

Pirie, Duncan VY. 

Plummer, Walter R. 

Rea, Russell 

Reid, James (Greenock) 
Renwick, George 

toberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney 
Rolleston, Sir John F. L, 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Sadler, Col.Samuel Alexander 
Samuel, Harry S.(Limehouse) 


| Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
| Smith,JamesParker(Lanarks, 


Soares, Ernest J. 
Spear, John Ward 

omas, A. (Glamorgan, E.) 
Thomas,J A(Glamorgan,Gow’r 
Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Vincent,Col. SirC EH (Sheftield 
Vineent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 
White, Luke (York, E.R.) 
Willoughby, de Eresby, Lord 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir Joseph Dimsdale and 
Major Rasch. 


| O’Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 


O™Malley, William 
O'Mara, James 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 
O’Shee, James John 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Pemberton, John S. G. 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
Purvis, Robert 


| Redmond, John E. (Waterford 


tedmond, William (Clare) 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs) 
Robinson, Brooke 

toche, John 

Ropner, Colonel Robert 
Round, James 
Saunderson,Rt. HnCol. Edw... 
Seely, Chas. Hilton (Lincoln) 
Seton-Karr, Henry 

Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Stanley, Hn. Arthur(Ormskirk 
Sullivan, Donal 

Thomas, Alfred(Glamorgan,E. 
Thomas, F.Freeman-( Hastings 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Tully, Jasper 
Valentia, Viscount 
Walrond,Rt. Hn. SirWilliamH 
Warde, Colone! C. E. 
White, Patrick (Meath, North 


| Williams, Osmond (Merioneth 


Wylie, Alexander 

Young,Commander (Berks,E.) 

TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Mr. Emmott and Mr. Ban- 
bury. 


after Twelve ctf the clock. 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS. Mr. BIGWOOD: After that explana- 
Wednesday, 15th May, 1901. tion I beg leave to withdraw the motion 


Motion, by leave, withdrawn. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. ARDROSSAN HARBOUR ORDER CON- 
eS FIRMATION BILL. 
DERBYSHIRE AND NOTTINGHAM- Order read for consideration of Bill 
SHIRE ELECTRIC POWER BILL. under Section 9, Sub-section (4) of the 
As amended, considered ; to be read | Private Legislation Procedure (Scotland) 
the third time. Act, 1899. 


Mr. CALDWELL (Lanarkshire, Mid), 

[Lords] in moving that this Bill be now con- 

WINSFORD URBAN DISTRICT (GAS | sidered, said : As this is the first batch 
TRANSFER, ETC.) BILL. of Confirmation Bills under Section 9 of 
a Se an ee the Private Legislation Procedure (Scot- 
, ; * |land) Act, 1899, I may explain that, 


LONDON UNITED TRAMWAYS BILL, | 2° person having availed himself of the 
(By Orpen. | | power given under Section 8 of presenting 


~ Motion made, and Question proposed, | 2 petition against any order comprised 
F “That it be an Instruction to the Com-|in the Bill within seven days after the 
mittee to whom the London United | introduction of the Bill, and the Bill 
Tramways Bill is referred that the | being thus unopposed, I will move that 
County Council of Middlesex be allowed |it be now read a third time. This 
to appear by counsel, witnesses, and | batch of Bills is different from the Con- 
agents in opposition to and to be heard | firmation Bills which we had the other 
against the Bill.”—(Mr. Bigwood.) |day under Subsection 2 of Section 7 
*Tur CHAIRMAN or COMMITTEES | of the same Act, where, in the latter 
: (Mr. J. W. Lowrner, Cumberland, | Seotl = tage ee Fr 
Penrith) : I hope the hon. Member will | 5. od ; bes nin rae: e t - ~ 
not go on with this motion, which is of an | ees beech pope a fe a 
objectionable character. The effect of it | Te ede Casiiiatities pine: gas it 
really is to disestablish the Court of | is scitinadee dacisable thet the: Tided 
—. ae been oe sewer Reading should be on a separate day 
ished’ by this House for the purpose of | +41 that of consideration. 
considering whether the matter contained | : anaes ee 
in petitions of different petitioners is | Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.) said this 
relevant to the Bills against which the | Taised a very important point in regard 
petitions are lodged. In this case the | to these Scotch Bills. He asked whether 
Middlesex County Council have lodged | 4ny question as to the stages of private 
a petition against the London Tramways | Bills would arise afterwards if similar 
Bill. I hold it in my hand. There are | proceedings were established in Ireland. 
no doubt certain ‘things which are lt was very desirable that this matter 
t perfectly relevant to the Bill, but there ; Should be considered fairly and in a 
: may be other matters contained in this | manner which would relieve the people 
. petition which are not relevant, and upon | of Scotland from too many stages In this 
\ which the Middlesex County Council | House. It was most desirable that those 
have no right to appear before the Com-| whe had succeeded before the local tri- 
mittee. The proper tribunal to decide | bunal should be spared, as far as possible, 
that question is not this House, but the needless and harassing stages in this 
Court of Referees. If the hon. Member’s | House. 

motion is carried to day it will give an| *THe LORD ADVOCATE (Mr. A. 
absolute right to the Middlesex County | Grauam Murray, Buteshire): I would 
Council to appear and be heard, although | remind the hon. Member that the Bills 
there may be irrelevant matter in thi | have been very carefully considered by 
petition. I hope my hon. friend will | the Scotch Office, and they have declared 
leave it to the proper tribunal to decide | in favour of them. Of course, what we 
whether or not the Middlesex County | are doing is absolutely statutory. That 
Council are entitled to appear. was all settled by the House itself in the 
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remind the hon. 
stages were arranged in deference to the 
wishes of the House at the time, in order 
that the House might still have command 
over a Bill. An interval of seven days 
has to elapse in these particular Bills, 
during which time an opponent at the 
local inquiry may have a motion brought 
forward in the House in order to get a 
remit to the Joint Committee of the two 
Houses. That has not been done, as a 
matter of fact, on this Bill, and therefore 
the Bill passes. [I can assure the hon. 
Member that, if he is at all curious onthe 
subject, I shall be happy to confer with 
him and let him understand exactly 
what is being done. What has been done 
now is in no sense outwith the power of 
the Scotch Office. We are simply and 
absolutely following the terms of the 
Act of Parliament. 
Bill read the third time. and passed. 


AYR HARBOUR ORDER CONFIRMA- 
TION BILL. 


Considered, under Section 9, Sub- 
section (4), of the Private Legislation 
Procedure (Scotland) Act, 1899; Bill 
read the third time, and passed. 


FALKIRK AND DISTRICT TRAMWAYS 
ORDER CONFIRMATION BILL. 


Considered, under Section 9, Sub-_ 
section (4), of the Private Legislation 
Procedure (Scotland) Act, 1899; Bill 
read the third time. and passed. 


HIGHLAND RAILWAY ORDER CON- 
FIRMATION BILL. 
Considered, under Section 9, Sub- 


section (4). of the Private Legislation 
Procedure (Scotland) Act, 1899; Bill 
read the third time, and passed. 


COMMONS REGULATION "AND INCLO- | 
SURE (SKIPWITH) PROVISIONAL 
ORDER BILL. f 
Read a second time. and committed. 


INCLOSURE (SUTTON) PROVISIONAL 
ORDER BILL. 
Second Reading deferred until Friday. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 12). 
Bill to confirm certain Provisional 


Orders of the Local Government Board |SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO: 


relating to Liverpool (two) and West Ham, 
ordered to be brought in by Mr. Grant 
Lawson and Mr. Long. 


{COMMONS} 


Private Bill Procedure Act. J would also ; LOCAL 
Member that these. 





Petitions. 


GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAI 
ORDERS (No. 12) BILL. 

“ To confirm certain Provisional Orders 
of the Local Government Board relating 
to Liverpool (two) and West Ham,” 
presented accordingly, and read the first 
time ; to be referred to the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, and to be 
printed. [Bill 191.} 

PRIVATE BILLS (GROUP kK). 

Mr. Herywoop JOHNSTONE reported 
from the Committee on Group K of 
Private Bills, That the parties promoting 
the Bradford Corporation Bill had stated 
that the evidence of Dr. Adam MeVie. 
Medical Officer of Health to Baildon 
Urban District Council, was essential to 
their case ; and, it having been proved 
that his attendance could not be procured 


‘ without the intervention of the House. 


he had been instructed to move that the 
said Dr. Adam McecVie do attend the said 
Committee on Friday next, at Twelve 
of the clock. 

Ordered, That Dr. Adem McVie do 
attend the Committee on Group K of 


Private Bills on Friday next, at Twelve: 


of the clock 


PETITIONS. 


ROMAN CATHOLIC UNIVERSITY IN 
IRELAND. 

Petitions against establishment, from 
Arbroath ; and Brechin; to lie upon 
the Table. 

SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS ON 
SUNDAY BILL. 

Petitions in favour, from Deal ; South 
Hackney; Bassingbourn; Staines: 
Rhosllanerchrngog ; Bedford; North 
Hagbourne; Bretherton: Tiverton: 
Coppull ; Tunstall; Lydney: White- 
croft: Ellwood; and James H. Mar- 
quand and another; to lie upon the 
Table. 

SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO 
CHILDREN BILL. 

Petitions in favour, from Portsmouth ; 
Bath (two); Maidenhead ; Bosworth: 
Stockport (four): Birmingham ; Bamp- 
ton; Watchet (six): and Sheffield ; to 


‘lie upon the Table. 


CHILDREN (SCOTLAND) BILL. 
Petitions in favour. from Dunfermline : 
Penninghame; Dirleton; North Ber- 
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wick ; Eskdalemuir; and Sutherland ;; Motion made, and Question proposed, 
to lie upon the Table. '“* That Committees do not sit to-morrow, 


SOVEREIGN’S OATH ON ACCESSION | ae ie har gh 7 ane of the 
Petition from Eston against; to lie| “SI JOHN LENG (Dundee) said he 
upon the Table. had a sincere regard for the usages of all 
ils Bt Churches and all religious bodies, and it 
ee ‘ ee was from no disrespect tothemin regardto 
RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. Ascension Day that he submitted ior the 
AND IMMIGRATION, Consideration of the House whether the 
time had not arrived when this usage 
should be reconsidered. It was not an 
immemorial usage, although it originated 
'atadistant date. It was for a considerable 
PAPER LAID UPON THE TABLE BY _ periodsuspended and afterwards resumed. 
THE CLERK OF THE HOUSE. At that time the services of the Church 
Inquiry into Charities (County of Lan- of England on Ascension Day were held 
caster).—Further Return relative thereto much later than now, and he doubted 
fordered 8th August, 1898; Mr. Grant whether any services would be going 
Lawson]. on in London to-morrow between twelve 
: : f ? ‘ and two o'clock. Why, then, should 
PIER AND HARBOUR PROVISIONAL | this practice be continued? The Com- 
ORDERS (No. 1) BILL. ‘ f 
; ya ' mittee rooms upstairs were crowded 
Copy ordered “ of Memorandum stating | with witnesses and experts brought from 
the nature of the proposals contained in all parts of the country at very great 
the Provisional Orders included in the expense, and every hour, indeed minute, 
Pier and Harbour Provisional Orders | was valuable. Moreover, many of them 
(No. 1) Bill. Gerald Balfour.) | were Nonconformists, and while they had 
WAGES AND PROFITS IN COAL no objection to the services of the Church 
MINING. of England they did not see why, on 
Copy ordered “ of Tables showing for coming to the metropolis at the ex- 
the United Kingdom, and the principal | pense of corporations and councils, their 
Coal Mining Districts, the quantity business should be retarded in the way 
and value of Coal produced, and the it was. He thought the Government 
number and average Wages of Coal Ought seriously to consider whether it 
Miners in each year 1886-1900, together | WaS necessary to divide on this question 
with the estimated amounts expended year after year. 
on Miners’ Wages, and remaining for Lorp HUGH CECIL (Greenwich) 
other expenses and Coalowners’ Profits appealed to the House not to depart 
in the United Kingdom in each year; from what had been a custom for many 
with explanatory Memorandum.”—(Mr. /years. Ascension Day was a festival of 


EM{GRATION 


Return presented, relative thereto) 
fordered 14th May ; Mr. Gerald Balfour); 
to lie upon the Table. 





Gerald Balfour.) ‘the highest importance in the Church of 
Pinner ; _ England, and it ought to be recognised 
ASCENSION DAY. | by the House. It was true that their 


Tue FIRST LORD or tue TREA- | recognition of it was a very slight one, 
SURY (Mr. A. J. BaLFour, Manchester, | but that was no reason why it should 
E.): Before moving ‘ that Committees | be given up. He contended that the 
do not sit to-morrow, being Ascension | recognition of ceremonies was not an 
Day, until two of the clock,” I think it | unimportant thing. The hon. Member 
may be convenient to inform the House | for Dundee was mistaken in thinking 
that as the division on the Army resolu- | that there would be no services going 
tion is by general consent to take place | on in London to-morrow between 12 
to-morrow, I propose to suspend the/and 2 o'clock. There were services in 
twelve o'clock rule. In doing so, how- | St. Paul’s Cathedral, which would not be 
ever, [ may say that I do not anticipate | over till a quarter past twelve. But. 
that the sitting will be protracted | apart from the utilitarian view of the 
much beyond that hour. I move, ac-| matter,it was their duty to respect ancient 
cording to precedent, the motion which | ceremonies. They might easily trans- 
stands in my name. ‘act their business within four bare walls 


G 2 
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and on plain wooden benches, but he 
was sure they would be unwise to do 
He hoped the House would adhere 
to its uniform practice of recognising 
this great and important festival of 
the Church, and, by emphasising out- 


so. 


Abraham, Wm. (Cork, N.E.) 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Aird, Sir John 

Allsopp, Hon. George 

Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Anstruther, H. T. 

Arrol, Sir William 
Ashmead-Bartlett, Sir Ellis 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Balcarres, Lord 

Balfour,Rt. Hon. A.J(Manch’r) 
Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bigwood, James 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Boland, John 

Brooktield, Colonel Montagu 
Brymer, William Ernest 
Burke, E. Haviland- 

Carew, James Laurence 
Cavendish, V.C. W( Derbyshire 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Chapman, Edward 

Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Clancy, John Joseph 

Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Cranborne, Viscount 

Crean, Eugene 

Cross, Herb.Shepherd( Bolton) 
Cullinan, J. 

Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Doogan, P. C. 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Esmonde, Sir Thomas 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Farrell, James Patrick 


Acland-Hood,Capt.SirAlex F. 
Allan, William (Gateshead) 
Bagot,Capt. Josceline FitzRoy 
Barlow, John Emmott 
Bathurst, Hon. AllenBenjamin 
Blake, Edward 

Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert 

Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A.E. 
Colville, John 

Corbett, A. Cameron(Glasgow) 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Crombie, John William 
Crossley, Sir Savile 

Daly, James 

Delany, William 

Denny, Colonel 

Dewar,John A. (Inverness-sh. ) 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Fenwick, Charles 


LEGAL PROCEDURE (IRELAND) BILL. 
[SECOND READING.] | 
Order for Second Reading read. 


{COMMONS} 


58. 
AYES. 

Finch, George H. 

Fisher, William Hayes 

Fletcher, Sir Henry 

Flower, Ernest 

Galloway, William Johnson 

Gilhooly, James 

Godson, Sir Augustus Fredk. 


Gordon,Hn.J. E.(Elgin& Nairn | 


Green, Walford D.(Wednesb’ 
Greene,SirE W(B’ rySEd’mnds 
Grreene,Henry D.(Sbrewsbury) 
Hamilton, Rt HnLordG.(Mid’x 
Hardy, L. (Kent, Ashford) 
Hayden, John Patrick 

Healy, Timothy Michael 
Helder, Augustus 

Hope,J. F(Sheffield ,Brightside 


Jackson, Rt. Hn. Wm. Lawies 


| Kennaway,Rt. Hn.SirJohn H. 


Kenyon, Hn. Geo. T.(Denbigh 


| Lawson, John Grant 


Lockwood, Lt.Col. A. R. 
Long,Col.Chas. W. (Evesham) 


| Lowther,RtHnJW(Cum.,Penr 


Lucas, ReginaldJ .(Portsmouth 


| Lundon, W 


Macdona, John Cumming 
MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
M‘Calmont,Col.J.(Antrim, E.) 
Mellor, Rt. Hn. John Wm. 
Morris, Hn. Martin Henry F. 
Morton, ArthurH. A. (Deptford 
Mount, William Arthur 
Murray, RtHnAGraham(Bute 
Myers, William Henry 
Newdigate, FrancisAlexander 
O’Brien, K. (Tipperary, Mid 
O'Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 


NOES. 
Ffrench, Peter 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Fison, Frederick William 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Goddard, Daniel For« 
Gordon, J. (Londonderry, 5.) 
Hemphill,Rt. Hon. Charles H. 
Hope,JohnDeans (Fife, West) 


| Horniman, Frederick John 


Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Henry 
Jacoby, James Alfred 

Joyce, Michael 

Lambert, George 

Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 


| M‘Laren, Charles Benjamin 
| Molesworth, Sir Lewis 


| 


Moore; William (Antrim, N.) 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Norton, Capt. Cecil William 


| O’Malley, William 
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ward observances, maintain the tradition 
that we were a religious people. 


Question put 


The House divided :—Ayes, 109 ; Noes, 
(Division List No, 186) 


O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O'Donnell, John ines. 8.) 
O’Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
ODowd, John 
O’ Kelly, James(RoscommonN, 
O’Neill, Hn. Robert Torrens 
O’Shee, James John 
Pilkington, Lt.-Col. Richard 
Plummer, Walter, R 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
Purvis, Robert 

tedmond, William (Clare) 
Reid, James (Greenock) 
Richards, Henry Charles 
Round, James 

Samuel, Harry S.(Limehouse) 
Seely, Chas. Hilton (Lincoln) 
Sharpe, William Edward T, 
Smith, H. C. (North., Tyneside 
Spear, John Ward 

Spencer, Ernest W..( Bromwich) 
Stewart, Sir M. J. M‘Taggart 
Stroyan, John 

Sullivan, Donal 

Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tully, Jasper 
Wason,JohnCatheart(Orkney 
Welby, Lt.-Col. A.C. E(Tauntn 
Wilson, John /Glasgow) 
Wodehouse,Rt. Hn. E. R. (Bath 
Wyndham, Rt. Hn. George 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Mr. William |Johnston and 
Lord Hugh Cecil. 


Randles, John S. 

Reckitt, Harold James 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 
tentoul, James Alexander 
Roe, Sir Thomas 

Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Shaw-Stewart, M. H.(Renfrew 

Strachey, Edward 

Thomas, J. A. (Glam. ,Gower) 

Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomkinson, James 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Wallace, Robert 

Walrond, Rt,HnSirWilliamH. 
Wason, Eugene(Clackmannan 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Sir John Leng and Mr. 
Herbert Roberts. 


*Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.): In 
moving the Second Reading of this Bill 
| I am reminded that it was pleaded as 
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a great merit in regard to the Coercion | valuation in Leinster is £31; in Munster 
Act that it made no change whatever in | £25 ; in prosperous Ulster £15 ; and in 
the law, and that it dealt purely with| Connaught £11; and the total mean 
procedure. I have heard that from! valuation of holdings in Ireland is £20. 
the right hon. Gentleman the First | The question of the juries in Ireland and 
Lord of the Treasury, who was then the effort to create a fair panel was first 
Chief Secretary for Ireland, and I) dealt with from the point of view of the 
suppose he repeated that as a saving | Catholic community by Lord O'Hagan 
argument a million times in the course in 1871. A Liberal Government was in 
of the debates on this question some | office, but the new law was only allowed 
fourteen years ago. Now this Bill of | to remain in force for three or four years. 
mine deals solely with procedure, |The Tories came in in 1874, and they 
and makes no change whatever in the| were hardly warm in their nests in 
law as laid down by the First Lord of | Dublin Castle when they got up the 
the Treasury. But if I were to describe | usual outery in Ireland that the jury 
it otherwise I should say it is another | franchise was too low to suit them, just 
step in the nature of a Catholic Emanci-| as in South Africa it was too high. It 
pation Act. The administration of the used to be said by the Dublin correspon- 
law in Ireland is altogether in the hands dent of The Times that the fellows who 
of a particular sect. We are often told got on juries could not speak English, 
of the freedom of Catholics under the that they could not read or write, or that 
rule of His Majesty, and even I have seen they had broken the law. and this went 
in very high Catholic quarters declara- on for two years, while the Castle gang 
tions made that it is only in the British were working and striving to undo 
dominions that the Catholic Church what Lord O'Hagan had done; and 
has anything like freedom. So far as there was the usual Royal Com- 
Ireland is concerned, the Catholics of the mission to inquire into the matter. 
country are in administrative matters The English must always have a recom- 
nearly as much outside the pale of the’ mendation for whatever they do. They 
law to-day as they were when the Penal have never any natural inspiration at 
Laws were in force, although this is done all. They always need the inspiration 
by a trick. They are not legislatively of a Royal Commission. Sir Michael 
excluded from juries, but they are ex- Hicks Beach, the present Chancellor of 
cluded by selection, and by the method the Exchequer, was then Chief Secretary, 
of the valuation which is in force. The! and he brought in the Juries Procedure 
result is that it is not merely in criminal (Ireland) Bill in 1876. Everything is 
cases, not merely in matters between the | procedure in Ireland. No law is ever 
Crown and the subject, but in every civil changed. The Catholics have been 
case, wherever a Catholic comes asking emancipated since 1829, and the way 
tor justice, if a special jury be demanded, in which he amended the procedure was 
he has to appeal to a Protestant tribunal, that over all the counties the valuation 
so that by means of a high valuation, | for common jurors was made, as a rule, 
even if it is an ordinary horse case, or a | to average about £40, with a town rating 
question of the warranty of a cow, the| of £10, but in Dublin City and Cork and 
Catholic is not merely excluded from the | places of that kind, where most of the 
bench but from the jury box. We hear | trials took place, he made for common 
very often of the evils of boycotting in| jurors a net annual valuation of £20. 
Ireland, and what a criminal thing boy- | In the case of the special juror he made 
cotting is. Yet the mass of Catholics | it for the County Antrim, including 
in Ireland are boycotted by the British | Belfast, and for the County Dublin 
Government, not merely in criminal | £150 of net annual value in respect of a 
cases in which the Crown is interested,| man’s tenements, hereditaments, etc., 
but in the whole civil administration of | and £50 as regards town rating. In 
justice. Cork it was £150 as regards lands, tene- 

Now, my Bill proposes to deal firstly | ments, ete., and £100 as regards town 
with the jury franchise, and I shall} rating. I moved for a Return in 1887 
place before the House the figures with | in order to give the House an idea of 
respect to valuations taken from the} what that process of selection meant, as 
Government’s own Returns. The mean! the Coercion Act was then being debated, 
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under which the Crown got the right to 
change venues and have special juries 
for criminal trials. It shows how few 
Irishmen enjoy even the common jury 
franchise as compared with those possess- 
ing the parliamentary franchise. It 
is signed by Sir Redvers Buller, who 
apparently was Under Secretary for Ire- 
land at that time. The Government 
must have known the point when the 
Return was ordered by the House of 
Commons on 13th May, 1887. Sir 
Redvers Buller, who sent it over, dates 
the Return 6th May, so that one week 
before the House of Commons considered 
this matter at all the Government had 
the figures prepared in Dublin Castle. 
Now I shall state to the House the 
figures with respect to the number of 
common jurors and special jurors in a 
few typical counties, and also the number 
of voters in each of these counties, but 
there is really no practical difference 
between one county and another. In 
Antrim there are 64,000 voters, 900 
special jurors, and 6,800 common jurors. 
] will give the figures roundly. In 
Clare there are 21,500 voters, 233 
special jurors, and 1,123 common jurors. 
In Dublin County there are 235,600 
voters, 960 special jurors, and 5,270 
common jurors. In Dublin City there 
are 46,500 voters, 1,300 special jurors, 
and 3,300 common jurors. In county 
Cork there are 57,600 voters and 600 
special jurors, so that of the people who 
are entitled to vote, in sending a Member 
to this House, 57,000 are excluded from 


the jury list, and the 600 who are! 


on it include, I believe, every man 
who is a member of a Freemason 
lodge, so that the whole adminis- 


tration of the law lies in the hands 
of a secret society. We who are warned 
continually of the evils of secret societies 
know, as a matter of fact, that whenever 
a special jury is empanelled in any part 
of the country, in either a civil or a 
criminal case, the members of a secret 
society may if they like determine the 
result overnight as to what they are to do 
in the morning. In Cork City what 
chance has a Catholic of getting justice 


where religion or politics are involved 2 | 


There are 16,000 voters, 382 special 
jurors, and 821 common jurors. This 


is your own Return signed by Sir Redvers | 
The Attorney General seems | 


Buller. 
horrified at it. In the terrible county | 
Mr. T. M. Healy. 


{COMMONS} 


(Ireland) Bill. 180 


Kerry, where it is said the law cannot 
be administered, the voters number 
22,500, the special jurors 236, and the 
common jurors 1,178, yet it is pretended 
this small residuum cannot be trusted to 
do justice. Now I take my own county, 
Louth. The voters there number 
12,000, the special jurors 300, and the 
common jurors 673. I am not merely 
now on the point of the relation between 
the Crown and the subject, but I say 
that in any litigation between Protestant 
and Catholic the administration of justice 
rests practically in the power of a little 
secret society in any county or city in 
Ireland. Yet few as Catholic jurors are on 
the panel, in Crown cases by the method 
of “ stand by,” you still apply a further 
shrinkage to those who have the right 
of admission to the jury box. 

Now the reform | propose to make in 
this qualification of special and common 
jurors is a very moderate one, and I do not 
disturb the qualification laid down in the 
Act itself. 1 take the minimum stated 
in the Act. The qualification for a 
common juror in many cases is £10. 
I make that general. Is that too much 
toask? That is all I do for the common 
juror. Again, I want to know, is it 
fair that the Protestants of Ireland 
should be put in this invidious position ? 
Do you think you will have that union 
of all persons in the State which you 
desire to have if you put Protestants 
into a segregated area, and do not allow 
them to mix with Catholics? We are 
told that Protestant and Catholic children 
ought to be allowed to mix in schools, 
that they ought to be educated together 
in common schools and in universities, 
so that they may understand each other, 
and that their prejudices may be worn 
off. But when it is the jury box, where 
you have the judge as the schoolmaster, 
the education is only for Protestants, and 
the rule is that Catholics are to be ordered 
to stand aside. Now I take the special 
juror. My proposition as regards that 
is not very wide either, but before | 
approach it let me remind the House of a 
very important change which was made 
as regards some districts in the matter of 
the jury franchise by the Local Govern- 
ment Act. Belfast and Derry were made 
counties of cities. You conferred on 
two Ulster towns this proud privilege 
of being county boroughs, and you 
inflicted on -three Leinster and Con- 
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naught towns the stigma of being un- 
worthy to hold the rank they formerly 
had as counties of cities. You abolished 
that dignity in the case of Galway, Kil- 


kenny, and Drogheda, the last named 


heing a place where Parliament sat and 
money was minted at one time. 

Now the effect of the Local Govern- 
ment Act was that, whereas the old 
franchise in Belfast was the County 
Antrim franchise for jurors, you declared 
that in future in Belfast and Derry it 
should be a £50 franchise for special 
jurors, but a contrary operation entirely. 
as regards special jurors, occurred by 
merging Galway, Kilkenny, and Drogheda 
in the counties. What, therefore, my 
Bill proposes as to special jurors is this : 
the Leitrim franchise is £50 franchise for 
special jurors in country areas and £40 in 
towns, and I make that the general Irish 
ranchise for special jurors; in other 
words, | take both the franchises you 
havein your Act for common and special 
jurors in some particular locality, and 
make it general. It is not contended 
that the people in Leitrim with a £40 
franchise are more intelligent than the 
people of Dublin or Cork. I cannot 
see any objection to making that general. 
In the counties of cities I make the 
special juror qualification £30, which 
is the figure in Waterford, and I apply 
that to Dublin, Cork, Belfast, Derry. 
and Limerick. I cannot see why a man 
who is good enough to be a special juror 
under a £30 franchise in Waterford is not 
good enough in Dublin and _ other 
places, and this would really relieve the 
special juror class from enormous labour. 
It is no fun serving on ajury. Yousee 
unfortunate men dragged in to serve. 
not in a criminal case, but in some 
wretched case between litigants, and are 
kept there sitting for three days, and if 
it is a common jury they are dismissed 
with a reward of sixteenpence. No 
doubt the juror is told he is exercising 
the proud privilege of citizenship and 
all that kind of rubbish by people who are 
very well paid. That is all very well. but 
if this is a proud privilege it ought to 


go round. There ought to be more of | : 
|That was done in the ease of the hon. 


it, and in that way there would be less 
duty and obligation cast upon those 
who are at present called upon to act 
as special or common jurors. 


{15 May 1901} 


My scale | 
probably only would give an infusion | 
ot 15 per cent. of Catholics on the jury | 
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panel, and you would still have 85 per 
cent. of the Lutherans and other persons 
of the ‘* made in Germany ” religion. 

So much for the principal clause in 
the Bill. The second clause deals with 
the abolition of grand juries. The grand 
juror must be a director or manager 
of a railway, bank, insurance office, 
steamship company, or any other com- 
pany incorporated by charter, or he 
must be a member of a board of harbour 
commissioners. When you come to the 
Grand Jury Act itself it would appear 
that he must be a £50 treeholder. I 
think, in mercy to these grand jurors, 
this antiquated system of presenting 
“true bills” in criminal cases ought 
to be done away with. It imposes 
on these people an enormous burden. 
The common man sees very little of the 
hardship the law inflicts on peaceable 
citizens, who are disturbed in their ordi- 
nary work and brought in for no useful 
function and no necessary purpose. 
They are brought in and kept hanging 
around a nasty, suffocating court-house 
only to write their names on the back 
of a bill when a true bill is found. In 
former days these grand jurors had 
fiscal business to discharge. They had 
the administration of the whole county 
rates in their hands, but now in several 
places judges had to remonstrate with, 
and to threaten, the grand jurors in 
order to bring them together. Having 
no longer any function to discharge as 
regards fiscal business they became slack 
and slow in their attendance, and it is 
as a measure of mercy and reform that 
I make this proposal. In cities it must 
be very annoying that people belonging 
to banks, insurance offices, and shipping 
companies should have to leave their 
avoecations to find true bills against 


tramps and burglars before a 
petty jury can be sworn. = It 
is a curious fact that while the 


law nominally is that a common juror 
is not to be selected by the sheriff, but is 
to be drawn by a system of rotation and 
by the chance of the ballot, the sheriff's 
right to pack the grand jury has been 
absolutely decided as a matter of law. 


Members for Mayo and Cork—Matt 
Harris, Crilly, and others in 1886. When 
we demurred to the formation of the 
grand jury on the ground that it was not 
struck in accordance with law, it was 
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decided by Justice Murphy that it was 
the right of the sheriff to pick and choose 
from the shipping and insurance people, 
and the result is that the right of the 
sheriff to pack grand juries at his dis- 
cretion remains the law. 

Before I come to the question of 
‘ stand-bys,’’ 1 wish to say a word about 
the method of selecting juries struck 
under the old system. Take a jury 
struck under the old system trying, say, 
the case of Mr. M*Hugh. I do not 
propose to deal in any way with the 
merits of the case. | only propose to 
deal with the question of procedure. 
The Attorney General removed the 
trial from Sligo, the natural venue of 
the case, to Dublin. Then, I think, a 
motion was made to strike the jury 
under the old system. Nobody has 
a right to sit upon a special jury in 
Dublin unless he has a holding of £50 ; 
so that if you take the City of Dublin, 
out of a population of 300,000—out of 
46,500 voters. the only people who have 
a right theoretically to be on the jury 
panel amount to 1,301. Then by some 
system, which is said to be a very fair 
one, of the ballot, you get forty-eight 
names, and of those twelve are struck 
out by the Crown and twelve by the 
prisoner, and then it was decided that 
a prisoner has a right to strike out a 
further six, in order to obtain twelve 
jurors. That looks very fair, but in the 
government of Ireland hypocrisy and 
fraud are often glozed over and hidden 
by a little constitutional white paint. If 
vou start with this fact—take the Tory 
party in this House, as it is now con- 
stituted, and suppose you strike a panel 
ot Tory Members to try. we will say, 
un Irish Member, you first reduce the 
300 Members to forty-eight, and then 
you give each side the right to strike off 
another twelve, and you give the Irish 
Member a further right to strike off 
another six; but behind all that you 
have a Tory jury still. Was this the 


basis adopted at the trial of Mr. 
M‘Hugh ? 

*THe ATTORNEY GENERAL For 
IRELAND (Mr. Atkinson, London- 


derry, N.): When ? 

*Mr. T. M. HEALY: The last trial, | 
am speaking of. 

*Mr. ATKINSON: He was not tried 
by a jury arrived at by that process. 


Mr. T. M. Healy. 


{COMMONS} 
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' *Mr. T. M. HEALY: I was not counsel 
in the case, and if the right hon. Gentle. 
man states that. | accept his statement. 
But if so, Mr. M*’Hugh had not all these 
challenges ; he had only six. I thought 
that his having them might have been 
suggested as a point in favour of the 
|Crown, but my remarks equally apply 
to any special jury struck under the old 
system, when the Government made 
loud complaint because they had only 
twelve challenges and the prisoner 
eighteen. 

I come now to the general question of 
stand-bys. I do not intend to deal 
with specific “ Stand-bys ” in 
‘certain Irish criminal trials, sometimes 
even in capital cases, have gone up to 
eighty. and in others have averaged 
twenty. The value of the number of 
the challenges depends on the number 
of the panel, and under the Coercion 
Act it was provided that the panel must 
be 300. The maximum number of 
challenges by prisoners is twenty in 


cases. 


Ireland, but in England it was thirty-five 


in capital felonies, and | suppose it is the 
same now. In 1828, in the time oi 
George IV.. the right of challenge in 


Ireland was reduced from thirty-five to: 


| twenty, and in the same Act a provision 
was made which so far as I can see is 
non-existent in the analogous English 
statute, which took away the power otf 
|unlimited challenge from the Crown. 
In the reign of Edward I., when the 
_Crown had an unlimited right to chal- 
lenge, an Act was first passed which 
took away that right, because it appears 
the King abused it by allowing prisoners 
to remain in gaol, challenging juror 
after juror until a trial of the man became 
impossible. So that right was taken 
away; but there grew up in England 
a practice by the Crown to “ peruse 
the panel,” so that, although the King 
by statute could challenge, he acquired 
by usurpation a power to “ peruse the 
panel,”’ and to say that such a man could 
not be sworn at the moment. But 
what I submit is that there is no right 
on behalf of the Crown, either in England 
or Ireland, to challenge. All that the 
Crown has a right to do is to ask the 
judge to make an order for a juror to 
stand by. That law, which is the law 
both in England and Ireland, is never 
enforced. The judge never makes ap 
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order for a juror to stand by—as a rule 
the Crown solicitors are ashamed to 
ask for an order, and they get some 
wretched underpaid clerk to shout from 
under his beard when the unhappy juror 
answers to his name, “Stand by.” 
They never apply to the judge. The 
Act of Edward I., which abolishes Crown 
challenges, is still in force, it having 
heen re- enacted by the Act of George IV. 

There is not any English statute whic ‘h | 
gives a right to the Crown of “* stand by,’ 

hut when that English Act of George IV. 

and the statute of Edward were being 
re-enacted for Ireland in 1828, the year 
before Catholic emancipation—when no 
(Catholic sat in this House—knowing 
the Catholics were to be emancipated 
the Government proceeded to disemanci- 
pate in advance. They took out some 
words of the English Act, and put in 
a provision “that nothing herein con- 
tained shall be considered to affect the 
right of the Crown to order a juror 
to stand by until the panel shall be 
gone through.” And then it further 
cut down the right of challenge in Ireland 
from thirty-flve to twenty. I assert, 
however, in spite of this proviso, that 
there is no right on the part of the Crown, 
assuch, and the right hon. Gentleman the 
Attorney General for Ireland has no 


right whatsoever, by virtue of his office, | 


to challenge a juror. The matter is 
purely one for the court itself in its dis- 
eretion to allow. I say this claim by 
Crown Prosecutor, and the Crown 
Solicitor, and the Crown  Solicitor’s 
clerks, to order jurors aside of their own 

mere motion is an odious abuse and usur- 


pation. This fact was recognised in 
England, when a great Englishman, 


Horne Tooke, being an honest man, was 
put upon his trial for upholding the 
liberties of the people. The panel in his 
case apparently was not a large one, and 
the Crown had only told seven jurors to 
stand by—in Ireland they tell seventy to 
stand by and nobody is horrified. These 
were black days when Horne Tooke was 
tried, it was in 1794, during the time of 
the French Revolution, when this country 
was in considerable jeopardy, and a word 
spoken against the king might have 
brought on a revolution. Yet although 
he was defended by counsel, he was 
illowed from his place in the dock to 
make a protest against the number of 
jurors who were ordered to stand aside, 
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though they were only seven. I cite 
from “ Howells State Trials” to show 
how the great masters of English law 
dealt with the liberty of the subject— 
‘‘T do not mean to argue with your 
lordship and counsel, said Tooke,’—({The: 
Chief Justice was Chief Justice Eyre]— 
‘but I find myself compelled to tell your lord- 
ship that [ should, if I had not been overruled 





by the superior. . judgment of my counsel, have. 
| contended very early against the challenges of 
| the Crown.” 
The Chief judge said— 

‘Counsel very properly advised you... . 
| At the same timie I feel that the circumstance 
of making the panels vastly more numerous 
than they * were in ancient times might give to- 
the Crown an improper advantage, “and when- 
; ever we see that improper advantage at- 
tempted to be taken it will be for the serious 
consideration of the Court whether they will 
not put it into some ate to prevent that 
advantage being taken. Ido not perceive at 
present ‘that there is any complaint that an 
ill use has been made of this power in this 
instance.” 
Could anybody say an improper advan- 
|tage was taken when the prisoner him- 
self had the right to challenge thirty- 
five jurors? But so delicate was the 
administration of justice in this country 
at the time that this gentleman, although 
he was represented by counsel, was 
heard in court to make a personal com- 
plaint that the Crown had challenged 
seven men when he had a perfect right 
to challenge thirty-five himself? The 
Government of Ireland claim for them- 
| selves a sort of administrative right to: 
challenge jurors, and the defence of the 
right hon. Gentleman is that, if they did 
not, law and order and justice would 
disappear from the land. Any crime 
may be committed in Ireland against the 
Irish Constitution in the name of this 











| 
| 
| 
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fetish. The Englishman seems to me to. 
go about as a sort of Paladin, with “* law 
’ inscribed on his banner, as if 


he had from God Himself a divine right 
to preserve law and order everywhere. 
But we had law and order in Ireland 
before the English came there [laughter]. 
Yes, we had law and order there when yow 
were only painted savages. It is curious 
that, although we have attempted to get 
the Brehon laws re-published, the only 
reply we can get in this House is that it is 
forty-eight years since the first editions 
were published, and nobody knows at 
what time in the century the next will be 
published. What did England want Ire- 
land for? They wanted it to get men 
and horses for their army, and money to- 


i 
| and order ’ 
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pay for their wars, and seeing, by the 
system which prevails, that you get what 
money you want—you have screwed 
it up from £1,000,000 to £10,000,000— 
since the Union, I want to know why 
the King of England should make the 
Catholics, a proscribed class, pay their 
quota, and not allow them, if they pay 
their own soldiers, to preserve the law 
and order of their own country?) Why 
is this little faction of foreigners, who 
have only been planted in the country 
for two centuries, to administer the law 
in Ireland? You have two different 
versions of your proceedings according 
as we assail your methods. When we 
ask for fair trials you say the Catholics 
.are rebels, and being discontented cannot 
be trusted, but when we demand Home 
Rule you say they are satisfied and 
prosperous. You show how the savings 
banks have increased, and the insurance 
offices, and the increase of commercial 
schemes. Now I suppose when we ask 
for a share of the administration of the 
country you will say that the Irish are as 
great rapparees and rebels as they were 
in the days of James II., and that they 
are not to be trusted. I have seen in 
the last twenty years gentlemen drawn 
from that bench and put upon the bench 
-of justice who are as hostile to the general 
mass of the Irish people as the British 
will be in the Transvaal as soon as the 
war is over. How do you expect to 
make your rule respected or regarded 
by the Catholic in the land? He does 
not get justice. He may read of it as 
-one sees a rare object in the British 
Museum—in a glass case ; but not as an 
article for home consumption—the whole 
thing is kept in the hands of this small, 
dominant faction. Another matter is 
that this objectionable system is not even 
paid for by the English, but by the Irish, 
out of the local rates. In the House of 
Lords’ Report No. 11, of 1881, page 10, I 
.see that a sum of eightpence per juror is 
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paid to the clerks of the unions for every | 


name obtained by them. So_ that, 
although a man may be disqualified from 
serving on a jury from age, the clerks get 
eightpence just the same. If you want 
to have a jury-packing system, pay for it 
out of your own Imperial taxation. 
If you must retain it as a British luxury, 


pay for it yourselves, do not put it on. 


the unfortunate community which is 
insulted by your schemes of exclusion. 


Mr. T. M. Healy. 


{COMMONS} 


( 
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Trial by jury in Ireland should be put 
on a parity with England. If you want 
things otherwise, state what you want: 
or, What is a far more honest course, 
abolish trial by jury altogether. The 
duty of Catholics in Ireland is to compel 
the Government either to grant complete 
justice or to resort to naked illegality, 
We have a constitutional form of repre- 
sentation in this House by which we are 
denied legislation ; let us compel vou to 
make a Crown colony of us. We havea 
constitutional form of trial by jury ; let 
us compel you to abolish it altogether if 
you will not amend it. Catholic emanci- 
pation is not real. I never pass the 
statue of O'Connell in Sackville-street, 
Dublin, without a smile at the thought 
of that man being called the emancipator 
of Ireland. The only result of Catholic 
emancipation was to break up the soli- 
darity of the Catholic masses of Ireland ; 
to divide them into honest men and 
shoneens—the shoneens deserting their 
poorer co-religionists to take the side of 
the Government. Mr. Gladstone did 
approach this question in 1882: when 
he passed the Crimes Act he appointed 
three judges to try criminals, because, 
he said, * juries will not find verdicts, 
so I will appoint judges.” One judge 
resigned, and the result of that protest 
was that the system of trial by judge 
was not established, and the plan of 
creating special juries to try criminals 
was invented. Under the Coercion Act 
you hauled up from different places in 
Galway and Donegal Irish-speaking 
peasants to Dublin, where you tried them 
by Orange lodges. The trial of the 
Donegal prisoners took place in Queen's 
County, and the entire panel of Queen’s 
County was Protestant, with few ex 
ceptions; yet there happened to be one 
who was a Protestant Home Ruler, and 
upon his name being called he was 
ordered to stand by, although he was 4 
Scotchman. The men who were tried 
were tried by men who hated every bone 
in their bodies, who hate their race and 
their religion and every man who was 
defending them, and it is idle for the 
Crown to pretend that this system is 
anything except a system of trial by 
loaded dice. I remember reading in 
the Black Book of Limerick that in the 
days of King John, it was probably 
before the signing of Magna Charta. 


‘that when you wanted to take over 
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the lands and places of the people in 
Limerick you appointed a jury of twelve 
English, twelve Irish, and twelve Danes, 
there being some Danes in the country 
then. Later on, in Cromwell's time, 
you took twelve common soldiers and 
put them in the box to confiscate the 
lands of the Catholics. That was, at 
least, above board. because they sat 
there in their regimentals, and you 
took their verdict as that of your menials. 
That was straightforward and _ honest 
tyranny, and we will drive you to frank 
tyranny again. All these forms 
trappings of the Constitution are 
flaunted before our eyes while we are 
denied its realities. Catholic 
are praised for their valour and told 
they may wear the shamrock when 
they are going to be shot, but no men 
who wear the green may go into the jury 
box. And I believe that, while such a 
declaration as His Majesty was supposed 
to make at the commencement of the 
session appears more glaring and brutal 
because it is condensed, it is far more 
tolerable than the administration of the 
law in Ireland in its working against 
Catholics. 

I pass now from jury packing to the 
rest of the Bill. The other matters are 


matters of detail, except the repeal of the | 


Coercion Act. I do not suppose the 
Government have any real objection 
to granting an appeal in criminal cases 
where motions are made in the High 
Court. I do not know how that may be, 


but, seeing that you have the nomina- | 


tion of all the judges, it would not much 
matter which judge the case should go 
before, and to refuse such an appeal 
appears to me to argue a want of con- 
fidence in your own Lord Chancellor. 
Then as to the clause dealing with con- 
tempt of court. 
that the power to punish contempt of 
court in a number of cases is absolutely 
necessary. A fraudulent bankrupt who 
will not make disclosures of his goods 


should be sent to gaol until he does ; 
a fraudulent attorney who takes his | 


clients’ money and will not return it, 


and fraudulent executors and adminis- | 
trators ought to be sent to gaol till they | 
make repayment, and accordingly [| 
propose to make no change in the law | 


in that respect. But when you come 
to deal with personal contempt it is 
desirable that the rule of law that no 
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and | 


soldiers | 


I am quite of opinion | 
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man is judge of his own case should 
as far as possible be allowed. Of course 
there are such things as gross insults, 
and those ought to be punished, but 
I do not think it is wrong that there 
should be a right of appeal to another 
court, to perhaps a calmer chamber, in 
which the matter would be considered 
‘from a more general point of view. 

The only other clause I need men- 

tion is the repeal of the Coercion Act. 
It has been nine years slumbering, 
‘and, so far as I can _ see, nobody 
wants to wake it up. Would it 
not be reasonable, at the beginning 
of a new reign, that this great jubilee 
measure, passed to commemorate in 
Ireland fifty years of Her late 
| Majesty’s reign, should be permanently 
laid on the shelf? It is the only re- 
minder we have of the jubilee of Her 
Majesty, and now at the beginning of 
'a new reign, with a new Ministry in 
oftice, seeing that it has not been availed 
of for the last nine years or so, and that 
the judges admit the country is peaceful 
and quiet, | think it might be laid aside. 
I do not see why you want this Act, 
which you do not use, and which is a 
permanent stigma on the nation. 

I will say one word with regard to the 
clause with reference to having two Com- 
missioners at the trial of an election peti- 
tion. When the Local Government Act 
was passed, by the method of drafting 
then adopted, unknown to many Mem- 
bers of this House, you applied the Cor- 
rupt Practices Act of England to Ireland 
with regard to the elections of these local 
bodies, and under the rules a barrister is 
sent down to try those matters. The law 
is that a Member of Parliament must 
have two judges to agree before he is 
unseated, as it was found that one judge 
was not to be trusted. Now, when the 
same law is applied to the election of town 
councillors, and so forth, I do not think 
it is too much to ask for the agreements 
/of two minds before voiding such an 
election. I do no more than point that 
out as a matter of precaution without 
criticising here any decision which may 
have been made. 

In conelusion, [I will only say that 
during the twenty years [ have been in 
this House I have rarely known any 
| attempt to be made by Irish Attorney 
| Generals or by the Irish Administration 


|to improve the law without popular 
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pressure, with two exceptions—the Land | should be an official record of proceedings 
Act of 1896 and the Local Government | in court where litigation by the Crown 
Act of 1898. That was a great measure, | is going on, and there can be no such 
for which, in spite of its shortcomings, accurate record as a shorthand note. 
I shall never cease to thank the right hon. But I think the Government itself 
Gentleman who passed it, the President | should provide a shorthand writer, and 
of the Board of Trade. But, so far as | make his costs costs in the action. There 
actual domestic administration of the are many matters in the Bill which are 
country is concerned, I have never/not colourless. With regard to the 
known the Irish Administration to ad-, appointment of two Commissioners to 
dress itself to the question of reform. | hear Election Petitions, I think such an 
It throws the whole burden of making appointment would be extremely un- 
suggestions upon Irish Members, and desirable. There will be no objection 
then, if they win a day to put forward if the number is three, but if you make 
their proposals, it rejects them. This| it two, who will probably be junior 
House is so competent to deal with’ members of the Bar, without the large 
[rish affairs by always rejecting the experience of His Majesty’s judges on the 
proposals we make that we practi-, Bench, it may be they will differ among 
cally remain in the same state as we themselves, and, after all the trouble and 
were before the Catholic Emancipation expense, the proceedings may end in a 
Act was passed. The law to-day as miscarriage of justice. But there would 
regards its bearing on the Catholic masses | be no harm in the section if three Com- 
of the country is practically what it was missioners were provided’ ‘nstead of two, 
in the dark ages of British administra- and the report of the majority were made 
tion. I bring this Bill in, therefore, not binding. 

in the slightest hope that it will reeceiv lites veiled them “odleadind™ 
encouragement or acceptance, but a8 an matters, and I do not intend to refer 
act of protest against the system which further to them. But there are a 
prevails in our womneey 5 knowing per- great many matters in the Bill which 
fectly well that if eo Government wire! le an neseie coloution and 
to award it a Second Reading of the whith the bon. and learned Men: 
House the forms of the House are 80 her has referred at considerable length. 
arranged that no further time would be y gq, not think. however, he alluded 
allowed to advance it; and that if by stificiontly to two matters which, a 
any conceivable circumstances it should i 


: ‘ E distinguished from having a_ merely 
pass its Third Reading, you have a bears’ i. Tn : 


ota ' “> , administrative importance from the legal 
den at the other end of the Lobby in aspect of the case, have a very real 
which it would be dragged om one political importance. One is that this 
very short ee It is therefore with 0 Bill involves the repeal of the Crimes Act. 
=e heared reform, but to maintain It is perfectly true that the Crimes Act is 
ann Re sp age [ move the not at present in active force in Ireland. 
ARR ag PEAT but I would like to see the Chief Secretary 

: Motion made, and Question proposed, who would be willing to undertake the 
: Chat the Bill be now read a second duties of that office without it, at a time 
time." —(Mr. T. M. Healy.) when he is told from the benches opposite 
Mr. MOORE (Antrim, N.): I think and in every paper in Ireland that there 
this Bill may be said, in one sense, to is only one organisation in the country, 
reflect a great deal of credit on the hon. and that the United Irish League. 
and learned Member, because he has While that organisation is there you are 
succeeded in sandwiching a number of always face to face with the possibility 
innocuous provisions among some of a fresh agitation springing up under 
reforms which are not so desirable. its auspices, but while this weapon is in 
Among what I should describe as the the armoury of the Chief Secretary he 
colourless provisions is that which pro- has, at any rate, some protection, if he 
poses to enact that, where the Crown is a | considers that there is any real chance of 
party to a suit, it should be made liable to a conflict between the two forces—one 
the same penalty for costs as the ordinary the much despised and jeered at “law and 
litigant. It is also desirable that there | order,” and the other the United Irish 


Mr. T. M. Healy. 
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League in the south and west of Ireland. 
[think there are very few Members on 


this side of the House who would for one | 
moment support the proposal that the, 


powers given by that Act—which are not 
at present enforced, but which can be 
enforced when emergency arises—should 
be taken away. The real question in 


many parts of Ireland is not whether the | 


Act should be repealed, but rather 
whether it will not be necessary in the 
near future to put some of its provisions 
into force. 


Another fact of political importance, | 


or which has recently been made of 
political importance, is the Crown right 
to challenge. I listened to the remarks 
of the hon. and learned Member on this 


subject, and was rather struck with the | 


absence of enthusiasm among his ,sup- 
porters. [ would suggest that the hon. 
and learned Member on this question 
is not voicing a very influential body of 
public opinion, even on his own side otf 
the House. [‘‘ Oh, oh !”| Hon. Mem- 


bers refuse to accept that statement, but | 


[ think the explanation is tolerably 
plain. I have always understood that 


they derive a great many of their views | 


upon current Irish topics from what is 
known as the popular instructor—the 
Freeman’s J ournal—and the view of the 
Freeman’s Journal upon this very Bill 
quite explains the lack of enthusiasm to 
which I have referred. [The hon. Member 
read an extract from an article in the 
Freeman’s Journal.| 1 think, when we 
haveall this information with regard to 
the Bill that we are now asked to pass, we 
have an explanation of the extraordinary 
lack of enthusiasm with which the hon. 


Member’s proposals have been received. | 


The practical partsof the Bill are largely 
connected with this question of juries. 
| would point out to the House the 
extraordinary position in which they 


are placed if they give full credence to the | 


statements of the hon. and learned 
Member who to-day attacks the compo- 
sition of the jury panel, and to the state- 
ments made only a few days ago from 
those benches in regard to what the hon. 
Member for the Scotland Division of 
Liverpool called the obnoxious system of 
jury-packing. The point of the hon. 
Member for the Scotland Division of 
Liverpool was that the panel consisted 
of Roman Catholics, with a very sparse 
sprinkling of Protestants, and that the 
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officers of the Crown set aside the Roman 
Catholics, who formed the majority, and 
selected the Protestants. But the state- 
ments and figures of the hon. and learned 
Member for North Louth are absolutely 
destructive of that complaint, because 
his point is, not that the panel is Roman 
Catholic, but that, by reason of the 
Jurors’ Act of 1876 and the manipula- 
tion of the Government that passed it, 
the whole panel is Protestant, to the 
exclusion of the Roman Catholics. Both 
those positions cannot be accurate, and | 
would ask the House to discount very 
liberally each of them before accepting 
either. I have listened, often with very 
much interest and pleasure, to the 
speeches of the hon. and learned Member. 
but, if he will not object to my saying so, 
I do not think that on matters of this 
sort I can accept as accurate some of the 
descriptions he so often gives us. When 
it comes to a question of either Orangeism 
or Freemasonry, the hon. and learned 
Member seems unable to give to what he 
considers to be two very minor and 
insignificant societies or associations 
their proper place. Everything to him 
seems to be dwarfed by the malignant 
influence of these bodies. I remember 
that some vears ago the hon. and learned 
Member made a speech at Glasgow, in 
which he stated, in reference to the 
composition of the grand juries of Down 
and Antrim—it may have been the 
exuberance of the platform—that every 
man was an Orangeman. I cannot 
speak for County Down, but shortly 
after that statement—which was ham- 
mered home with all the eloquence of 
which the hon. and learned Member is a 
_master—I had the honour of dining with 
'the grand jury of Antrim, and I found 
that there was not a single Orangeman 
‘amongst them. d 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: Were there any 
Catholics at that dinner ? : 


Mr. MOORE: I think there were, but 
| the point was not whether they were 
| Catholics or non-Catholics ; the state- 

ment was that they were Orangemen. 
~When you come to the statement that 
, there are 500 or 600 special jurors in the 
'county of Cork, and that those 600 are, 

first of all, freemasons, and, secondly, 
(that they meet and decide what course 
| they should take as to the guilt or inno- 
‘ cence of a prisoner, I think too much of a 
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strain is put upon our credulity. The 
whole position with regard to jurors is 
this. ‘There are some counties in Ireland 
which are much poorer and less _pro- 
gressive than others. The Act of 1876, 
in order to equalise matters as much as 
possible, to get a reasonably large panel, 


and to get people of sufficient intelligence | 


and status, was obliged to provide for 
different qualifications in each. 
not been a question of the size of the panel, 
I think there would have been no diffi- 
culty in making the qualification the 
same all over Ireland, but in some of 
the small counties it would be impossible 
to find enough of the same class, and 
therefore it is necessary to have a lower 
qualification. The present proposal is to 
bring the rest of Ireland down to the 
level of Leitrim. I do not say anything 
particularly against Leitrim; I have 
never been there; but I do not think 
that even the representatives of Leitrim 
would describe it as the most progressive 
county in Ireland, and the whole theory 
of this proposal is that the people of 
Antrim and Cork are to be brought down 
to the level of the Leitrim farmers on the 
question of jurors. The question is 
spoken about as though it was a franchise. 
It is not a franchise at all. The object 
is to obtan men of ordinary intelligence 
who will give a proper verdict after an 
ordinary fair hearing. lf any one went 
into the courthouse at Ennis or Limerick 
or Kerry when an ordinary common 
jury action was being tried, and ascer- 
tained for himself the religious views of 
the men trying the case, I doubt whether 
he would find three Protestants among 
the twelve jurymen. 

Another curious thing is that the 
existing system with regard to the special 
jurors in Dublin has been challenged. 
| understood the hon. and learned Mem- 
ber to say that there are about 1,300 
special jurors in the City of Dublin. 
What happens? Dublin is the venue 
at which you have more actions tried 
involving political, religious, or agrarian 
issues than any other part of the country. 
Every time there is an action against the 
Freeman’s Journal itself, whether for one | 
of its carts knocking down a woman 
in the street, or for libel, or anything else, 
the advisers of that journal are not con-— 
tent with the ordinary jury, but it is) 
always to a jury drawn from this much 
abused and diminished panel of 1,300 | 

Mr. Moore. 
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that the Freeman’s Journal is willing to 
commit its cause. It is a great mistake 
to treat this question of the qualification 
of jurors as if it was a qualification for the 
franchise. There is the greatest differ- 
ence in the agricultural community in 
Ireland as far as the mass goes between 
the £10 and the £20 qualification. [ 
believe that in nearly every county 
there would be a difference of two-thirds. 
What I mean by that is that if there were 
1,000 men qualified under a £20 rating, 
the number would be increased to 3,000. 
if the qualification was reduced to £10. 
Once you have got a sufficient number 
a large panel is unnecessary. They are 
not all summoned, and I have never 
heard that the procedure by which the 
sheriff puts them on the panel for a par- 
ticular assizes is in practice either unfair 
or unfairly conducted. If the panel 
is large enough to supply sufficient who 
are ordinarily competent to try these 
cases, what is the good’ of increasing 
it simply to meet political prejudice ? 
If there is one charge more than another 
which is made time after time from the 
Benches opposite it is that the Lrish law 
officers do that which they have no right 
to do, namely, that they inquire into the 
religion of the jurors. But the whole of 
the speech of the hon. and learned Mem- 
ber for North Louth is based on the fact 
that he himself is seeking out the religion 
of the jurors, that he is dividing them 
not really into men who own land 
worth £20 or £10 per annum, but into 
Catholics and Protestants. If that is to 
be the principle, let us have an under- 
standing. We have mixed tribunals in 
consular courts. In Japan if an English- 
man commits an _ offence against 
Japanese law he may be tried by a jury 
composed partly of Japanese and partly 
of Europeans. You may have mixed 
courts in Ireland, but if that is the object 
of the Bill let it be distinctly stated, and 
see how long the country will stand 
it. Do not say that you are going to have 
a £10 rating or a £20 rating, when the 
real object is to sort out the Catholics and 
the Protestants, and to put them, accord- 
ing to their numbers, in the jury box. 
I do not think that the remarks we have 
heard about the repeal of the Emancipa- 
tion Acts and these other matters are at 
all on a higher footing ; they are just as 


mischievous as any of the charges which 


are made against the Crown, on the 
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ground that they, and not hon. Members 
opposite, are interested in this question 
of the religion of jurors. The real test 
of the thing is this. If one looks back 
upon the last twenty years it will be 
found that, no matter which party has 
been in power, no matter who has gone 
over to Ireland as Chief Secretary, the 
law officers in the fulfilment of their 
duties have always followed the same 
practice, because it is absolutely necessary 
tor the administration of justice. 

The next matter is that of giving an 
appeal in criminal matters. I am greatly 
against any court of appeal in criminal 
matters ; we see in America the abuses to 
which such a system leads. But I think 
it would be desirable to have in Ireland, 
as soon as it was established in England, 
a court for the revision of criminal sen- 
tences. The present system is very 
unsatisfactory. We know perfectly well 
what happens now. A man commits an 
offence. and one judge may sentence him 
to six months imprisonment, while if he 
was tried by another judge the sentence 
would be only three or four months, or, 
on the other hand, it might be twelve 
months. As soon as a court is estab- 
lished in England. by which sentences 
for similar offences will be made as nearly 
as possible equal. I should be glad to see 
the sume applied to Lreland. 

In regard to the order of attach- 
ment tor contempt of court. I 
agree with much that the hon. and 
learned Member said. It is absolutely 
necessary in Ireland that nothing 
should be done to weaken the power of 
the court in regard to contempt. but at 
the same time it is not desirable that 
there should be a power of imposing 
unlimited imprisonment. I recognise 
to that extent the effort the hon. and 
learned Member has made in the direc- 
tion of limiting the period to three 
months. When imprisonment was abol- 
ished by the Debtors Act of 1872, except 
in the cases there mentioned, it was pro- 
vided that the term should in no case 
exceed twelve months,and I think that if 
this provision was to become law it would 
be desirable that there should be a limit 
of twelve months, as I think that period 
would be sufficient to purge any such 
contempt. 

» The next question is with regard 
to the Juries Detention Act. The 
od law. which put the jury in the 
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hands of the sheriff, who was responsible,. 


not only for their safe keeping, but also- 


for the prevention of any intimidation 
of them from without, and for keeping 
them in the custody of the law until they 
were discharged, was altered in this 
country in 1897, and a proposal was made 
in another place that the Act should 
extend to Ireland. A promise was then 
made that the point should be considered. 
The Bill came down to the Commons, but 
no Amendment was made in that direc- 
tion, and therefore it must be taken that 
Ireland was deliberately excluded from its 
scope. That decision having been come 
to in 1897, is there any reason now why 
we should proceed specially to extend it 
in 1901? I think it would be a most 
disastrous Bill to extend to Ireland. 
Picture the position of Jurymen in crimi- 
nal cases in which the offence is agrarian. 


or arises out of agrarian trouble. It is 


bad enough to be a juryman at all, but if 
this provision was carried it would mean 
that a man would be absolutely bereft of 


the protection of the law from the time- 


the court rose in the evening until the 
next morning. During that period all 
the influences of persuasion and terror- 
ism and intimidation would be brought 
to bear on the man, and how could he ke 
expected to go back into the box the next 
morning and return a verdict unin- 
fluenced by any of these considerations ? 
It would be a great misfortune to the 
administration of justice and the main- 
tenance of law and order in Ireland if this 


principle were extended to that country.. 


and in the interest of the jurors them- 
selves, who must be considered as well 


as law and order, this provision forms 


a very serious blot on the measure we are 
considering. 


The last matter to which I wish to calf 


the attention of the House is in Clause 13, 
which proposes to give a person who is 
bound over to give sureties of the peace, 
or to be of good behaviour, a right of 
appeal to quarter sessions. It also pro- 
vides that if such person so elects, such 
person, or the husband or wife of such 
person. may be examined as a witness. 
In dealing with the criminal law you 
must undoubtedly remember that recent 
‘legislation has made a difference in 
| England, and that difference is largely, 
‘if not entirely, due to the hon. Members 


| opposite. In England a prisoner is a 


competent but not a compellable witness, 
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and the jury have the whole case before | Question proposed, “That the word 
them one way or another when they have | * now’ stand part of the Question.” 
heard his evidence. In Ireland the old) x 7 (4 r 
Jaw obtains, and the prisoner cannot be | g sag Boole (Londonderry, 
lled sean In th P j seni S.): [rise to second the rejection of this 
= a e ap te aman pound Bill. My hon. friend has called attention 
— 7 Ses ee “ west gel aa to an article in the Freeman’s Journal, 
ee, Se ee Per Ene | i which it is sought to throw some dis 
magistrates, as magistrates, but it is now credit on the hon. Member for North 
asco to give the a ae right of  Louth,andwhichseems to suggest that the 
= ge ” neh pe tl © 18 OF181N- | hon. Member's object in bringing forward 
a Seen Sy SHO -Or Shete MNS | oh, Mill ie anything but what appears on 
trates sitting in the petty sessions district the face of it. I take a different view of 
in which the offence is committed. These the matter, and I regard the hon. and 
magistrates are appointed by the Lord 
Chancellor, practically upon terms that 
they will not sit outside the petty sessions bring before this House some matters 
district to which they are appointed. In which we lawyers in Ireland would desire 
regard to quarter sessions, magistrates, to be dealt with, not perhaps in exactly 
no matter to what petty sessions district | the way the Bill proposes, but yet dealt 
they tle. — nave “i ght with in some way. I refer, for example, 
neenreent +" on . a on ps ‘© 'to having a shorthand report of trials 
magemorsa’ ene Wo rerane’ Aas been | and to the provisions relating to licensing 
so largely increased during recent years | business. I take the view that the hon 
-o-stne  Agsmmaie pencademen setae 4 /and learned Member brought in this Bill 
tribunal in cases where agrarian ques- | for the purpose of securing the support 
ome erep ~_ and ne edhe 09 tO | of Members like myself, who know the 
cage + aes pi m 1 os necessity which exists for some of these 
akely to arise. a ae changes, and in that way to secure votes 
that a case was brought before this House, in favour of what the hon. Member 
in which twenty-six magistrates formed really wishes to have passed, namely 
. . * . Ss P . a I : by « ; as} 9 « ys 
# majority and voted against an applica- important changes in reference to the 
tion for a publican’s licence simply matter of “stand by” and the repeal 
because the applicant had exercised his of iets bit 1 ale te wrong 
rights espace sp at buy 4 in this, but Ido not agree with the way 
holding on which the public-house stood. lin Wily Che ‘mastter wes put in 
There you had considerations brought in | Dents Suadieial 
which were wholly foreign to the ate Leaving general questions, however 
- 4 4 4 C . Os ’ 
ing laws, and which did not relate to the | ny A caiibees wittey < tak tn 
ROR - oh or a Sk sn |hon. and learned Member intended as 
238 e premises, anda similar s : Ror ag , gene 
ena bese ss wants icedlesees j | the vital parts of his Bill. Knowing 
SW arise er 8 Clause. oo 
vinings stand Ghat ab ation | the power, ability, force of argument, 
can quite understand that the alteration ae cite ete mind of the fk 
sy won he , . . 4 FERAE. 9 ie J 
59 —— got ne 8 Rig: | and learned Gentleman, one thing struck 
) é OS Ve | ° . Te 
se ro Pe Cri a a re 1887 hec: 1a") me as showing the weakness of his case 
% ne: me Rl cn age : po pe ‘so far as the matter of “stand by “ and 
; ae a aaa the aie rpellic e ae the getting rid of the Coercion Act is con- 
quarter sessions, the appeal c “as | } deat 
the quarter sessions adsl but the | cerned. The arguments he put forward 
h i. ons . a tg ‘ "Wal for the | Were arguments which he would be the 
shairman of quarter sessions , Sytiste 
= ee ‘a = eals under that Act | YeTY last to address to any jury in Ireland 
0 sang he s ig ad ve. It would be a| ithe were dealing with a matter in which 
ange . os i oe oe n Shsikacange ae | his clients were vitally interested. His 
st disastrous t re é : i. 
oi pier he . eae “Pr 'argument is that jurors meet together 
to an unlimited quarter sessions. or | lee Eien « titel to 1 > wi 
a a cael in _,|the night before a trial to arrang 
these and for other reasons I beg to move Sis he seine ‘to, ‘Whe tale 
that the Bill be rejected. they are going to do. calls 
’ : | Freemasons and Orangemen, and _ he 
Amendment proposed— ; assumes that every Protestant juror is a 
“To leave out the word ‘now,’ and at the! Freemason, and that every Freemason is 


learned Gentleman as having, in an 
exceedingly clever way, endeavoured to 


} 


end of the Question to add the words ‘upon | a ae 
this day six a, ”_(Mr. Moore.) pon ' ready to conspire for the purpose of doing 


Mr. Moore. 
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what he knows to be wrong and for the | 
urpose of violating his oath. He also | 
asserts that Orangemen and Freemasons | 
take up the same position, and his argu- | 
ment is that Roman Catholics cannot get | 
justice from Protestants. I do not’ 
know what is his justification for that. 
Mere assertion is not argument, although 
it is the assertion of an able man, and it 
should not appeal to this House very 
strongly. But let us see the mode in 
which a change is sought to be brought 
about. The first provision of the Bill 
proposes an alteration in the qualification 
of jurors. I have lived in Ireland all my 
life. I have been practising at the Irish 
Bar, and have come in contact with | 
jurors for over twenty years, and I have 
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Belfast, Derry, and Cork, and at present 
the jury panels are provided from the dis- 
tricts immediately around those cities, 
and no complaint is made as to any 
insufficiency of jurors to do the work. 
I say, therefore, that this proposed 


change is absolutely unnecessary, and 
| would impose a burden and hardship on 
those who are sought to be brought in. 


What would be the effect of the pro- 
changes in reference to the 
question of ** stand by ’ on the admini- 
of the criminal law? This 
House has heard a great deal about 
the administration of justice in Ireland. 


|The fact is that, so far as juries are con- 


cerned, no one raises any objection to the 
vast bulk of criminal administration. 








never heard from any juror or anyone | But in connection with a certain class of 
else the expression of any burning desire | crime which exists in Ireland there is a 
to be put on the jury list. What the | large number of jurors in the venue in 
hon. and learned Gentleman wishes to | which such cases have to be tried who are 
do is to have all people in Dublin | either openly or secretly insympathy with 
rated at £10 and upwards put upon | this class of crime, members of the same 
the jury list. I should like to hear} organisation as the accused, an organisa- 
the views of these proposed new jurors | tion by which very often the crime has 
as to whether or not they like what | been discussed and incited, and you are 
isin store for them. Jurors are always | asked to put these men in the jury-box 
trying to impress on the Government | in order to try one of themselves. You 
the hardship of having to serve, and / might just as well give up trying to ad- 
are trying to get rid of the liability, | minister the law altogether. Surely such 
and yet it is proposed by this Bill|men ought to be excluded from the 
to set up a jury panel which will | jury-box. We are told that because 
widely extend this liability. If it be | most of those who are ordered to stand 
necessary for the administration of | by happen to belong to one particular 
justice, of course it ought to be done, but | religious faith, we are therefore to jump 
is it requisite that this burden should be | to the conclusion that it is because of 
cast on the people who are least able to | their religion that they are ordered to 
bear it ? It is a hardship to take artisans | stand by. It is nothing of the kind, 
and small tradesmen away from their |and.it is well known that religion has 
work, and most of the persons to whom | nothing to do with it. The hon. Member 
this extension would apply come within told us of a case in which a Protestant 
these classes. Then, again, it is pro-| was ordered to stand by, and explained 
posed to extend the special jury lists. I} it by saying that the man was known 
know something of special jurors, and I! to be a Nationalist sympathiser. In his 
think that if a Bill were introduced to | case, then, it was not on account of his 
limit their number they would be ex-| religion that he was ordered to stand 
ceedingly glad, especially in counties} by. The case referred to was one 
like Cork, where exceptionally long dis-| which excited a good deal of attention 
tances have to be travelled. But this|in Ireland; it was one which was caleu- 
Bill suggests that the present special jury | lated to enlist the sympathies of all 
qualification shall be reduced from some- | people who were Nationalists throughout 











thing like £120 to £40 a year. This|the country; the venue of the trial 
would bring in a new class of jurors | had, in fact, been changed, and are we to 
when there is no necessity for it. Re-| be told that because the people’s sympa- 
member there are only two or three | thies were so strong that they might do 
venues outside Dublin where any large | wrong without deliberately intending to 
humber of cases have to be tried, namely, | do it, and the Crown asked them to stand 
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by, that action was taken because they 
belonged to a particular religious faith ? 
There is, I repeat, no real foundation for 
such a suggestion. What is the ground 
on which we are asked to get rid of the 
power to order jurors to stand by? The 
hon. and learned Member, with that 
ability and research for which we know 
him to be so remarkable, has come here 
with an explanation of the history and 
origin of stand-by. It is quite true that 
formerly the Crown had an absolute right 
to order any juror to stand by who was 
not likely to be in favour of the Crown. 
After a time the right of challenge 
for cause only was given to the Crown, 
and immediately there grew up a practice 
under which the Crown had the right to 
have the whole jury list gone through, 
and simply say “stand by” until the list 
was exhausted, and then, if there were 
not sufficient jurors left to try the pri- 
soner, they had to begin again with the 
first man ordered to stand by, and 
the Crown had to show good cause 
why he should — not 
That principle has been acted upon for 
hundreds of years. We are told that 
the power exists in England, but that it 
is never used. If it were not necessary 
in Ireland it would not be used there, but 
I say it is essential, if justice is to be ad- 
ministered, and if men are to go into the 
jury-box prepared to do their duty, that 
the power should exist. And I believe, 
too, that if necessary it would be used in 
England in the same way as it is in 
Ireland. I should like to hear the views 
of my right hon. friend the Member for 
North Tyrone on the subject of getting 
rid of this right to order jurors to stand 
by, if he were called upon again to ad- 
minister the law in Ireland. I should 
think that, whatever he may do in the 
irresponsible position of a Member of the 
Opposition, he would, if he were on this 
side of the House, assisting in preserving 
what the hon. Member for North Louth 
describes as the British “ fetish of law 
and order,” find himself in a very awk- 
ward and unpleasant position without the 
right to order a juror to stand-by, and 
would be very strongly inclined to pro- 
mote some change in the law which 
would restore it. You cannot look at 
this matter merely from the point of view 
of the party in power. Every party 
must have the same desire to administer 
Mr. John Gordon, 


{COMMONS} 


be empanelled. | 
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' law and to preserve order, and both parties 
| find that they require this weapon in 
order to maintain law and order, and to 
preserve peace. In addition to the want 
of wisdom in getting rid of this power, 
which has never injured an innocent 
man, I say that even if its exercise 
resulted in having a Protestant jury, it is 
a gross libel on the Protestants of Ireland 
to assert that they cannot be trusted as 
jurors to do justice upon their oaths, 
What we say, however, is that it is not a 
matter of religion at all, but that-in a par- 
ticular class of case men who are in sym 
pathy with the accused or with the asso- 
ciates of the accused are not fit to go into 
_ the jury-box, because of their known sym- 
pathies. What is the next point? You 
are going to get rid of the Coercion Act, 
I have lived in Ireland all my life, and I 
knew many people who have also done 
so, and who never knew, except from 
seeing it in the papers, or hearing it on 
political platforms, that there was a 
Coercion Act. 
Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.): You will 
hear more of it now. 
*Mr. JOHN GORDON: Yes, because 
you do not desire to assist the Government 
to administer the law in the way which 
is most beneficial to the people generally, 
The Executive knew perfectly well that 
while the Act remained and did no harm 
to anybody it would be a useful measure 
if need arose, and that they would not 
so long as it remained require to come 
here again to get a measure passed to 
preserve law and order in Ireland, so they 
left it slumbering. By whom have those 
slumbers been broken ? It was doing no 
harm, and it has been treated as a dead 
letter until this time—until it was referred 
to in this House. I should not like to see 
the Coercion Act applied to Ireland unless 
its application is found to be absolutely 
necessary, but I do not object to seeing 
; a law upon the Statute-book that would 
enable the representatives of the Crown 
'to preserve law and order and the 
lives and property of our fellow subjects 
in Ireland. Now, of the other matters 
referred to in the Bill one looks very 
simple, and possibly might not do much 
harm. That is the clause referring to the 
Juries Detention Act. That clause seems 
to say that if a judge thinks fit he may 
allow the juries to go at large duringa 
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trial for felony, as may be done in England | an article from the Freeman's Journal 
under a statutory provision to that effect. | against it. Irish Members were quite 
But I do not think that should be capable of forming their own opinion 
wo in Ireland. I think it is in the! without the aid of the Freeman's Journal. 
interest of the jurors, who are no worse The whole objection to the Bill proceeded 
in this respect than their fellows, that from Ulster Members, who were returned 
they should be kept away—at least, were to Parliament on a household fran- 
[a juror myself, I would just as soon chise, but who thought that the people 
be kept away trom the influence of |who were competent to send them to 
persons in favour of the prisoner I had) Parliament were not competent to sit 
to try, and who wanted to see me, ina jury box. 
until after T had given my verdict.) ‘he hon. Gentleman had said that 
Uf the other matters which are referred jury-packing was essential in [reland 
ww, some ure good, and had they been to “preserve law and order. Such a 
put into a Bill by themselves would) statement indicated an entire reversal 
have received a considerable measure of | of the well-known judicial maxim 
support. But there are three important that it was better that ninety-nine 
items in this Bill: there is the extension | puilty men should go unpunished 
of the juror franchise ; the abolition) that that one innocent man should 
of the “ stand-bys ” ; and the repeal of | suffer. With regard to the way juries 
the so-called Coercion Act. To those! were packed in Ireland, he might say 
three items [ am opposed. Jam strongly that at the last winter assizes in Cork 
in favour of having the jury system jn a case called the Lixnaw case, where 
asit is. We do not want it extended, and | six farmers were brought up for trial 
we think to extend it to a larger class | charged with the atrocious offence of 
would not be of any benefit to the jntimidation—a charge with regard to 
country. which no jury in the world would have 
Mr. FLYNN said that the hon.) found a verdict, because the man who 
Gentleman had not put on any mask | had grabbed the land said that he was 
in expressing his views. He had with | not intimidated—out of a panel of 400, 
brutal frankness and candour defended | forty-three jurors were ordered to stand 
the Coercion Act and jury-packing | aside, every one of whom was a Catholic. 
in all its moods and tenses. There had | In a city like Cork, with an overwhelm- 
been no such courtesy as they had been | ing majority of Catholic citizens, those 
ued to from the Attorney General for | farmers were tried by a jury exclusively 
lreland, in the speech of the hon. Gentle- | Protestant. If such a thing occurred 
man. There was a frank and brutal! once in fifty years it might be said it 
defence of the whole wretched system as| was owing to a fortuitous circumstance 
it was known to Irishmen at the present | or an extraordinary coincidence, but 
time. The debate would not have been! occurring as these things did at every 
a characteristic Irish debate had not assize in Cork, it was perfectly plain that 
the rejection of the Bill been moved by the cards were shuffled by the Crown 
two Irish Unionist Members. There! Solicitor until he got the trumps he 
could be no measure of land reform, | required. In another case, on a charge 
to. say nothing of judicial reform, | of murder, a man was tried and the jury 
introduced for Ireland, but what two | disagreed, and on the second trial sixty 
Irish Unionist Members got up in a jurors were ordered to stand aside. The 
genial mood to move its rejection.) man had now gone before his Maker. 
The hon. Member far North Antrim, who | Could such a thing be conceived ? If in 
moved the rejection of this Bill, spoke | this country a Crown official dared to 
of the want of enthusiasm on the Irish | stand up and challenge sixty jurors with 
benches, but no one expected to see any such shameless and brazen effrontery, 
enthusiasm at twelve o'clock in the day. | the Minister who allowed such a thing 
It was not required until the division | would be impeached in this House. Yet 
took place five and a half hours) such things were done in Ireland every 
liter. The hon. Gentleman had not| day. So great was the scandal of jury- 
been quite fair to the mover of the! packing at the last Cork Assizes that he 
Second Reading of the Bill in quoting | took occasion to call attention to the 
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matter at a public meeting. He did not | gross insult had been committed or where 
think that the Attorney General would, a fraudulent bankrupt was concerned it 
after those cases, repeat his argument | was necessary and right to preserve the 
that the religion of those men was not | power to commit for contempt of court, 
known to the prosecuting counsel and | but certainly that power ought to be 
the Crown Solicitor, because he (Mr. | limited and used with discretion. The 
Flynn) had sat behind prosecuting | cases of contempt of court which the hon. 
counsel, and had seen names in the lists | and learned Gentleman had in his mind 
of jurors marked in a certain manner, | were, unfortunately, not unfrequent in 


and when those names were called the Ireland. A man might have an injune. 


men were ordered to stand by. So much tion granted against him for cutting a 
a matter of course had the practice be-| few sods of turf on an estate under a 
come that these things were done openly receiver. That was regarded as con- 
before the judge. He hoped, therefore, tempt of court, and the unfortunate man 
the House would not be told again that was stuck into prison for six or twelve 
these men were told to stand by not} months. He had read a most pathetic 
because of their religion, but because | case the other day,in whicha man evicted 
they might be in sympathy with the for non-payment of rent returned with 
prisoner. If such an argument meant his family for shelter to the farmhouse, 
anything it meant that any man who and because he would not give an under- 
had national aspirations, who believed | taking that he would not seek shelter 
in Home Rule or self-government for there again he was imprisoned for con- 
Ireland, was ordered to stand by, and in| tempt of court. If taat cruel power 
that way the greater part of the popula- | were to beretained in the handsof judges, 
tion of Ireland was disfranchised from | it should be limited to three months, and 
serving on juries. that was the fair and moderate proposal 
With regard to the repeal of the in the Bill. In conclusion he would say 
Coercion Act, he thought the Attor- that the Government would do well to 
ney General should support that accept the main features of the Bill. The 
provision, because the last time he detailscould be dealt with in Committee. 
spoke in Ireland he acknowledged that If the present jury system, which they 
there was no crime in the country, and | called jury-packing, were to be continued 
said the people who were urging him to in Ireland and defended in Parliament, 
use coercion were mistaken. County it would be far more honest, straight- 
court judge after county court judge in| forward and candid to abolish trial by 
Ireland had been presented with white | jury altogether, proclaim that Catholics 
gloves, and Judge Adams had received | and Nationalists were not to be trusted, 
such a number that he had asked to be and revert to ancient and more candid 
presented with ladies’ gloves, in order forms of tyranny. 
that he might pass them on. They were) *\fp, TULLY (Leitrim, S.) said that 
told that the Coercion Act was not in| hon, Members from Ulster had been 
active operation, that it was sleeping. beating the Orange drum very vigorously, 
But that was the reason they wanted it | hut he could not gather from the hon. 
repealed. It was not required in Ireland. | Member who moved the rejection of the 
The last official quarterly Return showed | Bi]] whether he was altogether opposed 
that, excluding thirty alleged threatening to jt. He himself had read the Bill as 
letters, there were only twenty-eight | carefully as he could, and he listened 
offences classedasagrarian overthethirty- | to the brilliant speech of the hon. Member 
two counties in Ireland. He need not! who introduced it, whose skill and 
say that any man who understood Ire- ‘brilliancy were intensely admired even 
land did not pay the slightest attention | hy those opposed to him. ° But if eight 
to threatening letters. Therefore they of the fifteen clauses of the Bill were put 
were justified in calling on the Govern- ‘into a Bill by themselves, he should have 
ment to repeal that hateful, odious piece | toyote against it, and to use every possible 
of legislation. /means to defeat it. He was entirely in 
With regard to contempt to court, | favour of the clause dealing with jury- 
the proposal in the Bill was very| packing, which abolished the right of 
moderate and fair. Of course where a the Crown to order a juror to stand by, 


Mr. Flynn. 
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and he was also in favour of the clause | by a judge. When the Crown could 
to repeal the Crimes Act. He further | do that, he was not prepared to — 
thought that the provision with reference | men by making them jurors. The - _ 
to contempt of court was most useful, | only referred to cities and boroug : n 
as the manner in which the power to | Ireland, but if the artisans and ot 
commit for contempt of court was some- | in Dublin rated at £10 knew that 08 
times used was a scandal. He believed privilege of being dragged down to the 
in the Land Judges’ Courts in Ireland | Four Courts to be treated by the police, 
they had a fixed contempt of court) as he had seen jurors treated, was a 
day, in which the judge was reminded | posed to be conferred on them, he dou rte 
ofthe persons in gaol. He had read that | whether they would appreciate it. e 
prisoners in the Bastille were forgotten, | The next clause to which he — 
and so many unfortunate people were | not assent was Clause 6. It provi _ 
indefinitely in prison in Ireland that a | that a case might be stated in respec 
day had to be fixed in order to remind | to any application for a licence in 
judges that they were in prison, and Ireland. The hon. Member for North 
he knew what comments hon. Mem-, Antrim referred to the Monaghan case 
bers would make on the administration | very properly, and it was a — 
of justice if it were carried out in that | extraordinary proposal that an — 
way in France. ‘cation for a transfer of a licence shou 

There were, however, other portions be set aside on a case stated. At present, 
of the Bill from which he dissented in the when a licence-holder died, the licence 
strongest manner. The first proposal passed as a matter of course to heirs, 
to which he objected was that any man executors, or ASsIgNs ; but. if the rest 
who had a Parliamentary vote should tention in the Bill were established 1 
be on the jury panel. If he asked his would shake all the licensed property in 
constituents, even the humblest, whether -Ireland. It would introduce the = 
they wished to be on the jury panel, | ciple involved in Sharpe v. W akefield, “ 
to be dragged to quarter sessions and he would resist it in every way he = “ 
assizes, and to be hauled about from day Then Clause 8 provided that the Hig 
to day to suit the convenience of lawyers Court might examine evidence taken in 
and judges, they would express their an inferior court. As far as he — 
opinion in a manner which he would not | the High Court at present a _ 
appreciate, and probably the subsequent deal with matters of law, anc ee 
proceedings would interest him no more. Bill they would have the power 0 “08 
He had a case in his mind in which an with evidence. That would be in ro 
old carpenter had an ambition to be on ducing a principle which the apps 
the jury panel. His name was Flaherty, General would be glad to use on . 
and he lived in the country of the Mac-| them in political cases. With — : 
Dermotts. As his name began with F, he | Clause 11, which provided for — 
was always called on to serve, in addition | writers, that might be all very well i — 
toa number of MacDermotts. He was | shorthand writers were provided at the 
continually travelling to the county | expense of the Crown, but he was not is 
town, twenty-one miles distant, and favour of making a poor litigant pay 
often had to remain there a week, and for a shorthand writer in a case a 
the result was that he wound up by about the warranty of a cow. Clause Zs 
becoming an inmate of the local work- provided that common jurors, if : = 
house. That was what he got for his lasted longer than one day, _— we 
ambition to bea juror. He therefore was paid as special jurors. Ifa poor man a 
not going to assist to put everyman who to pay twelve guineas to a age 
was a voter on the jury panel. He did thought it would be grossly un ~ = 
not think that in ordinary civil cases) he was not in favour of it. Why sho 
there was any necessity for widening | not men with property give mr cee 
the panel so as to include every voter. their time to the administration 
He knew that in political cases the Crown | He would _be_no party to = ing ot 
would stop at nothing to procure a con- | burden off the rich man of ac - 
Vietion. If they could not get a con-'as a juror and putting “seit - 
Viction by fair means, they would get it | poor man. who would there 4 - : 
by foul means, and if not by a jury, then to waste his time. There was anothe 
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clause in the Bill providing that; Mr. DALY (Monaghan, 8.): From 


binding a man to the peace should be 
regarded as a conviction within the 
meaning of the Petty Sessions (Ireland) 
Act, and that there should be an appeal 
to quarter sessions. He had often, as a 
magistrate, bound a man to the peace, 
and he did not think that it should be 
regarded as a conviction. Such a con- 
viction might have the effect of dis- 
qualifying a man under the Local Govern- 
ment Act. Clause 14 provided that local 
government election petitions should be 
tried by no less than two commissioners. 
He thought the law as it stood, by which 
such petitions were tried by one com- 
missioner, was good enough. The cost 


my short experience of this House | 
should say there is scarcely ever a Bill 
brought in which gives satisfaction to all 
sides, and, therefore, it is not at all to be 
wondered at that my hon. friend is not 
in sympathy with the whole of this 
measure. As for the two hon. and 
learned Gentlemen who moved and 
seconded the rejection of the Bill, they 
certainly gave us a great many legal 
phrases, but I, for one, was certainly not 
able to understand what they were 
hammering at. The hon. Member for 
South Londonderry said that the new 
jurors should be consulted, but in regard 
to all these matters the people of Ireland 





of petitions, which was paid out of the | have had very little to say at all. In the 
local rates, was already enormous, and if | majority of cases in which the interests 
they doubled the cost, he did not think | and the liberties of the people of Ireland 
their constituents would thank them. | have been concerned—in matters of far 

There were fifteen clauses in the Bill, | greater importance than where they 
and he would vote against eight of them | were to be common jurymen—they have 
if they were in a Bill by themselves. | not been consulted at all. The hon. 
Having in view Ireland's experience with | Member also said it would be better to 
regard to the Malicious Injuries Clauses | have the jurors respectable and educated, 
in the Local Government Act, he felt | and that if the qualification was reduced 
that as he could not vote for this Bill | there would be a lower class admitted to 
he should explain in the clearest manner | the jury-box. I wonder at the hon. 
his objection to a number of the clauses. | Member making such a mistake as that. 
The hon. Member for North Antrim, in | In my own county the qualification for 
the usual Ulster tone, had attacked the |a petty juror, provided he is under a 
people of Leitrim, but it would be an easy | landlord, is £20, but the moment he pur- 
task to pick out twelve men at any fair in | chases his holding and becomes the owner 
Leitrim who would be as intelligent as any | of his farm he is qualified to be a juror 
twelve representatives of Unionist Ulster | if the valuation is only £10. That in 
in the House of Commons. It had been | itself is one of the absurdities of the law 
stated that the effect of the Bill would be | under which Ireland suffers. In Mona- 
to reduce Antrim to the level of Leitrim, | than five or six years ago the jurors were 
but the difference between the qualifica- | of the more educated class, but in con- 
tions was very small, and certainly not | sequence of the sale of a large number of 
sufficient to warrant the sneer at the | estates to the tenants the men who were 
county of Leitrim. As to the remark | previously excluded are at the present 
that the Bill was designed by legal | time actually trying every case in the 
gentlemen for the purpose of creating | county, and I have never heard a word 
litigation, he did not think that would be | of protest from either the Crown or any- 
borne out by the result. The effect of | body concerned in the cases as to the 
the Bill would be to make litigation twice | manner in which they have discharged 
as expensive as at present, and anything | their duties. I, therefore, think that no 
which tended in that direction deterred | mistake would be made by making the 
people from ha ving recourse to the law. | qualification for the jury panel £10 
While he was in favour of those portions in the case of common jurors. It does 
of the Bill which dealt with stand-bys. | not at all follow that because a man hasa 
contempt of court imprisonment. and | holding of a lower valuation he is not 
the repeal of the Crimes Act, he desired | as intelligent as a man with property 
to say frankly and above board that he | of a higher valuation. I hope the right 
was entirely opposed to the eight other | hon. Gentleman will accept this Bill, 
clauses. | because, although it may not be every- 


Mr. Tully. 
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thing that is desired, Amendments could 
be introduced in Committee which would 
make it acceptable to all sides. 


*Mr. ATKINSON: It is customary to 
confine the discussion on the Second | 
Reading of Bills to the consideration of | 
principles, but what is one to do when the 
Bill under discussion has no principle ? 

There is no principle in this Bill. It is 

like a bundle of sticks cut from trees of 

different growth and ages, and apparently, | 
as far as I can see, bound together with | 
only one desire, and that is to force the | 
Government to tyrannous measures in | 
Ireland. I think the hon. and learned | 
Member who introduced the measure 

has copied some of the methods of the | 
skilled apothecary. At the present time 

the most nauseous medicines are ad- 

ministered in capsules. The outer shell 

is of a negative quality, and the potent 
drug is found within. Therefore I regard 
all these clauses, to which no excep- 
tion has been taken by my hon. 
friends, as so much of the outside. The 
dish is presented like quails in aspic. 
The aspic is around, the really toothsome 
morsel is confined to the provisions about 
the qualification of jurors, and the aboli- 
tion of the right to stand jurors aside ; 
but the pith and kernel of the whole 
business is the repeal of the Crimes Act. 
I must, first of all, remark upon the pecu- 
liar silence of my right hon. friend opposite 
(theright hon. Member for North Tyrone). 
There is rarely an Irish debate in which 
the right hon. Gentleman does not give 
the House the benefit of his matured 
opinions and his vast experience. But 
he has been painfully silent upon this 
occasion. 


Mr. CLANCY (Dublin 


There is plenty of time yet. 


*Mr. ATKINSON: He could have given 
us information of the utmost import- 
ance on this question of so-called jury- 
packing. Thirty years ago he approved 
of it, and certainly eight years ago the 
Administration of which he was a member 
practised it, and practised it to a far 
greater extent that it was ever practised 
by, I believe, any Government during the 
last fiftv vears. I remember that in one 
case the Administration of which the 
right hon. Gentleman was a member 


Co., N.): 


stood by forty seven jurors out of a, 
panel of seventy-one, and in all my expe- | the means of excluding members of that 
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rience—and I have been responsible for 
the administration of the criminal law in 
Ireland for nearly seven years—I cannot 
find an instance in which so large a pro- 
portion of jurors were challenged. How- 
ever, as I say, the right hon. Gentleman 
has not given us his views upon that 
matter. 

The hon. and learned Member who has 
introduced this Bill has selected not only 
controversial topics, but I might almost 
say that he has selected all the exciting 
and combustive topics in Irish polities. 
He has left out the Catholic university, 
the land question, and industrial schools, 
but, with those exceptions, he has really 
not omitted one of the questions which 
raise so much excitement and heat in 
Ireland. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: That is a great 


compliment to me. 


*Mr. ATKINSON: And he has wrapped 
all this up in the harmless envelope 
to which | have referred. It is often said 
that if you make an Irishman logical 
you spoil him, and there is a great deal of 
truth in the statement. But why has 
the hon. and learned Member, who in- 
troduced this Bill by the preface that 
owing to the provisions of the Jurors 
lauses of 1876 Roman Catholics were 
excluded from the jury-box all over 
Ireland by reason of the qualification 
lain down by that Act, left the qualifica- 
tion in every county in Ireland exactly 
as it at present stands ? The qualification 
for common jurors in every county in 
Ireland is left under this Bill precisely 
as it is in the Act of 1876. If there 
is one word of truth in all this parrot 
repetition about insults to Catholies. 
why does the hon. and learned Member 


perpetuate the present state of things ! 


214 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: Then pass the 
Bill if it is all right. 


*Mr. ATKINSON: The hon. and 
learned Member said that the seale laid 
down in the Act of 1876 for the different 
counties in Ireland was an insult to 
Catholics. If he believes that, instead of 
merely taking up this parrot ery of 
insults to Catholics in the administration 
of the law. why has he not had the 
courage of his opinions, and sought to 
change the qualification which he says is 
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faith from the jury box? He leaves it ; qualifications described in the Bill, and 
absolutely untouched. That qualifica-| those are the qualifications which the 
tion was introduced because it was found hon. and learned Member leaves un- 
that the qualifications for jurors intro- touched. He says that by these qualifi- 
duced by the Acts of 1871 and 1873 were | cations Roman Catholics are excluded 
altogether inadequate to secure jurors of from the jury-box. Mr. Morphy, Crown 
intelligence and independence sufficient Solicitor for Clare and Kerry, gave evi- 
to enable them to discharge their duty. dence before the Commission of 1881, 
There is a story told, and I believe there and said that in Clare and Kerry, under 
is some truth in it, that in a western the act of 1876, 80 per cent. of the jury 
county of Ireland, when a jury were panel were farmers. Does anybody who 
summoned for the first time after the knows Ireland say that 80 per cent. of 
Act of 1871 was passed, they were scat- the jurors of Clare and Kerry are 
tered about the court, and it was im- Protestants—or even 1 per cent.? I under- 
possible to get them together. After stand that the accusation about jury- 
being sworn, the judge said, “ Now packing was that whereas the majority 
gentlemen, you must take your accus- of the panel are Roman Catholics, they 
tomed places,” and several of them went all have to stand by in order that the 
into the dock. At all events, in the two | Protestant residuum may be on the 
years following the passing of that Act jury. According to the contention of 
the qualification was found to be too the hon. and learned Gentleman oppo- 
low to secure jurors of intelligence site, under the Act of 1876 the majority 
and independence suitable for the dis- | of the men on the panel are Protestants, 
charge of the duty. I remember and the other contention is a mere 
perfectly well that I was in practice on figment. If I put aside all the Roman 
the Munster Circuit when this law was (Catholics in order to get the Protestant 
introduced, and there used to be trial residuum it is perfectly absurd to say that 
of strength amongst us as to how long there is on the panel a Roman Catholic 
we could speak to the jurors in words residuum and a Protestant majority. 
not exceeding two syllables. We called Both contentions cannot be accurate. 
our addresses * Plain words to plain’ The hon. and learned Member says the 
men,” and we used to see who could speak Roman Catholics are boycotted. I have 
longest without using a word of three before given reasons to show that that 
syllables. Instead of using the phrase) js perfectly absurd in, I should think, 
* Gentlemen of the jury,” we were driven at all events twenty-five or twenty-six 
to resort to the formula, ** You who are | counties in Ireland. It cannot be so in 
sworn to try this case.’ The qualifica- | any county in Connaught, or in Munster 
tion was raised by the Act of 1873, and orin Leinster. It is absolutely impossible 
again by the Act of 1876. Before the that men under the qualification laid 
Act of 1876 was passed a Committee down in the Act can be anything but 
of great authority sat and, with great Roman Catholies in a considerable 
elaboration, inquired into this question. majority of the counties in Ireland. | 
Several witnesses were examined, amongst quite admit that this juror qualification 
them being the right hon. Gentleman js not an ideal test of a man’s fitness. 
opposite (the right hon. Member for Very often a man with a high qualifica- 
North Tyrone). I will not refer to the tion is not as intelligent or as independent 
evidence at present, but the point of it as a man with a lower qualification. 
was that a change in the qualification But it is a rough rule, and the only rule ; 
was desirable. The change in the quali- _and that there should be a property 
fication was not by any means, to a great qualification for the service of jurors 
extent, in the direction of an increase jis a rule which has been adopted both in 
of the rating valuation. The qualifica- | this country and in Ireland from the 
tion of the juror who occupied premises earliest times. In Dublin it sometimes 
in towns was lowered and the qualifiea- works in the most extraordinary way, and 
tion of a juror occupying premises in the the special jurors are often of a very in- 
country was raised. The qualification | different class, because owing to the high 
of treeholders remained the same for all yaluation such persons as market gar- 
the counties in Ireland. Those are the i deners who live in the vicinity of Dublin 

Mr. Atkinson, 
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of men of a superior class. 
But the real test in all cases is, Does the 


standard of selection supply you with an | 


adequate number of jurors? If so, 


the higher the standard the eben, | 


becatise the wealthier the jurors are the 
greater the probability that they will be 
intelligent and independent. Owing, 
however, to the varying conditions of 
counties in Ireland, it is impossible to set 
the same standard for all, because in 
some counties under one particular 
standard the number of jurors would be 
too few. The standard has, therefore, 
been varied from county to county so as 
to secure a qualification which will give 
an adequate number of jurors. While 
the hon. and learned Gentleman was 
referring to Thom’s Directory, I en- 
dea voured to follow him through the 
different counties as*given before the 
Committee in 1873. — 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: 
Return “ 1887. 


*Mr. ATKINSON: I only intend to 
show what a small difference the change 
in the qualification made. Before the 
passing of the Act of 1873 there were 
730 common jurors in Louth and 203 
special jurors. Therefore, the change 
introduced by the Act of 1876 made 
very little difference indeed in the 
number of jurors. That number is 
quite adequate, because it cannot be 
contended that 730 is too small a number 
for ordinary jurors for such a small 
county, or that 200 is not a sufficient 
number of special jurors. I do not 
suppose that in the county of Louth 
there is one case in ten years in which a 
special jury is required. 

The hon. and learned Member also 
expressed regret that there had been no 
progress in judicial reform in Ireland 
for the last half century. I really do not 
know to what he can possibly refer. The 
history of judicial reform in Ireland is 
that it has gone on pari passu with 
judicial reform in England. Starting 
from 1852, there was Jarvis’s Act in 
England followed by the Petty Sessions 
Act in Ireland; in 1865 there was the 
Chancery Regulation Act in England 
followed by a similar Act in Ireland ; and 
the same has been the case with other 


I quoted from a 
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get on the jury panel to the exclusion | Acts. 
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The English Acts have been 
applied to Ireland. 
| 


| Mr. T. M. HEALY: With all the good 
English provisions omitted. 


*Mr. ATKINSON: That I entirely 
deny. The Acts are, on broad lines, 
identical. Hon. Members opposite are 


constantly saying that such and such 
a thing is done in Ireland, but is not done 
in England. There is a great difference 
between England and Ireland, but the 
greatest difference is in the hon. Gentle- 
men themselves and their opinions. 
Hon. Members profess to possess the 
confidence of the Irish people. You 
have them preaching to-day that a 
certain class of crime is no crime ; that 
the people are justified in defeating the 
law when an attempt is made to put 
it in force; that it is a duty to 
themselves and their country to try 
to defeat that law, to make government 
impossible, and to force the administra- 
tion to resort to methods of tyranny. 
It is absurd to ask, while these doctrines 
are being preached, and while these 
courses of conduct are pursued, that the 
same methods should be followed in 
Ireland as in this country, where trial 
by jury is based upon the only sate 
foundation, namely, that of a stratum 
of society which approves of the law 


as it exists and is willing to 
share honestly and fearlessly in the 


administration of justice. That makes 
all the difference. Therefore, when hon. 
Gentlemen say that there is no chal- 
lenging of jurors in England—which, 
by the way, is a mistake—I would ask 
as I have asked before, Does the history 
of England furnish any instance within 
the last half-century of a juror being 
murdered or maimed simply for doing 
his duty? Does it suggest any case of 
a juror being threatened for doing his 
duty? I have known jurors to be 
threatened within ten yards of the jury- 
box after the delivery of their verdict. 
Does it supply any case of jurors being 
canvassed as they are canvassed in 
Ireland? Before this Committee of 
1881, Mr. Morphy, Crown, Solicitor for 
Kerry and Clare, gave evidence, and said 
that when there was for trial a case 
that excited popular interest, the sheriff 
could not supply the demands from 
all over the country for copies of the 
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printed panel. — For what purpose downwards, who ever said that it was 
were those copies wanted? The next possible to administer justice in Ireland 


time hon. Members denounce me for 
standing up to defend those subordi- 
nates of mine who refuse to put into 
the box men who are terrified or intimi- 
dated in order that they should not give 
a fair verdict, or who are prejudiced 
to such a degree that they will not give 
a fair verdict according to the evidence, 
let them explain how it is that in a 
remote county, such as Kerry or Clare, 
the moment a man is charged with a 
popular crime the sheriff cannot supply 
sufficient copies of the printed panel. 
I say that those copies of the panel were 
wanted for the purpose of canvassing 
and intimidation. The same district 
supplies a humorous illustration of what 
sometimes occurs when jurors are about 
to be sworn. In Tralee not long ago 
a case was about to be tried. A juror 
came forward, and the solicitor for the 
accused, who generally was very well 
informed as to the feelings of the jury, 
made a mistake. The Crown attempted 
to challenge, but the solicitor for the 
accused jumped too soon. He chal- 
lenged the juror, whereupon the man 
in a tone of indignant remonstrance 
said, “What do you mean? Sure, 
wasn t I for the prisoner ? ” 


Mr. FLAVIN (Kerry, N.): Who is 
the author of that story ? a Conserva- 
tive lawyer ? 


*Mr. ATKINSON : It is perfectly true. 


Mr. FLAVIN: Yes, 


tive lawyer. 


by a Conserva- 


*Mr. ATKINSON: That man was a 
Roman Catholic, and if the prisoner's 
solicitor had waited for a few moments, 
that would have been represented here 
as an insult to the Catholic religion. 
It is ridiculous to say that it is not abso- 
lutely necessary to use this power. I 
have read through the greater part of 
these Blue-books of the evidence given 
before the different Commissions. I 
will not occupy the time of the House 
by quoting, but I repeat the challenge 
I have made on former occasions. and 
that is for any hon. Member to point 
to any statement by a responsible person, 


from my right hon. friend opposite | 


Mr. Atkinson. 


without this power. I thank the hon, 
Member for North Cork for the illustra- 
tion he has given me. He referred to an 
instance of the insult and the injustice 
done to Catholic jurors by setting them 
aside. What are the facts in that par- 
ticular case? The jury who tried the 
man was composed of six Catholics and 
six Protestants. I am waiting for a 
retractation. 


Mr. FLYNN: My point was that 
sixty jurors were challenged, and that 
I say was a gross outrage. 


*Mr. ATKINSON: That was not the 
point. The point was that it was an 
insult to Roman Catholics and that it 
was resented as such. That is an in- 
stance of the recklessness and disregard 
of fact with which these accusations are 
made. The only Catholics who were 
insulted were insulted by the prisoners, 
if it be an insult to set a man aside or 
to object to him. I have already re- 
ferred to the suggestion that it is an 
insult. I say that it is not an insult. 
I have known—and the experience of 
the present Solicitor General for Eng- 
land coincides with mine—I have known 
men to go to the Crown solicitor and 
beg to be challenged, and I have seen 
the same men take part in meetings 
the next day to denounce that practice. 


Mr. FLAVIN : 


prosecuted ! 


Why were they not 


*Mr. ATKINSON: That is a conun- 
drum. If they committed an offence, 
it was the offence of extreme hypocrisy, 
and that fortunately is not a criminal 
offence in Ireland. 

To come to the clauses, the Bill deals 
with such inconsistent things as the 
qualification of jurors, cases stated in 
licensing cases, the question of stand- 
bys, the repeal of the Crimes Act, election 
petitions, and the payments of jurors. 
[ pass now from the first section, and | 
come to Section 2, which provides for 
the abolition of grand juries. As in 
other cases of this kind. I find each clause 
is insulated from the other clauses. 
This section deals with the finding of a 
true Bill by a grand jury ; and declares 
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that this shall not be necessary upon the 
indictment or trial of any accused person. | 
It is held by high authorities that the | 
present practice in Ireland in regard 
to grand juries is a great security to the 
citizens. I quite admit that in Ireland, 
where every prosecution is undertaken 
by the Crown, and where there are no 
dangers whatever which a grand jury 


cannot guard against, a great deal might | 


be said tor this clause, at all events in 
regard to quarter sessions, because the 
Local Government Act of 1898 severed 
altogether the fiscal functions of the 
grand jury from the discharge of their 
duty in criminal cases, and this really 
was to prevent vindictive and unjust 
prosecutions. Clause 3 deals with ‘‘stand 
bys,’ and abolishes them, but I have 
already dealt with this question. In 
regard to appeals in criminal causes 
and matters provided for in Clause 4 
I presume the hon. Member for North 
Louth refers to the section of the Judica- 
ture Act of 1877. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY: It is mentioned 


in the clause. 


*Mr. ATKINSON : The obvious policy 

of the Judicature Acts is practically to 
pass by criminal proceedings and deal 
with civil proceedings. It may be 
perfectly true that the law with regard 
to criminal proceedings is in a most 
anomalous condition at the present 
time. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: What attempt 
do you make to remedy it ? 


*Mr. ATKINSON : I think it would 
be a most anomalous state of things 
that there should be a new trial in such 
cases. With regard to the 5th Section 
dealing with the duration of contempt 
of Court orders, it has nothing to do, 
with what has gone before or what 

follows. People do not distinguish be- 
tween what contempt of court really is. 
In many eases where contempt of court 
is applied it is really only a way of carry- 
ing out and enforcing the orders of the 
court. The hon. and learned gentleman 

opposite says he has no objection to 
detaulting trustees or executors being 
sent te goal, but there are many other 
forms of contempt of court. For instance, 
there is“ the ‘ordinary case of bank- | 


{15 May 1901} 





(Ireland) Bill. 222 


ruptcy where a witness refuses to answer 
a most vital question, and where a man 
refuses to make a full disclosure of his 
liabilities. The only way to meet such 
cases is*to commit the person for cons 
tempt in case of a refusal to answer. 
There is another form of contempt 
which is an entirely different thing, 
and that is the contempt which con- 
sists in commenting in a newspaper 
to the prejudice of a pending case. I do 
not think that this mischief can be 
exaggerated. I think it is an evil that, 
so far from diminishing, is growing 
day by day. I think there is not a 
case in this country which excites popular 
attention and popular interest in regard 
to which there are not most unfair and 
unjust comments made by the public 
press. I cannot conceive a meaner and 
a baser crime than that of any proprietor 
of a public journal, for the purpose of 
selling that journal, publishing damag- 
ing details about the life of some wretched 
man who stands accused of a crime for 
which, in the event of a conviction, his 
life would be forfeited. Lord Black- 
burn has laid down that once a criminal 
cause comes into court the accused has 
the right to have his case tried without 
interference and without hostile comment, 
I do not think, that, so far from weaken- 
ing the law here or in Ireland, any change 
is desirable except a change in the direc- 
tion of strengthening the law. This is 
a crime which is an indictable offence, 
but, as is pointed out by Lord Blackburn, 
procedure by indictment would be no 
remedy at all, because all the mischiet 
would be done before you could prefer 
an indictment. The trial will proceed 
and the jury will come into the box 
prejudiced against the accused. To 
limit the period of imprisonment in 


eases of contempt of court to three 


months, and thus to deprive the Court 


of the power to stop or to punish com- 


ments that prejudge the merits of a 
case, would be a great mistake. If there 
is any change at all it ought to be in the 
direction of strengthening the law so 
that the moment a case comes into 
court it may he fought out between 
the parties upon the evidence, and no 
comments on one side or the other should 
be allowed to prejudice the case. Of all 
forms of trial, trial by newspaper is the 
worst. 
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I pass now to the proposal to repeal 
the Criminal Law and Procedure (Ire- 
land) Act, 1887. Many hon. Members 
have referred to the fact that crime is 
diminishing in Ireland. ‘That is, for- 
tunately, true; but how long that 


will be so I cannot say. I know 
that many of the leaders of the 
Nationalist party have given advice 


which, if followed, would lead to 
an entirely different result. Some hon. 
Members opposite have advised the 
people to carry out the practices of the 
Land League. I have read in a speech 
made by the hon. Member for Water- 
ford that it is the intention of the Nation- 
alist party to make the Government 
of Ireland by present methods impossible, 
both in the House of Commons and in 
Ireland. I do not know how soon that 
ambition may bring his followers into 
direct conflict with the law, and disturb 
peace ; but, if that be so, it would be an 
act of imbecility on the part of the 
Government to deprive themselves of a 
weapon which, since it has been forged, 
no Government has ever found itself 
in a position to dispense with. It is now 


in abeyance, and I sincerely hope and | 
trust it will long be allowed to remain | 


But it is well that people | : 
: peeP’ hon. Member had given security for his 


in abeyance. 
should know that if the advice of the hon. 
Member for Waterford is taken, and if 
recourse is had to those methods, the 
sword will be unsheathed again, no 
doubt with the same good results. 
not think it is necessary for me to refer 
to the proposed clauses in regard to the | 
detention of jurors in felony trials, 
shorthand notes in civil actions, or to the 
clause dealing with the payment of 
common jurors. 

The only other clause I will refer to 
is Section 13, which deals with appeals | 
in recognisances cases. It provides 
that— 

* An order of justices requiring a person to | 
give sureties of the peace or to be of good | 
behaviour is hereby declared to bea conv iction | 
or order within the meaning of the Petty | 
Sessions (Ireland) Act, 1851, and an appeal to | 
quarter sessions shall lie in every case from | 
any such order. 

Before any person is required to give security 
as aforesaid he may examine witnesses on his | 
own behalf, and if such person so elects such 
person or the husband or wife of such person 
may be examined as a witness.” 


f am altogether against this provision. 
Both in England and Ireland this corre- 
Mr. Atkinson, 
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‘sponds in a great degree, and carries out 

Sub-clause 2 of Clause 13. It must be 
remembered that the binding over of 
people to keep the peace is merely a 
measure of prevention. It may be im- 
posed upon a man whether he is guilty or 
not, and so far as that goes, even if a man 
be acquitted he may be bound over 
to keep the peace for a very good reason. 
This is not done because the man has 
committed a crime, but because he may 
| do so, and if that man shows a tendency 
to commit crime, in mercy to himself 
very often he is put under a rule to re- 
strain him. That is a very common case 
in Ireland. 

Mr. CULLINAN (Tipperary, 8): 
That charge was brought against me, 
and I was sent to prison for it. 

*Mr. ATKINSON: That is only a 
proof in part of what I say, that a person 
may not have committed a crime, and 
y.t it may be most desirable that he 
should be restrained from committing 
crime in the future. 


Mr. CULLINAN : 


imprisonment. 


*Mr. ATKINSON: Yes, but if the 


I did two months 


good behaviour he could have avoided 
imprisonment, and it is not for me to 
state whether he took that course as a 
matter of prudence or on the contrary. 
I have now said nearly all I have got to 
say upon this Bill. Of course it is abso- 
_lutely impossible for the Government to 
accept this measure. It deprives them 
of many of the most important provisions 
according to the concurrent 
| testimony of every person with a know- 
ledge of the difficulties that surround the 
administration of the law in Ireland, it is 


| absolutely essential to preserve, and of a 


| weapon which no administration has 
ever thought itself justified in dispensing 
with. Under these circumstances, I 
shall support the motion of my hon. 
friend for the rejection of this Bill. 


*Mr. HEMPHILL (Tyrone): My right 


hon. friend seemed very anxious that I 


should inflict some observations upon the 


| House in thepresent debate, and inthat he 
| follows the example of myhon.and learned 


_ friend who moved the rejection of this 
Bill. It is a favourite mode of defence of 
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he present Government, or that portion 
of it to which the Government of Ireland 
is entrusted, that whenever any charge 
is brought against their administration 
of Irish affairs, and whenever they feel 
at a loss to givean answer to that charge, 
they turn to the benches opposite and 
say,; We have only done what has been 
done by the right hon. Gentlemen on the 
Front Opposition Bench.” But I think 
the time has gone by for dealing with 
Irish ‘questions in that spirit, and that 
whatever the effect of it may be upon the 
statesmanship of individuals, this House 
now is bound to deal with Irish questions 
on their merits, and quitein dependently 
of how they have been dealt with by 
Ministers on either side. 


I congratulate my right hon. and learned 
friend, because in his very able speech 
he seems to have achieved what a great 
statesman once alleged to be an im- 
possibility, namely, to indict a nation. 
His entire argument with reference to 
the jury clauses of this Bill came to this— 
that it is impossible to administer English 
law in Ireland without resorting to the 
system of jury-packing. Is not that a 
terrible confession for an English states- 
man to make in the House of Commons ? 
Is not that an admission that the entire 
system of English Government has 
broken down in Ireland ?—and_ that 
admission made upon the floor of the 
House of Commons will be disseminated 
through every part of the country to- 
morrow morning, and will not be accom- 
panied by any suggestion of a remedy for 
that state of things; nor is any mode 
pointed out by which it can be shown 
that at least three-fourths of the Irish 
people who are Roman Catholics can be 
dealt with on an equality with their Eng- 
lish and Scotch fellow-subjects. I say 
that is a lamentable admission, and I do 
not believe that the resources of states- 
manship are so utterly exhausted that 
no remedy can be devised for that state 
of things. Unquestionably there are 
cases, and have been cases, in the Admini- 
stration of which I was a very humble 
member, in which, following the bad 
example of our Tory predecessors—an 
example recognised in the old days before 
the Union in Ireland, and which has been 
followed up ever since—we assumed aright 
which the law on!y nominally gives to the 
Crown of challenging jurors. 
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‘no doubt that that error may have been 
fallen into, but I am perfectly satisfied 
that it was only upon very rare and 
extreme occasions. What I want this 
House to do is to give this Bill a Second 
Reading in order that the whole question 
may befully discussed, particularly in refer- 
ence tothe clause about the abolition of 
stand-bys and grand juries. It was an 
evasion originally, because, as was pointed 
out by the hon. and learned Member for 
North Louth in his very able speech, 
the Statute law provided that the 
Crown should not have any such 
right of challenge. Nevertheless, in 
Ireland this law was very soon 
set aside, and juror after juror was 
asked to stand by until the whole 
panel was exhausted, and where the 
panel was long the Crown were thus 
able generally to get twelve men to 
' their own liking before they came to the 
‘last name on the list. When the panel 
'was exhausted they called the jurors 
over again, and only then is the 
Crown called upon to show cause for 


objecting. The common law of Eng- 
land was evaded, although it was 


fair in its principles, and if it had been 
left to operate without the interference of 
ingenious and astute lawyers, we never 
should have been in this condition with 
regard tothe system. ‘Time will not allow 
me to go in any detail into this ques- 
tion, but I ask the House to give this 
Bill a Second Reading, because in Com- 
mittee the whole question can be fully and 
exhaustively dealt with. In Committee 
some Member may get up and be able to 
reconcile trial by jury with reality, and 
not continue it as at present, for it is in 
reality merely a sham. 

I pass from that part of the Bill to the 
proposed amendment of jurors’ qualifica- 
tions. I find that Clause 1 reduces the 
qualification from £20 to £10. This is a 

clause upon which there may be some 
‘difference of opinion, but it is one well 
‘deserving of the consideration of the 
| House, and it can be dealt with either by 
adoption in toto or by adopting a less 
qualification than the one which at 
| present exists, but not so low as that 
‘indicated in this first section. That is a 
| question which should be fully discussed 
‘in Committee. I confess with regard 
to the law of contempt of court that there 
does not appear to be much difference 











227 Legal Procedure {COMMONS} (Lreland) Bill. 998 
on either side of the House. [admit that | and on all public occasions, I do not 
this law of contempt must continue to | know to what pass this country would 
exist, and the power must be retained | be reduced. Under the existing state of 
by every court to commit for contempt | things it is very hard for anything like a 
calculated to lower the court in the esti- strong or democratic opinion to prevail, 
mation of the public. I do not thins, | because in this House we have a majority 
however, that any individuals should | who follow the Administration of the day, 
have the power, which they have at | no matter how they may differ in opinion 
present, of sending a few fellow subjects 'from some of the measures proposed. 
to gaol for an indefinite period. In this! When a Bill is passed in this House by 
respect this Bill deserves the most careful | the existing Ministry it is sure to be 
attention on the part of the House. | adopted by the House of Commons, no 
‘Three mouths is the limit provided in the | matter how it may run against our 
Bill, and it is put in italies, and that | preconceived notions of what constitutes 
period may be raised or lowered by the | the greatness of the British Empire. | 
Committee. We are all agreed that the | think the power of attachment should be 
powers should be preserved, but we say | limited, and I believe that is the general 
that there should be some limit put upon | opinion of almost every educated man, 
the discretion of the judge who pro-| whether he is a lawyer or not, who has 
nounces the sentence. I think that the/| discussed this subject on any serious 
attack upon the press made by my right | occasion. In regard to other matters, 
hon. friend, whose power of sarcasm and| such as about the right of appeal, 
vituperation I have often had occasion |[ think my right hon. friend said 
in other places to admire, was rather out |that some of them are useful and 





of place here in considering this question 
as to the duration of contempt of court 
The question is whether a limit 
should be put upon the duration of the | detail. 
punishment which the court may inflict 
I agree with my 
right hon. friend that it is wrong for 


orders. 


for contempt of court. 
matters still pending 
court to be 


the press, but that is 


than that of crushing and muzzling the 
press, for if we do not have a free press 
to criticise, and to throw a strong light 
upon what takes place not only in courts 
of justice, butin the Houses of Parliament, | 226. 


Abraham, William(Cork,N. E.) 
Abraham William (Rhondda) 
Allan, William Gateshead) 
Asher, Alexander 

Ashton, Thomas Gair 

Austin, Sir John 

Barlow, John Emmott 

Bell, Richard 

Blake, Edward 

Boland, John 

Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Burke, E. Haviland- 

Burns, John 

‘aldwell, James 

‘ameron, Robert 

ampbell, John (Armagh, 8.) 
‘arew, James Laurence 
‘arvill, PatrickGeo. Hamilton 
‘auston, Richard Knight 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Colville, John 

Craig, Robert Hunter 


Mr. Hemphill. 


~~ 


~ 


commented 


before the 





AYES. 
Crombie, John William 
Daly, James 
Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Dewar, JohnA.(Inverness-sh. ) 
Donelan, Captain A. 
Doogan, P. C. 
Dunn, Sir William 
Emmott, Alfred 
Esmonde, Sir Thomas 
Evans, Sir F. H. (Maidstone) 
Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan) 
Ffrench, Peter 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Fuller, J. M. F. 
Furnesss, Sir Christopher 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Grant, Corrie 
Gurdon, Sir W. Brampten 
Harwood, George 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Hayne,Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 


others perhaps were not so good. 
the provision relating to shorthand notes 
in civil actions, that is a matter of mere 
On the whole, I 
underlies this Bill a great principle that 
something must be done to ensure the 
administration of justice in Lreland on 
the lines of the English system without 
upon inj} resorting to means which, if they were 
a lesser evil| had recourse to in England, would pro- 
duce little short of a revolution. 





As to 


think there 


Question put. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 102 ; Noes, 
(Division List No. 187.) 


Hayter, Rt. Hn. Sir Arthur D 
Hemphill, Rt. Hn. Charles H. 
Hope, John Deans (life, W.) 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Jacoby, James Alfred 
Jameson, Major J. Eustace 
Joicey, Sir James 

Jones, D. Brynmor (Swansea) 
Jones, William (Carnarvonsh. 
Joyce, Michael 
Kay-Shuttleworth, Rt HnSirU 
Kearley, Hudson E. 
Kinloch,SirJohnGeorgeSmyth 
Langley, Batty 

Leamy, Edmund 

Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Leng, Sir John 

Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 
M‘Crae, George 

M‘Laren, Charles Benjamin 
Markham, Arthur Basil 








929 


Moone 
Morga 
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Nusse 
0’Brie 
0’Con: 
0’Kell 
0’Mar 
Palme 
Partin 
Pease, 
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Cross, 
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Crossle 
Dalryr 
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Dickso 
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Digby, 





es, 








999 Legal Procedure 


Mooney, John J. 

Morgan, J. L. (Carmarthen) 
Moulton, John Fletcher: 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
(’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
0’Connor, James(Wicklow, W. 
0’Kelly,James(Roscommon,N 
0’Mara, James 
Palmer,SirCharlesM (Durham 
Partington, Oswald 

Pease, Alfred E. (Cleveland) 


Acland-Hood, Capt.SirAlexF’. 
Age-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Aird, Sir John 

Allsopp, Hon. George 
Anstruther, H. T. 

Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 

Ashmea 1-Bartlett, Sir Ellis 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bain, Col. James Robert 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Balearres, Lord 

Baldwin, Alfred 

Balfour, Rt. Hon. A.J.(Mane’r) 
Balfour,Capt. C. B. en 
Balfour, Rt HnGerald W(Leeds 
Balfour, Maj. K. R.(Christch.) 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Bartley, George C. T. 
Bathurst, Hon. Allen B. 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C, 
Bigwood, James 

Bill, Charles 

Blundell, Col. Henry 

Bond, Edward 

Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Bowles,Capt. H. F(. Middlesex) 
Brassey, Albert 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brookfield, Colonel Montagu 
Bro wn, AlexanderH (Shropsh. 
Brymer, William Ernest 

Ball, William Janes 
Campbell, RtHn.J A(Glasgo w) 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cavendish, V.C. W. (Derbysh.) 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hon.J.(Birm. 
Chamberlain,J Austen (Wore’r 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 
Cochrane, Hn. Thos. H. A. E. 
Cohen, Benjamin L. 

Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colston, Chas. Edw.H. Athole 
Cook, Sir Frederick Lucas 
Corbett, A. Cameron(Glasgow) 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cranborne, Viscount 

Cripps, Charles Alfred 

Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Cross, Herb.Shepherd (Bolton) 
Crossley, Sir Savile 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Denny, Col. 

Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Digby, John K. D. Wingtield- 
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Philipps, John Wynford 
Redmond,JohnE. (Waterford) 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Reid, Sir R. T. (Dumfries) 
Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Robson, William Snowdon 
Roe, Sir Thomas 
Samuel, S. M. (Whitechapel) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Soares, Ernest J. 
Stevenson, Francis S. 
Sullivan, Donal 
Thomas, Abel(Carmarthen, E.) 
NOES. 
Dimsdale, Sir JosephCocklield | 
Doringtor, Sir John Edward 
Doughty, George 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxford,Sir William Theodore 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Durning- lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Dyke, Rt. Hon. Sir Wm. Hart 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Faber, George Denison 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, George H. 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Fletcher, Sir Henry 
Flower, Ernest 
Forster, Henry William 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Garfit, William 
Gibbs,Hn A.G.H.(CityofLond, 
Godson, Sir Augustus Fred. 
Gordon, Hn.J.E.(Elgin& Nairn 
Goschen, Hn. Geo. Joachim 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Green, Walford D( Wednesbury 
Greene,SirE. W(B’rysEdmnds 
Greene, Henry D. (Shrewsb’ry 
Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Groves, James Grimble 
Hain, Edward 
Hall, Edward Marshall 
Hamilton, RtHnLrdG. (Midd’x 
Hamilton, Mary. of(L’donderry 
Hanbury,Rt. Hon. Robert Wim. 
Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Haslam, Sir Alfred S. 
Hay, Hn, Claude George 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Helder, Augustus 
Hoare, E. Brodie (Hampstead) 
Hoare, Sir Samuel (Norwich) 
Hope, J. F.(Shettield Brightside 
Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Henry 
Howard John(KentFaversh’m 
Hozier, Hon. James Hy. Cecil 
Hutton, John (Yorks., N.R.) 
Jackson, Rt. Hn. Wm. Lawies 
Jessel, Capt. Herbert Merton 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Kennaway,Rt. HonSirJohnH. 
Kenyon, Hn. G. T. (Denbigh( 
Keswick, William 
Kimber, Henry 
King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Law, Andrew Bonar 
Lawrence, Wm. F.( Liverpool) 
Lawson, John Grant 
Lee, A. H. (Hants, Fareham) 
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| Thomas, David Alfred(Merth’r) 


‘Tomkinson, James 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Ure, Alexander 
Wallace, Robert 
Walton,J ohnLawson(Leeds,S. 
Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan 
Woodhouse,SirJ.'T.( Huda’ fi'ld 
Young, Samuel (Cavan, East) 
Yoxall, James Henry 
TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Mr. T. M. Healy and Mr. 
Clancy. 


Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Long, Col. Chas. W. (Evesham) 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter(Bristol,S 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowe, Francis William 

Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas, Col. Francis( Lowestoft) 
Lucas, ReginaldJ (Portsmouth) 
Macartney, Rt. Hn. W.G. E. 
Maelver, David (Liverpool) 
Maconochie, A. W. 
M*Arthur,Charles (Liverpool) 
M-Calmont,Col.J.(Antrim,E. ) 
M‘ Iver, Sir L.(Edinburgh, W.) 
M‘Killop, James(Stirlingshire 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Maxwell, RtHnSirH.E/ Wigt'n 
Maxwell, W..j. H.(Dunmfries. ) 
Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 
Middlemore, Jvbn T’. 
Milmay, Francis Bingham 
Milton, Viscount 
Milward, Col. Victor 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Montagu, Hon. J. S. (Hants. ) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Morgan, HnFred.{Monm'thsh. 
Morton, A. H. A. (Deptford) 
Mount, William Arthur 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray (C, 
Murray, Rt. Hn. A. G. (Bute) 
Marray,Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Myers, William Henry 
Newdigate,Francis Alexander 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
O'Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Parkes, Ebenezer 

Pemberton, John S. G, 
Pilkington, Lt.-Col. Richard 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Quilter, Sir Cuthbert 

Ran lles, John S. 

Rankin, Sir James 
Reid, James (Greenock) 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Rentoul, James Alexander 
tenwick, George 

Ridley, Hon. M. W. (Stalybr. ) 
Ridley,S. Forde(BethnalGreen 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Robinson, Brooke : 
Round, James 

Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Sadler, Col. Saml. Alexander 
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Samuel, Harry S. (Limehouse , 


Seely, Chas. Hilton (Lincoln) 
Sharpe, William Edward T, 
Shaw-Stewart,M.H. (Renfrew) | 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Smith, HC(North’mbTyneside 
Smith,JamesParker(Lanarks) | 
Spear, John Ward 
Spencer, Ernest(W. Bromwich) | 
Stanley, Hn. Arthur(Ormskirk 
Stewart,SirMarkJ.M ‘Taggart 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Stroyan, John 


Adjournment of 
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Talbot,Rt. Hn.J.G.(OxPdUni 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Tuke, Sir John Batty 
Valentia, Viscount 
Vincent,ColSirC.E.H(Sh’fii’ld) 
Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 
Walrond,Rt.Hn.SirWilliamH. 
Warde, Col. C. E. 

Wason, John C. (Orkney) 
Welby, Lt.-Col. AC E(Taunton 
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Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, Col. R. (Dorset) 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson, A.Stanley (York,E.R.) 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wilson,J.W.(Worcestersh.,N, 
Wilson-Todd, Wm. H.(Yorks.) 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E. K.(Bath 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
TELLERS FOR THE NoEs— 
Mr. William Moore and 








Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley | Whiteley,H. (Ashton-u.-Lyne Mr. John Gordon. 


Main question, as amended, put and | Report to lie upon the Table, and to be 
agreed to ; Second Reading put off for six | printed. [No. 175.] 


months. PUBLIC PETITIONS COMMITTEE. 


Sixth Report brought up, and read; 
| to lie upon the Table, and to be printed, 


| BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE—THE ARMY 
ORGANISATION RESOLUTION. 

Motion made, and Question proposed.| On the motion for the adjournment 

“That the Bill be now read a second | of the House. 

time.’ *Sir J. DICKSON-POYNDER (Wilt- 
Objection having been taken to the | shire, Chippenham): May I be  per- 

Second Reading— | mitted to ask the Leader of the House a 
Tue PRESIDENT or tHe LOCAL | Question with regard to the debate upon 


GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. Watter | the Army resolution to-morrow? I 
Lone, Bristol, S.): I hope the hon. | wish to ask whether, in view of the fact 


Member will not press his objection to the | that so many hon. Members on this side 
Second Reading of this Bill. The prin- | desire to speak upon this question, and 
ciple contained in it is one which has met | View of its great importance, the First 
with general acceptance on the part of ord of the Treasury can see his way to 
the friendly societies of the country. | allow the discussion to be prolonged over 
It is a measure which has been considered | to-morrow, and allow us to have another 
most carefully this year. Lagreethatthe|4ay for the consideration of this im- 
Bill will require some Amendment, | portant matter. 
because I am not quite sure that as itis) Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I quite recog- 
drafted at present it carries out pre-|nise that there has been some natural 
cisely the objects which the promoters | disappointment in connection with the 
desire. Under these circumstances I do | debate, and that many hon. Gentlemen 
hope that my hon. friend will withdraw | have not found an opportunity to speak, 
his objection, and that the House will | partly owing to the great length of some 
assent to the Second Reading. | of the speeches that have been made. I 
Question put, and agreed to. jearnestly hope that in the day which 
: hie : /remains hon. Gentlemen will endeavour 
Bill read a second time, and committed /to compress their remarks within nar- 
for Thursday, 6th June. ‘rower limits. But there is a general 
PRIVATE BILLS (GROUP K). /agreement on both sides of the House 
Mr. Heywoop JOHNSTONE reported , that the division should be taken to- 
from the Committee on Group K of | Morrow, and my hon. friend knows that 
it would be very inconvenient to upset 
this arrangement. I am obliged, there- 
fore, upon the present occasion, to give 
an unfavourable reply to this question. 


OUTDOOR RELIEF (FRIENDLY 
SOCIETIES) BILL. 


[SECOND READING. ] 
Order for Second Reading read. 


Private Bills, That, for the convenience 
of parties, the Committee had adjourned 
till Friday, at Twelve of the clock. 


Report to lie upon the Table. 
PUBLIC ACCOUNTS COMMITTEE. 
Second Report brought up, and read ; | 


i 


House adjourned at twenty 
minutes before Six of the 
clock. 
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| 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


PRIVATE BILL PETITIONS (STANDING 
ORDERS NOT COMPLIED WITH). 
Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table | 

Report from one of the Examiners of 

Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the | 

case of the Petitions for the following 

Bills, the Standing Orders have not | 

been complied with, viz. :— 


Belfast and Northern Counties Rail-| 
way. 
Biggleswade Water Board. 


Ordered, That the Report be referred | 
to the Select Committee on Standing 


Orders. 


ALDERSHOT GAS AND WATER BILL. | 
CALEDONIAN RAILWAY BILL. | 
Read the third time, and passed. 


f CLEVELAND AND DURHAM COUNTY 
ELECTRIC POWER BILL. 


q 








King’s consent signified ; Bill read the 
third time, and passed. 
KETTERING URBAN DISTRICT WATER 


Read the third time, and passed. 


LANCASHIRE AND YORKSHIRE RAIL- 
WAY (VARIOUS POWERS) BILL. 


King’s consent signified ; Bill read the 
third time, and passed. 


POWERS) BILL. 


Duke of Cornwall’s consent signified ; 
Bill read the third time, and passed. 


LONDON RIVERSIDE FISH MARKET 


BILL 


Read the third time and passed. 


HAMILTON BURGH PROVISIONAL | 
ORDER CONFIRMATION BILL 
[Lords]. | 

Order [13th May] for Third Reading 
upon Monday next read, and dis-| 
charged | 

VOL. XCIV. —_[FourtH SEries.] 
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‘the Blind, for legislation ; 
i the Table. 


f LONDON COUNTY COUNCIL (GENERAL | 
| HOUSING OF THE WORKING CLASSES 


Petitions. 234 
Bill to be considered upon Monday 


next, under the Private Legislation 
Procedure (Scotland) Act, 1899, Sec- 
|tion 7,  Sub-section (2) ).—~( The Lord 


| Advocate.) 


GOLBORNE GAS BILL. 


Reported, with Amendments ; Report 
to lie upon the Table. 


PRIVATE BILLS (GROUP M). 

Mr. CAINE reported from the Com- 
mittee on Group M of Private Bills, 
That, for the convenience of parties, 
| they had adjourned till Monday next, 
at Eleven of the clock. 


Report to lie upon the Table. 


PETITIONS. 


BURIAL GROUNDS (EXEMPTION 
FROM RATES) BILL. 


Petition from Forfar, in favour; to 


| lie upon the Table. 
| 


DESTITUTE BLIND. 
Petition of the National League of 
to lie upon 


ELEMENTARY EDUCATION (HIGHER 
GRADE AND EVENING CONTINUA- 
TION SCHOOLS). 

Petition from Cumberland, for altera- 
tion of Law ; to lie upon the Table. 


HOSPITALS i a FROM 


RATES) BILL 
Petition from Forfar, armen 
upon the Table. 


to lie 


AND RATING BILL. 
Petition from Glasgow, against ; to lie 
upon the Table. 
LICENSING ACTS AMENDMENT. 
(SCOTLAND) BILL. 


Petition of the Scottish Temperance 
League, in favour ; to lie upon the Table. 


LOCAL AUTHORITIES OFFICERS’ 
SUPERANNUATION BILL. 
Petition from Melksham, in favour ; 


to lie upon the Table. 


I 
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LOCAL GOVERNMENT (SCOTLAND) 


ACT (1894) AMENDMENT BILL. 
Petition from Forfar, against ; to lie 
upon the Table. 


MINES (KIGHT HOURS) BILL 
Petition from Aberearn, in 
to lie upon the Table. 
POLICE SUPERANNUATION (SCOT- 
LAND) BILL. 
Petition from Forfar, against; 
upon the Table. 


POOR LAW OFFICERS’ SUPERANNUA- 
TION (SCOTLAND) BILL. 
Petition from Forfar, in 

lie upon the Table 


to lie 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS ON 


SUNDAY BILL. | 
Petitions in favour. from Holme 
Eden; Cleethorpes: Hull; Long 


London ;;Higher Openshaw ; 
St. Agnes; Gorton: Redruth; St. 
John’s Wood; Grimoldby ; and Rams- 
bury ; to lie upon the Table. 


Compton ; 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS 
TO CHILDREN BILL. 
Petitions in favour. from 
(eight); Kettering (tive): 
Manchester ; Haslingden : 
Bath (two); Cornwall: 
Green ; to lie upon the Table. | 


Croydon 
tothesay ; 
Portsmouth ; 
and Seer 


Petition from Forfar, in favour ; to lie 


upon the Table. 
SOVEREIGN’S OATH ON ACCESSION 
BILL. 
against, from Rawtenstall ; 
; to lie upon the Table. 


Petitions 
and Rothesay 


TROUT FISHING ANNUAL CLOSE TIME 
(SCOTLAND) BILL. 


Petition from Forfar, in favour ; to lie. 
upon the Table. 

WORKMEN’S HOUSES TENURE BILL. 

Petition from Glasgow, against ; to lie 
upon the Table. 

RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
EMIGRATION AND IMMIGRATION, 
Return [presented 15th May] to be 

printed. [No. 176. | 


{COMMONS} 


favour ; | 


favour ; to 


| Waterford, on 
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(COUNTY 


Tteports, &e. 


| INQUIRY INTO CHARITIES 

OF LANCASTER). 

Return [presented 15th May] to be 
printed. [No. 177 


| 
| 


AND SHIPPING. 

Copy presented, of Annual Statement 
(of Navigation and Shipping of the 
United Kingdom for the year 1900 [by 
| Command] ; to lie upon the Table. 


| NAVIGATION 


| 
| PIER AND HARBOUR PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 1) BILL. 

Return presented, relative thereta 
[ordered 15th May ; Mr. Gerald Balfour]: 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 178.] 


AND PROFITS IN COAL 
MINING. 
Return presented, felative thereto 
| [ordered 15th May ; Mr. Gerald Balfour]: 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


WAGES 


‘ [No. 179.] 


AND WATER WORKS FACILITIES 
ACT, 1870. 

Copy presented, of Report by the 
Board of Trade as to dispensing with the 
consent of the Horsham Urban District 
Council in the case of the Horsham Gas 
Provisional Order [by Act]; to lie upon 
the Table, and to be printed. [No. 180.| 


GAS 


GAS AND WATER WORKS FACILITIES 
ACT, 1870. 

Copy presented, of Report by the 

Board of Trade as to dispensing with 


| the consent of the Pinner Parish Council 


in the case of the Pinner Gas P rovisional 


Order [by Act]; to lie upon the Table, 
and to be printed. [No. 181.] 
TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 


Copies presented, of Diplomatic and 
Consular Reports, Annual Series, Nos. 
2,595 to 2,598 [by Command]: to lie 
upon the Table. 

ARRESTS FOR DRUNKENNESS 
(IRELAND). 
_ Return ordered, * giving the number ot 
| Arrests for Drunkenness within the me- 
tropolitan police district of Dublin and 
| the cities of Belfast, Cork, Limerick, and 
Sundays between the 
Ist day of May, 1900, and the 30th day 
of April, 1901, both days inclusive, the 


arrests being given from 8&8 a.m. op. 


Sundays till 8 a.m. on Mondays.” 
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“And, similar Returns for the rest / UITLANDER REFUGEES—RETURN OF 
of Ireland from the Ist day of May, , CIVILIANS TO THE TRANSVAAL. 
1900, to the 30th day of April, _ Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL (Donegal, 


1901 (in continuation of Parliamentary | 8.): I beg to ask the Secretary of State 
Paper, No. 271, of Session 1900).”—, for the Colonies whether, in October 
(Mr. William Johnston.) last, he received a telegram from the 
| Refugees’ Committee in Cape Town, 

CIVIL LIST PENSIONS. protesting against their detention in that 

Return ordered, “‘ of persons now in City, and stating that there was unrest 
receipt of Pensions charged on the Civil and dissatisfaction at the postponement 
List of Her late Majesty, under the Act | Of their return ; whether the telegram 
1 Vie., ¢. 2, s. 5." —(Mr. Gibson Bowles.) | also conveyed a protest against capitalist 

appointments and legislation in the 

CORPORAL PUNISHMENT. Transvaal ; and what, if any, steps has 

Address for ‘‘ Return of all Sentences ob ar ome og ere 

of Corporal Punishment inflicted under wea ’ 
26 and 27 Vic., c. 44, upon persons Tne SECRETARY or STATE For 
convicted of offences against Section 43 | |THE COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN, 
of the Larceny Act, 1861, and Section 21 | Birmingham, W.): I received the tele- 
of the Offences against the Person Act, 8T@™m referred to on 24th October, more 
1861, in England and Wales, from the | than six months ago, and I replied im- 
Ist day of January, 1900, to the 31st day | mediately, expressing my regret at the 
of December, 1900 (in continuation of | er ane sponges of the Uitlander 
Parliamentary Paper, No. 99, of Session TetUgees Cue to military necessities. I 
1900). —(Mr. Lloyd Morgan.) | recognise that the sufferings of these 
people have been in many cases much 
, greater than those of the Boers in the 
QUESTIONS refugee camps, and I hope that circum- 
' sisi stances will shortly permit of a general 
asa _ resumption of w ork. Iam not aware of 
SOUTH AFRICAN WAR — INQUIRY (any legislation or appointments which 
INTO CONDUCT AND OPERATIONS. | ean justly be described as capitalistic. 

Mr. ALFRED DAVIES (Carmarthen Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: Is it a fact 
Boroughs) : I beg to ask the First Lord | that the refugees have been kept at Cape 
of the Treasury if he will state whether Town while their places have been filled 
there have been recent inquiries by the by forced and slave labour ? 

War Office into certain departments, j ‘ ae 

such as artillery, guns, and transports ; Mr. SPEAKER : Order, order ! 
and, if so, whether they will interfere 

with the promised inquiry into the PEACE NEGOTIATIONS WITH 
general conduct of the war. Gahan ae BONS. 

; : Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): I beg to 

fHe FIRST LORD or THE TREA- | ask the Secretary of State for the Colonies 
SURY (Mr. A. J. Batrour, Manchester, whether Louis Botha has published a 
E.): There have been inquiries into the statement giving his account of his recent 
matters referred to, but it will be obvious negotiations with Lord Kitchener, and 
to the hon. Member on the smallest re-' the reasons for the breaking off of the 
flection that these will not interfere with negotiations ; and, if so, whether he will 
the further inquiry he desires. procure a copy of this statement, and 

Mr. COURTENAY WARNER (Staf- _ have it printed and circulated. 
fordshire, Lichfield) : Can the right hon. Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: I have not 


Gentleman give us a day for the discus- | seen any statement of the kind, and I 
sion of this subject, say on Vote 3 of the | | have no information on the subject. 


Army Estimates ? 





| PLAGUE AT DURBAN—PRECAUTIONS 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I can make | AT ST. HELENA. 
no statement as to the Army Estimates, *Mr. BATHURST (Gloucestershire, 
now. | Cirencester) : I beg to ask the Secretary 


a 
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of State for the Colonies whether there | 


MONS} Questions, 240 
Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: Am I to 


have been any cases of bubonic plague at | understand that when British troops are 


Durban ; and, if not, why the landing 
at St. Helena of troops from Durban 
cannot be effected ; and, whether the 
ordinance of the Council of St. Helena, 
which prohibits the landing of persons 
coming from certain ports, is extended 
to goods and military stores. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : There was 
an isolated imported case at Durban in 
May last year ; since then no further cases 
have been reported. The Governor of 
Saint Helena on the recommendation of 
the Medical Board there has issued an 
Order in Council that no person or cargo 
coming from ports in South Africa south 
of 25 degrees south latitude shall be 
allowed to land. The question whether 
this Order in Council must not be modi- 
fied is under consideration, and that of 
landing troops from Durban cannot be 
settled until this point is decided. I 
must say that it appears to me that the 
fears of the local authorities are exag-, 
gerated. 


captured by the Boers, and immediately 
|afterwards released, the fact and the 
names and numbers of the men are not 
| stated in the telegrams ? 


(No answer was returned. 


SOLDIERS’ GRAVES IN SOUTH 
AFRICA—SPION KOP. 

Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL : I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for War whether 
his attention has been directed to the 
condition of the graves of the soldiers 
who have fallen at Spion Kop, where 
some of the bodies are only partly 
covered ; and whether immediate direc- 
tions will be given that the bodies of the 
men slain at Spion Kop be given decent 
sepulture. 


Lorp STANLEY: The graves of sol- 
diers in South Africa are being cared for 
by an association who are working in 
concurrence with the authorities, and 
who will, I am sure, take care that the 
proper condition of the graves is pre- 


CAPTURES OF BRITISH TROOPS— served. May I state, from my own 
CASUALTY LISTS. | personal observation,that the information 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL : I beg to ask | 
the Secretary of State for War will he 
explain why, in the casualty lists pub- 
lished from time to time by the War 
Office with reference to the South 
African War, the actual losses to the 
total British forces in South Africa is 
alone shown, while all reference to the 
number of British troops captured and 
subsequently released by the Boers has 
been omitted ; will he state what were 
the actual casualties of this description 
in September, October, November, and 
December ; and whether an assurance | 
will be given that in future the public 
will be duly informed in the casualty lists | 
of the incidents of the campaign. 


THe FINANCIAL SECRETARY To 
THE WAR OFFICE (Lord Stan ey, 
Lancashire, Westhoughton): The casualty 
lists referred to are published monthly, 
and are only intended to be a summary. 
I do not think it would be to the public 
advantage to do more than this. All 
detailed information affecting casualties 
is published from day to day on receipt 
of the telegrams from South Africa. 


with regard to the graves of the men who 
fell at Spion Kop is absolutely inaccurate. 


TREATMENT OF INVALIDED 
SOLDIERS AT GOSPORT. 

Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for War whether 
the troops from South Africa, among 
whom were many invalids, who landed 
at Gosport from the transport ‘ Tagus” 
on 9th November, were without food 
from 6.30 a.m. till 5 p.m. ; and if so, 
who is responsible for this mismanage- 
ment, and what explanation, if any, has 
the War Office to offer. 


Lorp STANLEY : The usual arrange- 
ments for food were made in this case, 
which are as follows :—Men disembarked 
between the breakfast and usual dinner 
hour (1 p.m.), dine at the station to 
| which they proceed, but if that station 
is more than a short distance from 
|Southampton they are provided with 
food to consume en route. Men who 
‘cannot be disembarked until after the 
dinner hour have dinner provided for 
them on board. 
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41 Questions. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: But did the | 
men get the food ? 


Lorp STANLEY : Yes, Sir. 


LICHTENBURG GARRISON. 

Mr. PARTINGTON (Derbyshire, High 
Peak): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for War whether he has informa- 
tion to the effect that the garrison, 350 
strong, at Lichtenburg has been besieged 
since 17th January, 1901 ; and whether 
it has been relieved ; if not, what steps 
are being taken to effect its relief. 


LorD STANLEY : No information has 
heen received to the effect that Lichten- 
burg has been besieged. An un- 
successful attack was made on it by 
Delarey on 6th March, but no further 
fighting has been reported. It must be 
remembered that communications are 
not kept permanently open with this 
and other outlying garrisons, but con- 
voys are sent to them from time to time 
as required. 


HOOPSTAD GARRISON. 


Mr. CHANNING (Northamptonshire, 
E.): I beg to ask the Secretary of State 
for War whether he has any information 
to the effect that the British garrison 
at Hoopstad, after being relieved last 
summer, was besieged by the Boers 
from August last till within a few weeks 
ago, and the garrison practically cut 
off from communication with the British 
forces elsewhere for sevenor eight months; 
whether Hoopstad has been evacuated ; 
and why no announcement respecting 
these matters has been made in de- 
spatches issued by the War Office. 


Lorp STANLEY: The garrison at 
Hoopstad was, like other garrisons off 
the railway line, dependent for its 
supplies on periodical convoys. The 
garrison was withdrawn about the 
beginning of April, but no special report 
has been received. 

Mr. CHANNING: Do I understand 
from the noble Lord that the War Office 
have not received the information which 
has reached private individuals, that this 
place was besieged for many months ? 


[No answer was returned. ] 


Mr. CHANNING : I shall put another 
question on this. 
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FARM BURNING IN SOUTH AFRICA. 


Mr. LAMBERT (Devonshire, South 
Molton): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for War whether he can give the 
name of the village or farm referred to 
at page 10 [Cd. 524], belonging to 
General Christian De Wet, and the date 
and reasons for burning; and whether 
the owner of the house referred to at 
the bottom of page 10 as belonging to 
or close to General de Wet’s house, and 
destroyed because the owner was on 
commando, is known; and, if so, what 
is the name of the owner. 


Questions, 


Lorp STANLEY : If the information 
with regard to the second paragraph 
had been available, it would have been 
given in the Return. In answer to the 
first paragraph, I must refer to a reply 
given to the hon. Member for South 
Donegal on the 9th May.7 


HARTEBEESTFONTEIN. 

Mr. DILLON : I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary of State for War whether Harte- 
beestfontein is to be destroyed ; and, if 
so, what is the reason for its destruction. 


Lorp STANLEY: Nothing is known 
of this matter at the War Office. 


Mr. DILLON : Nothing ever is known 
at the War Office. 
Mr. FLAVIN (Kerry, N.): “ Where 


ignorance is bliss——” 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, Order ! 


MAJOR-GENERAL SIR F. CARRINGTON. 

Mr. PIRIE (Aberdeen, N.): I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether, when Major-General Sir F. 
Carrington was recently appointed to 
a command in South Africa, he was 
selected by the then military authorities 
at the War Office or was appointed con- 
trary to their advice ; and, if so, whether 
any influence was used by persons 
external to the War Office to secure the 
appointment, and whether Papers will 
be laid on the Table of the House showing 
Sir F. Carrington’s share in the cam- 





t See preceding volume, page 1138. 
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Lorp STANLEY : 


Questions. 


Sir F. Carrington 


was appointed to a command in South | 
Africa last year on the recommendation | 


of the Commander-in-Chief in the ordi- 
nary course, and not on any external | 
advice. There is nothing connected 
with his operations which calls for a 
special report. 


LEEDS ENGINEER VOLUNTEERS. 

Mr. CAUTLEY (Leeds, E.): 1 beg? 
to ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether he is aware that on the return 
of the active service section of the Leeds 
Engineer Volunteers on the 3rd May, 
1901, the men were informed at the 
Leeds Barracks by their commanding 
officer that they would receive a month’s 
furlough on full pay; that such an- 
nouncement was not in accordance 
with the then existing regulations, and 
that a few days subsequently they were 
further informed that under new regu- 
lations issued on the day of their arrival 
they were not entitled to any furlough 
or any gratuity ; and that, on inquiry 
being made of the War Office, a reply 
was sent to the commanding officer 
stating that the payment of gratuity 
and granting of furlough to returned 
Volunteers are only applicable to men 
who have not completed one year of 
service or who have been discharged as | 
medically unfit ; and whether it is in 
accordance with the regulations that 
the Leeds Engineers, who have been on 
active service for one year and one hun- 
dred days, have been deprived of their 


: “ag | 
gratuity by reason only of their increased | 
service of one hundred days beyond the | 


year ; if so, whether he proposes to take 
any measures to remedy this hardship. 


Lorp STANLEY : Men who on return 


to England had not served the full year | 


for which they had enlisted, and had 
therefore a claim to complete the 
year’s service, were offered in lieu a 
gratuity of thirty days pay on their 
services being no longer required. 
who, like the Leeds Volunteers, 
already completed their 


have 
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Men } 


engagement, | 
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] COALING STATIONS—NAVAL OR 
MILITARY DEFENCE. 

Mr. LAMBERT: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for War whether his 
scheme for substituting naval for mili- 
tary defence of the coaling station was 
approved of by the Defence Committee 
of the Cabinet, and whether the scheme 
will be persevered with. 


THe SECRETARY or STATE For 
WAR (Mr. Broprick, Surrey, Guild- 
ford) : It would be improper to make any 
communication to the on with regard 
to the proceedings in Cabinet or Com- 
mittee of Cabinet. 


Questions. 


THE WEST SOMERSETSHIRE 


YEOMANRY. 
CoLoNEL WELBY (Taunton): 1 beg 
to ask the Secretary of: State for War 


a question of which | have given him 
private notice, namely, whether special 
permission was granted, on 7th May, 
to the West Somersetshire Yeomanry to 
go into lodging end training at Taunton, 
and why, on the 13th May, only forty- 
eight hours before the regiment was to 
assemble, it was revoked, thereby causing 
great expense to fall on all ranks of the 
regiment, as well as on the inhabitants 
of Taunton; will he consider the 
possibility of granting to the officers 
and men of the regiment a special allow- 
;ance to cover this unusual expendi- 
ture. 


Mr. BRODRICK: I 
|must ask for further 
question. 


afraid J 
of this 


am 
notice 


OFFICERS’ PASS SCHOOL 
CERTIFICATES. 
Mr. PARTINGTON: I beg to ask 
‘the Secretary of State for War if it is 
| possible for Militia and Volunteer officers 
to get the pass school certificates without 
going through the course at the London 
| barracks ; if not, whether it would be 
possible to hold schools of instruction 
for them in different parts of the country. 


Lorp STANLEY : 


.7 . . 
under consideration. 


The question is 


have no claim to remain, and are, there- | 


fore, not in a position to ask for a fur- | 


lough gratuity in lieu of remaining. 
They will, of course, get the usual war 
gratuity and the £5 gratuity on dis- 
charge. 


WAR OFFICE REORGANISATION 
COMMITTEE REPORT. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON (Dun- 
dee): I beg to ask the Secretary of 


_ State for War whether. the Committee 











945 

on th 
has y 
Repor 


LOR 
repo rt 
ready 


CaP 
Seeing 
this R 
isation 
consid 
the de 


Lor 


P 

SIR 
fax) : 
for W 
showil 
week 1 
is arri 


LOR 
doubtl 
right 
in his 
quest 1¢ 


addres 


so 
Lor 
ham, | 
Secret: 
his att 
that, i 
for tai 
pay of 
suffers 
heads : 
Id. pei 
library 
rifle elt 
club p 
eonside 
of thes 
by the 


Lorr 
a soldie 
for uph 
stated 
the tot: 
this ch 
an addi 
these c¢! 


244 
OR 


k the 
er his 
- mili- 
n was 
nittee 
‘heme 


FOR 
ruild- 
e any 
egard 
Com- 


beg 
War 
him 
pecial 
May, 
ry to 
nton, 
orty- 
as to 
ising 
f the 
tants 

the 
Ficers 
llow- 


endi- 


d J 
this 


ask 
it is 
icers 
hout 
1don 
1 be 
tion 
try. 


a | 


un- 
of 
ttee 





345 Questions, {16 May 1901} Questions. 246 


on the Reorganisation of the War Office | ciate, are for recreation rather than for 

has yet reported ; and, if so, when the! necessaries, and unless the whole terms 

Report will be presented to Parliament. of remuneration of the private soldier 

were to be re-considered, the Secretary 

Lorp STANLEY: The Committee has of State could not undertake to deal 
reported, but the evidence is not yet with them. 

ready for publication. 


CapTaIn NORTON: Does the noble 
Captain NORTON (Newington, W.): | Lord consider hair cutting a recreation } 


Seeing the importance of the bearing . 
this Report will have on the Army organ- SUFFOLK RIFLE ASSOCIATION. 


isation seheme, will the noble Lord) Mr. F. W. WILSON (Norfolk, Mid) : 
eonsider the advisability of postponing | I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 


the debate on the Army resolution ! | War if he is aware that the Suffolk Rifle 
Association has been allowed to draw 

Lorp STANLEY: No, Sir. five rounds for every efficient Volunteer 
for use at the annual rifle meeting, an 

PAY OF PRIVATE SOLDIERS. allowance being made for empty cartridge 


Sr SAVILE CROSSLEY  (Hali-. cases returned, which, on the last occa- 
jax): I beg to ask the Secretary of State sion when a meeting was held, amounted 
for War whether he will give details| to 19s. 9d.; and can he explain why, 
showing how the amount of 30s. a though rifle meetings have been dis- 
week now received by the British soldier continued on account of many ranges 
being closed, and therefore no cart- 
ridges were used, 19s. 9d. for empty 

Lorp STANLEY: ‘This question) cases has been returned by the War 
doubtless refers to a statement of my Office ever since. 
right hon. friend the Chief Secretary 
in his speech the other night, and the} Lorp STANLEY: The hon. Member 
question, | think, might therefore be has evidently been misinformed. The 


is arrived at. 


addressed to him. last payment to the association for 
empty cartridge cases was made in 
SOLDIERS’ PAY—DEDUCTIONS. 1899, and amounted to 13s. 1ld., and 


Lorp HENRY BENTINCK (Notting- not 19s. 9d. 
ham, S8.): I beg to ask the Financial 
Secretary to the War Office whether CHINA—WAR HONOURS FOR THE 
his attention has been called to the fact TROOPS. 
that, in addition to the varying charges Sir HOWARD VINCENT (Sheffield, 
for tailors’ and shoemakers’ bills, the Central): 1 beg to ask the Secretary ot 
pay of a private soldier almost invariably State for War if it is contemplated to 
suffers deductions under the following confer any honours in respect of the 
heads: 1s. 34d. per month for washing, | services of the Royal Welsh Fusiliers and 
ld. per month for hair cutting, 2d. for other land forces in China, bearing in 
library subscription per month, 2d. for mind that those earned by the Royal 
tifleclub per month, and 2d. for cricket | Navy have been already conferred. 
club per month ; and whether he will | 
consider the advisability of some or all} Lorp STANLEY: Despatches on the 
of these charges being borne in future | subject have been received, and the 
by the State. question of rewards is now being con- 

| sidered. 

Lorp STANLEY : The deduction from | 
asoldier’s pay, with the addition of that | HONGIKONG CHAPLAIN. 
for upkeep of kit, are on the average a | Mr. BRODIE HOARE (Hampstead) : 
stated in the question, and amount in | I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
the total to about 2d. a day. To throw War whether any chaplain has been 
this charge on the State would involve | appointed to Hong Kong in place of the 
an addition of about £600,000. Some of | former chaplain who resigned in October 
these charges, as the House will appre-| last ; whether he has received notice 
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that the arrangement by which the Lorp G. HAMILTON: (1) The com- 
duty has been done by refugee mission- munication of the official famine tele- 
aries will terminate on 30th June; grams to the press was discontinued 
how many European troops, with about three months ago, when the 
women and children, are now quartered number of persons on relief had become 
in Hong Kong; has he received any comparatively very small. As it is now 
communication from the general in increasing, the publication will be re- 
command on the subject ; and what sumed. (2) Owing to failure of spring 
steps have been taken to supply the | crops, through deficiency of winter rains, 
duty. serious scarcity prevails in parts of the 
Bombay Presidency, Bombay Native 
LorpD STANLEY : A chaplain is under | States, and Baroda, though the distress, 
orders to proceed to Hong Kong. No I am glad to say, is much less than was 
chaplain has been hitherto available | expected three months back. Outside 
owing to the number employed in South the Bombay Presidency and Native 
Africa. 1,810 of all ranks, 63 women, | States scarcity does not prevail to any 
and 115 children are quartered in Hong | considerable extent. The numbers on 
Kong. Communications on this sub- relief, as telegraphed by the Viceroy, om 
ject have been received from the general 14th May, are:—Bombay, 312,000: 
officer commanding | Bombay Native States, 25,000 ; Baroda. 
| 21,000; Hyderabad, 12,000; Madras. 
INDIA—CENTRAL PROVINCES —NEW | 6.900 ; Central Native States, 4,000: 
guomgpaiaca | Central Provinces, 1,000 : total, 381,000. 

Mr. CAINE (Cornwall, Camborne): | 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for Mp. T. M. HEALY: Are these places 
India if it is intended to establish “| adequately supplied with Protestant 





bishopric in the Central Provinces of | bishops 2 
India ; and, if so, what cost will it involve | 
to the Indian Exchequer. | [No answer was returned.] 


THe SECRETARY or STATE For eee ae 
INDIA (Lord G. Hawinron, Middlesex, a ee 
Kaling): | have not been officially | Mr. BRYNMOR JONES (Swansea 
informed of the intention to establish | District): I beg to ask the Under Secre- 
« bishopric in the Central Provinces, | tary of State for Foreign Affairs whether 
but I have reason to think that such a | Colonel Gracey, _RE., has made his 
step is contemplated. If established, it | Teport upon the Uganda Railway ; if so, 
will involve no expenditure from Indian | whether he can now form an idea as to 
revenues in excess of the existing arrange- the date when the undertaking will be 
‘completed, and will he lay the Report 
upon the Table. 


ments. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.): Is it 
to be a Mohammedan or a Protestant Tur UNDER SECRETARY or STATE 
bishopric 2 ror FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Viscount 
CRANBORNE, Rochester): The Report 
referred to has been received, but not 
FAMINE IN INDIA. considered, by the Secretary of State, 
Mr. SCHWANN (Manchester. N.E.): _and therefore I am unable at present to 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for | @2Swer the first part of the question. 
India whether he can explain why tele- its, Gelnal Geacoy aubicipetes Gut te 


grams from the Viceroy regarding the |", : 
+ tel: a. . ake by end of 
progress of famine in India have not for | Tails will reach the lake by the en 


. 
some weeks past been communicated to | October. 


{No answer was returned. ] 


Perhaps the hon. Member would repeat 


the British press, and whether he will | Lali ni ee Ee aac 
state what is the present condition of the | BRITISH POST OFFICES IN TURKEY. 


famine districts and the number of | Mr. HENNIKER HEATON (Canter- 
persons in receipt of relief at the present | bury): I beg to ask the Under Secretary 
time in each of them separately. of State for Foreign Affairs whether he 
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is in a position to give the House further | Chancellor of the Exchequer if he will 
information regarding the difficulties | state the total amount derived from death 
with Turkey in respect to the British | duties levied on the estates of officers of 
post offices in that country. ‘the Regular and Auxiliary forces who. 
have been killed in action or have died 
ViscounT CRANBORNE: I am not! of disease while serving in South Africa, 
in a position to give any further informa- | on the West Coast of Africa, and in China 
tion to the House at present. The | since October, 1899. 
Governments of the Powers concerned 


are acting in concert. Sir M. HICKS BEACH : No separate 
‘account has been kept of the amount 
INCOME TAX ABATEMENT. ‘derived from death duties on these 


Mr. CAREW (Meath, S.) : I beg to ask | particular estates. 

Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer if he is | 

able to say what is the loss at the present SUGAR DUTY—LOW GRADE TREACLE. 
time, actual or estimated, tothe Revenue! Mr. CHARLES M‘ARTHUR (Liver- 
per penny of income tax levied, in con- pool, Exchange): I beg to ask Mr. 
sequence of the several allowances, Chancellor of the Exchequer whether he 
exemptions, and abatements now made | jg aware that a quantity of low grade 
in the levying of income tax ; and what treacle, worth about 3s. ‘6d. per ewt., is 
would be the estimated gain to the imported into the United Kingdom not 
revenue if all incomes under £100 were | for human consumption but for cattle 
free, and all incomes over £100 were | feeding, being used either direct by 
subject to the full tax of Is. 2d. in the £ >| farmers or in the manufacture of com- 
what is the number of persons who now pound cake; and, seeing that it has 
obtain exemption from income tax! been represented to him that a duty of 
owing to their incomes being under the 9g, per cwt. upon this article, being 57 per 
£160 limit ; and what is the number of | cent. upon its cost, would press with such 
persons who obtain abatements of in- severity as to be practically prohibitive, 
come tax owing to their several incomes | whether it is intended under proper 
being below the several limits up to safeguards to admit treacle for cattle 
£700 a year. feeding purposes duty free. 


THe CHANCELLOR or tue EX- Sir M. HICKS BEACH: I am aware 
CHEQUER (Sir M. Hicks Beach, that some low grade treacle is imported 
Bristol, W.): I am afraid I cannot give for cattle feeding, though, according to- 
the hon. Member much of the informa- the best statistics that are available, a 
tion for which he asks. The latest very small amount—less than 1 per cent. 
complete information on the subject is of the total imports of molasses—is 
that for the year 1898-99, and appears entered at such a low price (3s. 6d.) 
on pages 122 and 123 of the forty-third as that named in the question. I am 
Report of the Board of Inland Revenue. considering whether it will be desirable: 
Any estimate of the number and total to lower the duty on such treacle ;_ but I 
amount of incomes between £100 and have no intention of proposing to admit 
£160 could only be a guess; and the it duty free. 
number of persons who obtained exemp- | ‘ 
tion by reason of their incomes being) SUGAR DUTY ON PEPPERMINT 
under £160 is not known. The number CREAMS. 
of abatements under all the schedules) Mr. PIRIE: I beg to ask Mr. Chan- 
allowed in the year 1898-99 was 525,361, | cellor of the Exchequer whether he is 
which, at the then rate of the tax, 8d. in | aware that a consignment of peppermint 
the £1, amounted to about £2,765,000. | creams, imported from America via 

| Glasgow for a firm in Aberdeen, has been 
| detained by the Customs inspectors in 

DEATH DUTIES ON OFFICERS’ Glasgow since about 15th April in order 

ESTATES. | that a sample should be sent to Somerset 

Tue MASTER or ELIBANK (Edin-' House, so that the proportion of sugar 

burgh, Midlothian): I beg to ask Mr.,on which duty would have to be paid 





251 {COM 
woight be ascertained; that the firm 
in question has requested leave to pay 
full duty and take afterwards what rebate 
might be given, so as to secure delivery 
of the goods, but this request has been 
refused ; and, in view of the fact that in 
the meanwhile the firm is being put to 
considerable loss from its being unable 


Questions. 


to fulfil its orders, the deterioration of the | 
‘goods, and the locking up of their money 
value, he will give instructions which will | 


-meet this or similar cases in future. 


Sir M. HICKS BEACH: I am afraid 
it is quite impossible for me to answer a 
question of this sort, which obviously 
involves local inquiries, without longer 
notice than the hon. Member has given 
me. I will make inquiry and communi- 
eate with the hon. Member. 


SUGAR DUTY—RETURNS. 


Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.) : I beg to | 


ask the President of the Board of Trade 
whether he can arrange to state in the 
Board of Trade Monthly Returns hence- 
forth the quantity of sugar paying duty 
under each degree of the polariscopic 
scale. 


THE PRESIDENT or toe BOARD 
OF TRADE (Mr. GeraLpD- BALFour, 
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| and imported glucose, resulting from the 
| delay in levying the Excise duty, but it 
'is inevitable, because the Excise duty 
'cannot be levied without a considerable 
; amount of machinery for regulating the 
| process of manufacture. I am _ con- 
sidering whether it will be possible to fix 
_an earlier date than the Ist of July. 


COAL DUTY—INCIDENCE ON 
DIFFERENT QUALITIES OF COAL, 
Mr. ALFRED DAVIES: I beg to ask 
Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer if his 
_attention has been called to the unequal 
incidence of the coal tax of 1s. per tonon 
| exported coal, irrespective of value, when 
|the coal is of cheap quality, like that 
/raised in Llanelly and other districts ; 
| and, if so, whether he is prepared to take 
| into his consideration th« alteration of 
_ his scheme so as to prevent this inequality, 


Str M. HICKS BEACH : My attention 
has been called to this matter. If the 
principle of a duty on exported coal were 
accepted by the trade, and they pro- 
| posed to me a scheme for some alleviation 
of the duty on the cheapest kind of coal, 
I would consider it ; but of course I could 

not agree to anything which would 
destroy the yield of the duty. 


Leeds, Central): As I informed the hon. | 


Member on Thursday last, this question 


is being considered by the Board of | 


Trade and Customs, but I may say that I 
am not prepared, without further ex- 
perience, to add such copious details to 
the Monthly Trade Accounts as are 
suggested by the hon. Member. 


GLUCOSE DUTY. 
Mr. BARTLEY: I beg to ask Mr. 
Chancellor of the Exchequer whether, 
having regard to the fact that since the 


LONDON BARMAIDS—HOURS OF 
LABOUR. 
Mr. SAMUEL SMITH (Flintshire): 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for the 
Home Department whether his attention 
-has been drawn to the long hours of 
work required from barmaids in London, 
/averaging in some cases fifteen, sixteen, 
and eighteen hours per day, and 100 
_hours per week; and whether he can 
take steps, by legislation or otherwise, to 
put a stop to these hours of work. 


19th April no duty has been charged on | 


English-made glucose, that it has been | 


announced that no duty will be charged 
on this English-made glucose until the 
1st July next, and that large supplies of 
glucose are being thus made and supplied 
for manufacturing purposes free of duty, 
whether steps will be taken to prevent 
this loss to the revenue and advantage to 
some branches of the trade over others. 


Sm M. HICKS BEACH: I regret the 


inequality of treatment of manufactured 


*THE SECRETARY or STATE For THE 

HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. Rircuie, 
Croydon): This question forms part, 
and not the least difficult part, of the 
| problem of the hours of shop assistants 
generally. If the cases indicated by the 
‘hon. Member do not come within the 
Shop Hours Act of 1892, legislation 
would seem to be necessary in order to 
deal with them, and I am afraid that I do 
/not see my way to proposing that at 
present. 
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BREACHES OF THE EXPLOSIVES 
ACTS. 


Mr. VAUGHAN DAVIES (Cardigan): | 


I beg to ask the Secretary of State for the 
Home Department whether his attention 


has been called to the fact that, under the | 


Explosives Act, 1875, the maximum 
penalty for any breach of any act or 
default of the general rules prescribed by 
the Act in any registered Act, namely, 
9s. for every pound of the explosive in 
respect of which, or being on the premises 


in which, the offence was committed, is | 


the same in respect of gunpowder as of 


other explosives which are more danger- | 


bulk for bulk ; 


ous and destructive, 


whether the official reports show that, in | 


the case of such explosives as dynamite 
and nitro-glycerine, the existing penalty 
is so inadequate as not to be deterrent ; 


and, if so, whether he can see his way to | 


amend the law on the matter. 


*Mr. RITCHIE: Yes, Sir; my atten- | 
So. 
far as the illegal keeping of explosives in | 


tion has been called to this matter. 


unauthorised places is concerned, I am 
advised that the penalty is inadequate in 
regard to dynamite and similar explo- | 


sives, and if any good opportunity of | 
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of ‘Trade if he can state the number 
/of ships lost during the last twenty 
|years which were afterwards declared 
| by courts of inquiry to have been under- 
| manned. 


| 

| ® Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The num- 
| ber of ships belongng to the United 
Kingdom lost during the last twenty 
'years which were afterwards declared 
| by courts of inquiry to have been under- 
| manned, insufficiently or unsatisfactorily 
manned, was fifty-one, but in no case 
did the court attribute the loss of the 
vessel directly or solely to underman- 
ning. 


SEAMEN—PROOF OF SERVICE— 
CONTINUOUS DISCHARGES. 

Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: I beg 
'to ask the President of the Board of 
| Trade whether the shipping master at 
Liverpool or other ports has the power 
of asking for proof of service of persons 
tendering themselves as able seamen ; 
'and whether men are shipped as A.B.’s 
who have given no proof that they are so. 


A.B. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR : The super- 


amending the law in this respect were to | intendents at the ports are instructed 
present itself I should be very glad to take | to ask for proof of the service of persons 


advantage of it. 


| proposed to be shipped as able seamen, 


‘and, if such proof is not forthcoming, 


RAILWAY BRAKE TRIALS. 
Mr. KEARLEY (Devonport): I beg | 
toask the President of the Board of Trade | 
whether the brake trials, stated to be | 
impending in the early spring on one of | 
the leading railways, have yet been held ; | 
if so, whether the patentees or manu- | 
facturers of the chief rival systems were | 
permitted to compete under identical | 
conditions ; and whether he is able to | 
announce the results of such com-| 
petition. | 
Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I learn 
from the Great Western Railway that 
some trials with their own brake appli- 
ances have been made to test the efficiency 
of the brake power on their own trains. 
The inquiry did not go further. I shall 
be happy to show the hon. Member 
the communication I have received 
from the company. 


MANNING OF THE MERCANTILE 
MARINE. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, E.): 
I beg to ask the President of the Board 


to place the letters N.P. (not proved) 
against their name in the agreement. 
There is no doubt that a considerable 
number of men are shipped as A.B.’s 
who for some reason are not able to 
prove their service, but this, I am advised, 
is not a matter in which I have any 
power to interfere. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: May | 


ask the right hon. Gentleman whether 


' we are to understand that the Board of 


Trade has no power to prevent masters 
from taking as members of their crews 
men who are not qualified as able sea- 
men, and whether, if that is the case. 
this being such a serious matter, the 
right hon. Gentleman will consider the 
advisability of acquiring such powers 
for his Department ? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR : The Board 
of Trade has no powers in this matter 
beyond what I have described to the 
hon. Gentleman. Whether we should 
go further is a matter for consideration. 











255 Questions. {COM 


CoLONEL DENNY — (Kilmarnock 
Burghs): May I ask whether it is not 
the case that the Board of Trade have 
now adopted a form of continuous 
discharge which will in future very 
largely prove whether a man is an able 
seaman or not ? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR : Yes, Sir, 
that is the case, and I hope the pro- 
visions with respect to a continuous 
discharge will operate usefully in that 
direction. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: In view 
of the number of ships being lost, will 
the right hon. Gentleman consider the 
advisability of obtaining powers for the 
Board of Trade—— 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
right hon. Gentleman has already 
answered that question. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: In con-. 


sequence of the reply, and in view of the 
number of lives lost, I will at the earliest | 
opportunity call attention to the ques- | 
tion of the undermanning of ships | 
by the shipping of men who are not 
sailors at all. | 
COMMITTEE ON MANNING. 

Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: I beg) 
to ask the President of the Board of 
Trade whether there is any reason why | 





MONS} 256 
Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: Will the 


right hon. Gentleman induce the Govern- 
ment to appoint a Select Committee to 
inquire into the matter ? 


Questions. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: No, Sir; 
| L see no necessity for that. 


LOSS OF THE ‘“ MOEL TRYRAN.” 
Mr. JOYCE (Limerick) : I beg to ask 
the President of the Board of Trade 
whether his attention has been called 
to the finding of the court of inquiry on 
the loss of the ship ‘‘ Moel Tryran” in 
January, 1901, which declared that the 
vessel was not properly ballasted, and 
that the court could not too strongly 
condemn the practice of sending a ship to 
'sea in this condition, and whether the 
Board of Trade has taker any steps in 
reference to the finding of this court of 
inquiry. 
| 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: Yes, Sir; 
my attention has been called to the case 
to which the hon. Member refers, and 

am in communication with the owners 
and their solicitors on the subject before 
I decide whether it is desirable for me to 
take any steps in the matter. 


BUTTER ADULTERATION. 
Mr. ARCHDALE (Fermanagh, | Nas 
I beg to ask the President ot the 
Board of Agriculture whether his 
attention has been called to the recent 


the recommendations of the Committee ; : aad the ful 
on Manning, which were published in | Prosecutions at Limerick and the 


1896, have not been carried out. teries for selling butter containing an 
excessive quantity of water, and the 
Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The hon. | fines imposed in each case ; whether he is 
Member does not appear to be aware! aware that the firm so convicted have 
that an Act was passed in 1897, and /stores all over England, trading under 
instructions to the Board’s officers issued two names; that they, last week, were 
under it, to carry into effect the two prosecuted before the Birmingham Police 
recommendations of the Committee which | Court for a similar offence, and the magi- 
commanded unanimous agreement— | strates refused to decide the case, awaiting 
namely, to provide for the detention of | the decision of the defendants to appeal ; 
undermanned ships, and to secure a and that the firm have a manufactory 
minimum effective watch. Steps have in the East End of London, where they 
also been taken to introduce continuous turn out about sixty tons of this so-called 
discharge certificates for seamen, and to | butter weekly and ‘distribute it over the 
encourage the employment of boy sailors. country as pure butter; and will he 
With regard to other recommendations | undertake to consider whether means 
of the Committee, great differences of | ean be adopted by which this fraud on 
opinion were disclosed, and the Board of | the public can be prevented. 
Trade did not consider that a sufficiently 
clear case had been made out to make 


Mr. O’MARA (Kilkenny, S.): At the 


an attempt to deal with them desirable. | same time may I ask the President of the 
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aware that a patented process is now on 
the market by which water may be 


Board of Agriculture whether he = 


fraudulently added to butter, and that | 
thousands of tons of foreign butter thus | 
treated are sold monthly ; and, if so, what | 


steps he is taking to prevent the further 
sale of such process or machines con- 
nected therewith, and to prevent the) 


further use of those machines already | 


sold. 


*THE PRESIDENT or tHe BOARD oF | 


AGRICULTURE (Mr. Hanpury, Pres-| 
ton): I may perhaps reply at the same, 
time to the question which stands on the | 
Paper in the name of the hon. Member 
for South Kilkenny. We have official 
knowledge of one factory in Finsbury in 
which butter is mixed with milk by a 
mechanical process, and we are following | 
up information supplied to us as to the 
existence of others. The Finsbury firm | 
has a very large number of depots scat- | 
tered over the country, and the quantity | 
sold is presumably large. I have no | 
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Census commenced their work about 
seven weeks ago, and handed in their 
enumeration books, completed, five weeks 
ago, and that some of the returns have 
been compiled and issued, whether 
arrangements can be made to pay at once 
the remuneration of the enumerators, 
who are not all able to withstand delay 
in payment. 


THe PRESIDENT or tHe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. WALTER 
Lone, Bristol, §8.): The enumerators 
are paid through the superintendent 
registrars. I am informed by the Regis- 
trar General that payment has been made 
to 495 of the 636 superintendent regis- 
trars, and that it is anticipated that all 


the cases will be dealt with by the end 
lof the week. The enumerators were 


informed before appointment that it was 


|improbable they could all be paid before 
'the middle or end of this month. 


Mr. MOONEY (Dublin Co., $8.) : On 
behalf of the hon. Member for St. Patrick 


power to send an inspector into such a} Division of Dublin, I beg to ask the 
factory, though one was admitted into | Secretary to the Treasury whether he 
the Finsbury factory on sufferance. Nor | will state the approximate cost of Census 
have I power to stop the sale of butter so | enumerators respectively in England, 
manipulated. But we have been acting | Scotland, and Wales, and also how much 
in concert with various local authorities approximately is paid by way of extra 
to have the legality of the sale of butter | remuneration for the same work to the 
so treated tested in a court of law. A | Irish police. 
conviction was recorded against the | 
Finsbury company last Wednesday at) THe FINANCIAL SECRETARY to 
Longton, against which the defendants | THE TREASURY (Mr. Austen CHAMBER- 
have given notice of appeal. There are! LAIN, Worcestershire, E.): The amounts 
three prosecutions pending. The whole | provided in the current Estimates for 
question points to the necessity for fixing Census enumerators are :—England and 
a standard of butter, which I hope to be | Wales, £114,000; Scotland, £26,000. 
able to do without any avoidable delay. | It is not possible to say what proportion 
of these sums is paid for work correspond- 
ing to that done by the constabulary in 
Ireland, as the system is much more 
centralised in Ireland than in Great 
Britain ; but the provision in the current 
estimates for ‘* expenses of enumeration ” 
|in Ireland is a which is mainly for 
‘ subsistence allowances to the constabu- 
*Mr. HANBURY: I do not know | lary engaged. The work of distributing 
whether the frauds would have been and collecting Census papers is part of the 
prevented, but I hope, as I said, to fix a ordinary duties of the constabulary, 
standard very shortly. | covered by their ordinary wages. . 


Mr. KEARLEY : Is it not the fact that 
under the Act passed two years ago 
special powers were given to the Board 
of Agriculture to set up a butter standard, 
and if that had been done these frauds 
would have been prevented 2 





> We ‘ > | 

PAY OF CENSUS ENUMERATORS. | HOUSE OF COMMONS—LOBBIES AND 

Mr. SCHWANN: I beg to ask the CORRIDORS—VENTILATION. 
President of the Local Government Board,| Sir SAVILE CROSSLEY: I beg to 
seeing that the enumerators for the late | ask the First Commissioner of Works 
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whether he could arrange for the admis- 
sion of fresh air into the House lobbies 
and corridors. 


Toe FIRST 
WORKS (Mr. Akers Dovua.as, Kent, 


St. Augustine’s): A Committee is now) 
sitting on this question, and if the hon. | 


Baronet can give us any evidence we 
shall be glad to hear him. 


UNCERTIFIED DEATHS IN 
INVERNESS-SHIRE. 

Mr. JOHN DEWAR (Inverness-shire): 
I beg to ask the Lord Advocate whether 
the Secretary for Scotland is aware that 
the Medical Officer for Health for Inver- 
ness-shire in his report recently issued 
calls special attention to the fact that 
during the last ten years there have been 
as many as 3,967 uncertified deaths in 
the county ; and that during last year 
eighty deaths were registered in the 
parish of Duirinish, of which fifty-one 
were uncertified by a medical attendant ; 
that in Kilmuir forty-seven deaths were 
registered, of which thirty-three were 
uncertified ; and that in South Uist, of 
eighty-five deaths registered, fifty-seven 
were uncertified ; and, that taking the 
entire county, nearly 400 persons were 
buried during the year whose deaths 
had not been certified by a member of the 
medical profession; and whether, in 
view of these facts, the Secretary for 
Scotland will introduce legislation on the 
subject so soon as opportunity offers in 
order to remedy these conditions. 


*THe LORD ADVOCATE (Mr. A. 
GraHaAM Murray, Buteshire): The 
answer to the first paragraph of the hon. 
Member’s question is in the aftirmative. 
As I stated the other day in reply to the 
hon. Member for Ross-shire, a medical 
certificate of death is not a necessary 
condition of burialin any part of Scotland, 
and the Government are not at present 
prepared to legislate on the subject. 


SCHOOL CERTIFICATES IN SCOTLAND. 

Mr. TENNANT (Berwickshire): I 
beg to ask the Lord Advocate whether 
he would be willing to grant a Return 
showing for Scotland and for such large 
towns as Edinburgh, Glasgow, Dundee, 
and Aberdeen, how many children leave 
school because they are fourteen years 


{COM 


COMMISSIONER oF. 








MONS} Questions. 260 


| old, how many because they have labour 
| certificates, and how many because 
they have merit certificates. 


*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: <Ip 
answer to the hon. Member's question, 
I am informed that the number of 
merit certificates gained each year might 
be given. It would also be possible to 
calculate approximately the number of 
children who leave school on reaching 
the age of fourteen. School boards 
might also be able to give the number of 
labour certificates gained in their own 
district. But it would be impossible to 
say which reason actuated each child 
in leaving school. In view of the change 
contemplated in the Bill now before the 
House, such a Return, which would 
necessarily be to some extent problem- 
atical, seems scarcely tv be worth the 
labour it would involve. 


EDUCATIONAL FEE GRANTS IN 
SCOTLAND. 

Mr. CALDWELL (Lanarkshire, Mid) : 
I beg to ask the Lord Advocate whether 
he can state the amounts received in 
each of the financial years ending on 
31st March, 1900 and 1901 in respect of 
fee grant in State-aided schools in Scot- 
land under the provisions of Sub-section 
(1) of Section 1 of the Education and 
Local Taxation Account (Scotland) Act, 
1892, of Sub-section (6) of Section 2 of 
the same Act, and of Section 2 of the 
Local Taxation (Customs and Excise) 
Act, 1890. 


*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: The 
amount received in the financial year 
ended 31st March, 1900, under Section], 
Sub-section (1), of the Education and 
Local Taxation Account (Scotland) Act, 
1892, was £323,633, and under Section 2, 
Sub - section (6), of the same Aet, 
£5,379 12s. 2d. Under Section 2 of 
the Local Taxation (Customs and Excise) 
| Act, 1890, nothing was paid until the 
expiry of that financial year, as it was 
for the advantage of the Scottish schools 
that the £40,000 under that section 
should not diminish the draft on the 
parliamentary grant. Inthe year ended 


3lst March, 1901, the amount received, 
under Section 1 Sub-section (1), of the 
Education and Local Taxation Account 
(Scotland) Act. 1892, was £314,933: 
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under Section 2, Sub-section (6), of the | 
same Act, £64,036 15s. 5d.; and under 
Section 2 of the Local Taxation (Customs | 
and Excise, Act, 1890, £40,000. 


Mr. CALDWELL: I beg to ask the 
Lord Advocate if he can state the amount 
paid into the Local Taxation (Scotland) 
Account in each of the years ending | 
31st March, 1900 and 1901 respectively | 
in respect of each of Local Taxation 
Licences and Estate Duty; also the 
average attendance in State-aided schools 
in Scotland on which fee grant at the 
rate of 10s. per child was paid in each 
of the said two years ; and what balance, 
if any, was standing at the credit of | 
the fee grant fund on 31st March, 1901, 
after allowing for the settlement of all 
claims then due on the fund. 


*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: The 
amounts paid into the Local Taxation 
(Scotland) Account in the year ending 
3lst March, 1900 were in respect of Local 
Taxation Licences £361,212 15s. 2d., 
and in respect of Estate Duty 
£514,939 4s. 9d.,of which £182,960 7s. 9d 
was paid under the Agricultural Rates 
(Scotland) Act, 1896. The amounts paid 
in in the year ending 31st March, 1901 
were in respect of Local Taxation Licences 
£364,665 18s. 6d., and in respect of 
Estate Duty £481,003 2s. 8d., of which 
£182,499 5s. 9d. was paid under the 
Agricultural Rates, Ete., (Scotland) Act | 
1896. The Parliamentary fee grant for 
1899-1900 was calculated on an average | 
attendance of 631,515 at 10s.; for, 
1900-1901 on an average attendance | 
of 629,867 at 10s.; and in each case | 
was completely spent. In the former 
year, fee grant, including that from 
the Local Taxation Account, was paid 
at 12s. on an average attendance of 
626,284; and for the year ended 31st 
March, 1901, the payments for which | 
are not yet completed, it is estimated | 
that the 12s. payment will be made on | 
an average attendance of about 631,000. 
The amount standing to the credit 
of the Fee Grant Account on 31st March, 
1901, after deducting the amount since 
paid out of the fund, is £59,799 5s. 5d. 

GOVERNMENT PRINTING!ICONTRACTS 

IN SCOTLAND. 

*Srk CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean): I beg to ask the | 
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Secretary to the Treasury whether his 
attention has been called to the payment 
of less than the recognised wage in the case 
of contracts for Government printing to. 
Messrs. Neill and Company; whether 
Messrs. Neill and Company have ceased 
to be the Government printers for 
Scotland ; and under what department 
is the supervision of the fair wage prin- 
ciple in the case of the successors of 
Messrs. Neill as regards the work for the 
Registry of Sasines produced in the old 
Register House, Edinburgh. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: | 
have received no complaints upon this 
subject from any of the parties concerned. 
Messrs. Neill and Company have not 
ceased to do Government printing, but a 


‘part of the contracts formerly held by 


them are now held by another firm. 
The duty of seeing that the fair wages 
clause is observed in these cases rests 
primarily with the Controller of the 
Stationery Office, and in case of appeal 
with the Board of Treasury. I have 
made inquiry into the cases referred to in 
the question, but my information is to 
the effect that the clause is not being 
infringed. 
HIGH COURTS OF JUSTICE CLERKS— 
RETIREMENT RULES. 
Mr. KEARLEY: I beg to ask the 


|Secretary to the Treasury whether, in 


view of the statement made by the 
Secretary to the Treasury on 28th May, 
1900, that differences of opinion existed 
between the Lord Chancellor, the late 
Lord Chief Justice, and the late Master 
of the Rolls as to the application of the 
retirement rules of the Ridley Commis- 
sion to the clerks of the several divisions 
of the High Court, he will ascertain 
whether such difference of view prevails 


/among those now holding these posts : 


and whether they can now be induced 
by the Treasury to apply the same rules 
of retirement among these clerks as 
prevail in all other public offices ; whether 


he is aware that there were twenty-five 


clerks on 5th April, 1900, between sixty- 


‘five and seventy-five years of age, with 
i thirty-two to fifty-four years service : 


and that there were six clerks of over 


twenty years seniority serving in the 


same class and on the same pay as at 
time of entry, with ages ranging from 
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forty to seventy-one years ; and whether, | he can state the number of postmaster 
considering the strong opinion expressed | ships and sub-postmasterships awarded 
by the judge of the Probate Court, in| in England not exceeding £150 per 
common with the late Lord Herschell,' annum since June, 1897, and whether 
in favour of retirement rules working awarded to sorters, telegraphists, post- 
automatically, he can state what action men, or persons outside the Department, 
he proposes to take. and how many to each. 





Questions. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: I, Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: 
am informed by the Lord Chancellor There have been sixty-two such appoint- 
that owing to the doubts which have ments to postmasterships in England 
been expressed in high legal quarters as and Wales since the date named, awarded 
to*the power to make a general rule as follows :—To telegraphists, 1 ; out- 
applicable to the clerks appointed under siders, 2; to the provincial class of 
the Judicature Acts, it would now be sorting clerk and telegraphist, 34; to 
impossible to deal with this question other officers of the Department, 25. 
without legislation. This view appears Similar information as to sub-postmaster- 
to have been shared by the late Lord | ships is not available. 

Herschell, as he included this subject in | 

a Bill brought in by him to amend the CIVIL SERVICE STAFF CORPS. 

Judicature Acts. Mr. LUNDON (Limerick, E.): I beg 
to ask the Secretary to the Treasury 

LONDON TELEPHONE SERVICE. whether a staff clerk in the permanent 

Mr. BANBURY (Camberwell, Peck- Civil Service, who was promoted from 
ham) : I beg to ask the Secretary to the the second division in 1895 to a. scale 
Treasury, as representing the Postmaster of salary rising from £350 to £450 per 
xeneral, whether he will press forward | annum, is recognised by the Treasury 
the work of laying the telephone wires as being a clerk of the upper division, 
which has now been going on for nearly as defined by Clause 1 of the Order in 
a year; and also give instructions that Council of 15th August, 1890 ; and, if 
all pipes and materials shall be unloaded | not, will he state under what Order in 
at night, as at present the streets are! Council or authority such a clerk is 
nearly impassable, and when unloading considered to be deprived of the status 
is going on are quite impassable. of the upper division. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: The, Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: 
Postmaster General asks me to assure! The staff post described in the question 
my hon. friend that everything is being does not form part of the upper divi- 
done to press forward the work of laying sion. It is distinguished from that 
the telephone wires in London, and that | division by the Treasury Minute of 
most of the main lines have already been | 10th August, 1889; the holder is not 
completed. He understood that the | required to possess an upper division 
unloading of pipes and materials was certificate. The Order in Council of 
being done early in the morning, but 15th August, 1890, is not limited to the 
he will make further inquiry in view of upper division, but applies to all officers 
my hon. friend’s question. /on scales of salary in excess of that of the 

second division. 

Mr. BARTLEY : When will the system | 
be in working order ? ACHONRY DISTURBANCES. 

Mr. O’DOWD (Sligo, 8.): I beg to 

Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: I | ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
think, if my memory serves me right, | Lieutenant of Ireland will he explain 


towards the end of the present year. 'why, on the 5th May last, a police force 
' of over fifty dispersed a meeting of the 
POSTMASTERSHIPS. | United Irish League at Achonry, County 


Mr. SCHWANN: I beg to ask the | Sligo, and on what evidence the meeting 
Secretary to the Treasury, as represent- | was proclaimed ; under what authority, 
ing the Postmaster General, whether in spite of the protest of the chairman 
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against the dispersal of the meeting, | tary to the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland 
the officer in charge ordered the police| whether a Government analyst and 
to fix bayonets and advance to the plat-| chemist to the Lord Lieutenant will be 
form; is he aware that on the same | appointed in Ireland, seeing that the 
occasion the police attacked a band on| Somerset House analyst is obliged to 
its way to the meeting and batoned | do Irish work, and that in certain cases 
the people following the band, andthe journey renders the article almost 
attacked Patrick O’Neill, of Achonry, | unfit for analysis. 

pe See sa Hs St eh aN: A) oe, WEN DIEAM: The number of 


if he can give the number of the people —_* ; 1 
injured on this occasion, and whether | articles sent from Ireland to the Govern- 





he will cause further inquiry to be made 
into the matter. 


THE CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. Wynpuam, Dover): No 


orderly crowd attempted a repetition of 


locality. 
assailed with sticks and stones on three 
occasions, dispersed the mob 
truncheons. The order to fix bayonets 


of information received as to the inten- 
tions of the crowd and of their threaten- 
ing demeanour. I am inquiring further 
into the necessity of this order, but 
full accounts which have reached me 
prove that the district inspector and all 
his force exercised exemplary self-control 
during a trying day. I am unable to 
say how many were injured on the 
occasion ; a number of police, however, 
were struck. Patrick O’Neill and his 
son stoned the police, and the former 
received a blow trom a baton. 


from the local authorities on the sub- 
ject 2 


Mr. WYNDHAM: No, Sir. 


Mr. O’DOWD: Were orders given to 
the police to baton the people ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order ! 


GOVERNMENT ANALYST FOR 
IRELAND. 


Mr. MOONEY: On behalf of the 


hon. Member for the St. Patrick Division | 
of Dublin, I beg to ask the Chief Secre- 
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meeting was proclaimed on the 6th) 
May, but on the previous day a dis- | 


the unlawful demonstrations lately orga- | 
nised against certain persons in this | 
The police, who were violently | 


(which were not used) was given by | 
the district inspector, who considered it | 
necessary to adopt this course in view | 


Mr. O’DOWD: Has the right hon. | 


Gentleman received any representation | 


/ment laboratory at Somerset House is 
| very small, consisting usually of samples 
of milk and an occasional sample of 


whiskey. The other articles are mainly 
drinking waters. There is no reason to 
suppose that the time occupied by 


the journey renders the article “ almost 
unfit for analysis.” 


DUBLIN SCIENCE AND ART BUILDIN‘:. 
Mr. MOONEY : On behalf of the hon. 
Member for the St. Patrick Division of 


with | Dublin I beg to ask the Chief Secretary 


‘to the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether 
the site allotted by the Commissioners 
for the erection of the building of the 
Science and Art Department in Dublin 
\is still available, and whether he can 
explain the delay in commencing the 
building. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The site selected 
is still available. Provision is made in 
the Estimates for the current year in 
respect of the preliminary measures 
towards the erection of the new college. 
The report of the committee on the 
requirements of the college is now before 
the Board of Works, who will proceed 
to work out a scheme with all due speed. 
There are some difticulties of a practical 
nature which will prevent operations 
from proceeding very rapidly. 


CAVAN AND MONAGHAN LUNATIC 


ASYLUM. 

Mr. DALY (Monaghan, 8.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
aware that the committee of the Mon- 
aghan County Council at their last meet- 
ing passed a resolution regretting the 


| expenditure of the ratepayers’ money on 
| the 


Cavan and Monaghan Lunatic 


Asylum, which has been going on for 
the past two years, and whether he will 
order an inquiry as to the need for the 
work being carried out. 


K 
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Mr. WYNDHAM: This matter is | pay and allowances of non-commissioned 
now under consideration by the Joint | officers and men of the Regular Army. 
Asylum Committee, who have deputed | . 

a sub-committee to investigate the ex-| Mr. WYNDHAM: There is no inten- 
penditure, and, if necessary, to suspend | tion, at present, to re-arm the constabu- 
work, ‘lary with Lee-Metfords. The course at 
; | Hythe comprises the theoretical princi- 

FAIR RENT APPEALS IN COUNTY | ples of musketry. The method of the 
MONAGHAN. _ (instruction given is of more importance 

Mr. FLYNN (Cork Co., N.): [beg toask | than the pattern of rifle employed, and 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu-| there is no sufficient ground for forming 
tenant of Ireland whether his attention |g special Martini-Henry class with special 
has been directed to the observations | instructors. ? 
made by Mr. Justice Meredith at the | 
recent Land Sessions in Monaghan, when’ Mr, FLYNN: What about the last 
he commented strongly upon the increase paragraph? Are they to be armed? 
in the number of appeals from the deci-  \j]] they be paid as a military force ? 
sions of the sub-commissioners fixing 
fair rents, and complained of the over- Mr. WYNDHAM: There is no inten- 
burdening of the Land Court and putting | tion of making them a military force. 
the State to unnecessary expense in pas 
taking appeals where the sub-commis- Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: Will the 
sioners had done their duty between right hon. Gentleman now tell me that 
both parties; is he aware that out of the men now undergoing a course of 
154 cases listed at the sessions 81 were instruction at Hythe are not using the 
cases in which the judicial rent fixed by [,ee-Metford rifles ? 
the sub-commissioners were under £10 
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and 29 under £5 : 


limit the right of appeal from the deci- 
sions of the sub-commissioners. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The statements 
in the first and second paragraphs are 
generally correct. The suggestion in 
the last paragraph, that the absolute 
right of appeal which the 44th Section 
of the Act of 1881 confers in every case, 
should be limited, could only be effected 
by legislation. 

ROYAL IRISH CONSTABULARY— 
ISSUE OF LEK-METFORD RIFLES. 
Mr. FLYNN: LI beg to ask the Chief 

Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland, in view of the fact that a number 


of officers and non-commissioned officers , 


of the Royal Irish Constabulary have 


gone to the School of Musketry at Hythe | 


for the purpose of rifle drill and practice, 
will he say whether it is intended to arm 


the Royal Irish Constabulary with the | 


Lee-Metford rifle in place of the Martini- 
Henry rifle at present in use ; and, if so, 


will the pay and other allowances of the | 
members of the force as regards members | 


joining in future be assimilated to the 


and, whether, in view 
of the learned judge’s remarks, the delay 
to the tenants, and the expense to the 
State, the Government will take steps to 


Mr. WYNDHAM: [ fully answered 
that the other day. They are at Hythe 
for a course of musketry. 


Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN (Kilkenny) : 
Who is it intended to shoot with these 
rifles ? 


CROWN APPOINTMENTS IN IRELAND— 
ROMAN CATHOLICS. 

Mr. O'DOHERTY (Donegal, N.): | 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland if he will 
state the number of Roman Catholies 
holding appointments under the Crown, 
legal or judicial, in the counties of Derry, 
‘Tyrone, and Donegal; and whether he 
will also state the proportion the Roman 
Catholic population in each of these 
counties bears to the other religious 
denominations. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: [I have no official 
information on the religions of persons 
holding Crown appointments, except 
‘in the cases of justices of the peace and 
the police. Of the former, there are 
| thirty-five, forty-six, and_ sixty-five 
‘Roman Catholics; 106, 202, and 152 
Protestants, respectively, in the counties 
named. The police number 131, 142, 
/and 315 Roman Catholics, and 102, 98, 
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and 141 Protestants. The information 
desired in the second paragraph will be 
found in the Census Returns. 


KINSALE FISHERIES—DESTRUCTION 
OF HERRINGS. 


Mr. TENNANT: I beg to ask the 
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to sanction the advance to enable the 
tenants to purchase, but that the land 
_ judge, in consequence of one objection, 
applied the 40th section, so that a new 
inspection had to be made, after which 
no report was sent by the Land Commis- 
sion to the judge ; is he aware that the 


Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant | Land Commission stated on 16th April 
of Ireland whether his attention has! that the report was deferred by the 


been called to the deliberate destruction | 
of about £1,000 worth of herrings at the | 
entrance of Kinsale Harbour on Thurs- 

day the 9th instant, owing to the fact 

that there was no market for the fish, 

numbering, approximately, 4,000,000 

herrings; and whether it would be 

possible to procure some means of transit 

in such cases whereby a market could 

be obtained elsewhere for this valuable 

food supply when the local market has 

been glutted. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: It is a fact that a 
quantity of herrings was thrown over- 
board by Scotch herring boats now 
fishing at Kinsale. The merchants who 
purchase herrings provide steamers for 
their transport to market. It is, I am 
informed, impossible to provide against 
a glut of herrings of inferior quality, 
which occurs perhaps only once in a 
season. 


VACANT INSPECTORSHIP OF IRISH 


FISHERIES. 

Mr. CREAN (Cork, 8.E.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether Mr. W. 
Lane, a Cork brewer, has been appointed 
Inspector of Irish Fisheries in place of 
Mr. Cecil Roche, resigned ; and, if so, 
will he state on whose recommendation 
Mr. Lane has been appointed, and what 
qualification, if any, he has for the 
position. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: No appointment 
has yet been made to the vacant office. 


CADWALLADER EDWARD’S ESTATE. 


Mr. FFRENCH (Wexford, S.): I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is aware 
that last June the parties interested in 
Cadwallader Edward’s estate, in Wexford 
County, agreed to sell at eighteen years 
purchase ; that an inspection was made 
then by the Land Commission inspector | 


suspension of advances in Wexford 
County, but that the commissioners could 
send in their report to the judge, but 
wrote on the 7th May that no such 
report could now be sent in; will the 
Land Commission be asked to send in the 
report at once; and what steps will the 
Government take to facilitate the sales 
of properties like this in the county of 
Wexford. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The statements 
in the first paragraphare correct. The 
report of the Land Commission under 
Section 40 has now been sent to the land 
judge, who has been informed that the 
commissioners are in a position to make 
the advances suggested in their report, 
which previously they were unable to do. 


Mr. FFRENCH: What has caused 
the delay in furnishing the funds ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The limit of credit 
standing to the ereditof the constituencies 
had been reached, and application had to 
be made before further funds could be 
granted, 


Mr. FFRENCH: Will the right hon. 
Gentleman introduce a Bill dealing with 
this difficulty ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I have a Bill, and 
shall be glad to introduce it. 


POLICE RETIREMENT REGULATIONS. 


Mr. J. P. FARRELL (Longford, N.) : 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether he 
will state how many years a policeman 
must serve before he is entitled to retire 
on a pension ; whether he is aware that 
within recent years many policemen 
have retired from the police force in 
County Longford at a comparatively 
early age, and without sufficient cause 
as to physical unfitness to continue doing 
duty ; whether such vacancies are being 


K 2 





271 Questions. 


filled by recruiting, contrary to the 
promise of his predecessor in office in 
June, 1896 ; and whether there is any 
power to prevent the crowding of Irish 
small towns with police pensioners, 
many of whom are fully competent to 
continue discharging the duties for 
which they enlisted. 


Mr. WYNDHAM : Twenty-five years, 
unless incapacitated in the meantime by 
sickness or injury. Eight men have 
retired on pension in the county of 
Longford during the past two years. 


Such vacancies are filled by recruiting. | 
No promise was given in 1896 of the, 


nature indicated. Constabulary pen-- 


sioners, like other members of the com- | 


munity, are at liberty to reside where 
they like. 


Mr. J. P. FARRELL: The question | 


on the Paper is not in the form in which 
I handed it to the clerk, and does not now 
convey my meaning. I wish to know | 
whether in the case of the men who 
have been superannuated the authorities | 
were satisfied that they were incapaci- 
tated from further service by illness or 
any other cause. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I understand that 
they retired in the ordinary way, after 
twenty-five years service. 


Mr. FLYNN: Is it not a fact that an 
undertaking was given that police 
recruiting should proceed but slowly % 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Yes; and it has 


been fulfilled. The Royal Irish Con- | 


stabulary establishment is lower now 
than then. 


ROYAL [IRISH CONSTABULARY— 
VICEREGAL COMMISSION. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: I beg to ask the 


Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant | 
of Ireland if Messrs. Holmes and Starkie 
are members of the Viceregal Commission | 


who are to sit in Dublin on the 20th May 
to inquire into the position of the Royal 
Irish Constabulary ; is Mr. Holmes the 
Treasurer Remembrancer for Ireland, 
who sat on a similar Commission in 1883, 


or is he the President of the Board of | 
Works ; is Mr. Starkie a resident magis- | 


trate; and have any Commissioners 
been appointed who are not in the pay | 
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of the Government, and which of them 
is understood to represent the rank and 
file of the constabulary. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The members of 
the Committee are Colonel Sir C. E. 
Howard Vincent (Chairman), Mr. 
R. W. A. Holmes (Treasurer Remem- 
| brancer), and Mr. R. F. Starkie (Resident 
| Magistrate). Mr. Holmes sat on a 
‘similar Commission in 1883. Mr. 
|Starkie served in the constabulary for 
sixteen years prior to his appointment 
as resident magistrate. 





Mr. T. M. HEALY: I understood 
| that Sir Howard Vincent was unable to 
sit on the Commission in consequence of 
the state of his health. 


LABOURERS’ COTTAGES IN THE 
LONGFORD UNION. 

Mr. J. P. FARRELL: I beg to ask 
‘the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
'tenant of Ireland whether he can state 
how many of the labourers’ cottages 
and half-acre plots applied for in the 
union of Longford were refused by the 
inspector sent down by the Local Govern- 
ment Board, and why this gentleman 
practically rejected three-fourths of the 
scheme without any serious objection 
being made by either the owners or 
occupiers of land prepared to be taken, 
or does the inspector justify his decision 
on financial or legal grounds ; and has 
the district council any power to appeal 
against his decision. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Thirty-two  cot- 
tages and thirty-two half-acre plots were 
approved by the inspector ; twenty-five 
cottages and twenty half-acre plots were 
withdrawn at the inquiry. The decision 
as to the cases to be included in or 
excluded from the Provisional Order 
rests with the Board, not the inspector. 
If the district council is of opinion that 
in any particular case the circumstances 
}are such as would justify the Board in 
‘including it in the Provisional Order, 
the Board will be happy to consider any 
representations that may be made by the 
council. 
| Mr. J. P. FARRELL: I am much 
obliged to the right hon. Gentleman. 
May I ask‘whether, if application is made. 


| 








273 


any 
coul 


M 


hav 


MA 
S" 
Cl 
M 

(re 

to t 

repl 

mis: 

Dul 

ol 

to 

rept 
and 
wer 
stor 
thei 
lish 
pub 

of t 

plie 


M 
the 
app 
socl 
on 
mit 
to 1 
sion 
una 
wou 
and 
side 


N 
Gen 
Tesco 


\ 


writ 


IRL 


On 
Sou 
Sec 
Irel 
atic 
paic 
Ma: 
whi 
fees 
resi 














273 


Questions. 


any further expense to the rural district 
council will be involved. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I should like to 


have notice of that. 


MARLBOROUGH STREET 
STORES—BOOKBINDERS’ 
COMPLAINT. 
Mr. NANNETTI (Dublin, College 
(rreen) : I beg to ask the Chief Secretary 


(DUBLIN) 
SOCIETY'S 


to the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland if any | 


reply has been received from the Com- 
missioners in Marlborough Street, 
Dublin, to the complaints of the secretary 
of the bookbinders’ society, forwarded 
to these Commissioners by him for 
report, and if so, will he give their reply 
and will he say what quantity of books 
were supplied to the Marlborough Street 


stores for the past twelve months, with | 
their titles, and the names of the pub- | 


lishers and the number supplied by each 


publisher ; and whether the provisions | 
of the Fair Wages Resolution are com- | 


plied with in their production. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: So far as I know, | 


the Commissioners have not been 

. ’ 
approached recently by the bookbinders 
society. I received a communication 


on the 8th May, which I have trans- | 


mitted for their observations. In reply 
to the second paragraph, the Commis- 
sioners have informed me that they are 
unable to give such a Return, since it 
would involve great labour in preparation 
and could not be completed for a con- 
siderable time. 


Mr. NANNETTI: Will the right non. 
Gentleman take steps to see that the 
resolution is complied with ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I have aiready 
written a letter on the subject. 


IRISH SCHOOL TEACHERS’ SALARIES, 

Mr REDDY (King’s County, Birr) : 
On behalf of the hon. Member for 
South Galway I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether teachers whose examin- 
ations were held before last March were 
paid salaries for the year ended 31st 
March, 1901, under the old system, 
which included class salary, results 
fees, capitation grant, and balance of 
residual grant, calculated at the end 
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| of each year, or whether they were paid 

under the new system of consolidated 
}incomes ; whether, if paid under the 
|former, such teachers are now to be 
| deprived of the balance of residual grant 

which was paid in former years, and to 
_which they are entitled; and whether 
the National Education Commissioners 
|or the Treasury are responsible for this 
| scale of payment. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The teachers in 
question were paid salaries on the old 
| system up to the month of examination, 
| and under the new system for the 
iremainder of the year. The reply to 
| the second paragraph is in the negative ; 
|the grant known as the residual grant 
|is included in the incomes of teachers 
| under the new system. 


Questions. 


CLANRICARDE ESTATE. 


Mr. REDDY: On behalf of the hon. 
Member for East Galway I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether he will state 
the amount of cost incurred by the 
Government in carrying out evictions 
on the Clanricarde estate since June, 

1886, till 1900. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The expenses _in- 
‘curred by the police in affording protec- 
tion to the sheriff or his officers on this 
duty amounted to £3,523 in the period 
stated. 


BIRR AND PORTUMNA LINE. 

Mr. REDDY: On behalf of the hon. 
Member for East Galway, I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether the Govern- 
ment will advance £24,000, the amount 
required by the Great Southern and 
Western Railway Company towards 
restoring and working the Birr and 
Portumna line. 


| 
| Mr. WYNDHAM: No, Sir. 
| 





| RE-AFFORESTING IN IRELAND. 

| Mr. O’MARA: I beg to ask the 

| Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 

|of Ireland whether he can state how 
many acres of land have been acquired 
for the purpose of re-afforesting the 

|} country. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Nine hundred and 


sixty acres. 








275 (Juestions. 
RABIES IN [RELAND. 


CoLoneL J. M‘CALMONT (Antrim, 
E.): I beg to ask the President of the 
Board of Agriculture whether, in con- 
sideration of the fact that but two cases 
of rabies have been officially reported 
as having occurred in Ireland this year, 
he can now see his way to at any rate 
relaxing the existing prohibitions in 
regard to the importation of dogs from 
Ireland into Great Britain. 


*Mr. HANBURY: I am not disposed 
to undo the excellent work of my pre- 
decessor in practically clearing Great 
Britain of this disease, and until Ireland 
can show a clean bill of health for some 
months I see no reason to alter the 
regulations. The last case of rabies was 
so recently as the week ending April 20th, 
in County Cavan, and in the week ending 
April 27th four dogs were destroyed 
as having been exposed to infection. 


IRISH LAND JUDGE'S COURT— 
RECEIVERS’ DEPARTMENT. 

Mr. MACARTNEY (Antrim, 8.): I 
beg to ask the Secretary to the Treasury 
whether estates under receivers in the | 
Land Judge’s Court contribute to the 
expenses of the staff of the receivers’ 
department ; and, if so, by how much 
has the contribution exceeded the ex- 
penditure ; whether the balance, if any, | 
may be applied to any other object than | | 
the expenses of that department ; and, | 
if so, how has it been applied, and by | 
whose authority. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : My 
information is that the expenses, which | 
were intended to be covered by fees in | 
respect of receiver’s accounts, have ex- 
ceeded the receipts from those fees. The 
question of dealing with a balance has | 
not therefore arisen. 


| 

MARRIAGE WITH A DECEASED WIFE'S | 
SISTER BILL. 

*Sir BRAMPTON GURDON (Norfolk, | 

N.): I beg to ask the First Lord of the | 
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refrain from moving the adjournment 
of the House to a date posterior to that 
fixed for the Committee stage on the 
Marriage with a Deceased Wife’s Sister 
Bill. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I do not think 
the suggestion of the hon. Gentleman 
would meet with general approval in 
any quarter of the House. In any case 
a Bill that passes its Second Reading so 
late as the Bill in which he has a particular 
interest has not the smallest chance of 
passing into law in the course of the 
session. 


*Srr BRAMPTON GURDON : Is the 
right hon. Gentleman aware that the 
Committee on a private Bill cannot be 
fixed before Whitsuntide, and that the 
Committee on this Bill has been fixed for 
the first Wednesday after Whitsuntide 4 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I think the 


hon. Gentleman is mistaken in that. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO 
CHILDREN BILL. 

Sir HENRY FOWLER (Wolverhamp- 
ton, E.): Will the First Lord before the 
adjournment say what course he intends 
to take with reference to the Sale of 
Intoxicating Liquors to Children Bill ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I shall cer- 
tainly make a statement on that subject 
either before Whitsuntide or, more 
| probably, shortly after W hitsuntide, 
when I shall probably have to ask the 
House for greater facilities for the con- 
duct of business. 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 

Mr. CROMBIE (Kincardineshire) : 
beg to ask the First Lord of the T Ae 
| what Votes in Class 2 will be taken on 
Friday, and in what order. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The Votes will 


| be the Privy Council Office, the Charity 


Commissioners, Civil Service Commis- 





Treasury whether, having regard to the | sioners, the Exchequer Audit Depart- 
Prime Minister's declaration of last year ment, the Friendly Societies, the Lunacy 
to the Agents General for the Austra- | Commissioners, the National Debt Office, 
lasian Colonies, that the Government | and Votes 20, 21, 22, and 23. 

makes it a rule not to interfere in ques- 

tions affecting the subject of marriage; Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: Will the 
with a deceased wife’s sister, he will} right hon. Gentleman include in the list 
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the Vote for the salary of the Under 
Secretary for the Home Department ! 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: No, Sir. 
Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: Can 


we have notice before the Board of Trade 
Vote is taken, seeing that considerable 
interest is taken in it ? 
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the House. 


had been made in the ordinary course, 
and according to well established and 
most convenient usage, to take a division 
to-night. This arrangement cannot be 
broken without inflicting the greatest 
inconvenience on a very large body of 
Members. I am painfully aware that 
a large number of Gentlemen have 


hitherto been unable to find an oppor- 


tunity of taking part in the debate, but 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I always | 
endeavour to give notice at the begin- 
ning of the week of what Supply will be 
taken on the Friday. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: Is it 
intended to take Supply to-morrow week? 


we have a whole evening still before us, 
and I hope that the speeches still to be 
delivered will differfromtheir predecessors 
by being of greater brevity. If hon. 
Gentlemen who are fortunate enough 
to catch the Speaker's eye will remember 
that others desire to address the House 


‘I am convinced there will be no great 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: That depends | 
on the course of business between now | 
and then. 


Mr. BARTLEY: I beg to ask the 
First Lord of the Treasury whether 
he has made any arrangements for 
allowing another day for the debate on 
the Army resolution, seeing that so 
many hon. Members desire to take part | 
in it } 


| SITTINGS OF 


COLONEL KENYON-SLANEY (Shrop- 
shire, Newport): Will the right hon. 
Gentleman bear in mind that many | 
Members of this House who take a 
deep interest in this question would | 
like, in view of the fact that there is no 
alternative proposition before the House, 
to see the debate ended ? 


las 


difficulty in concluding the discussion. 
Under these circumstances, and in view 
of the appeal of my hon. and gallant 
friend the Member for Newport, who, 
I know, represents a very large amount 
of opinion in this House, I do not think 


it would be possible to upset the arrange- 
|ments carefully come to some days 
| since. 


THE HOUSE (EXEMP- 
TION FROM THE STANDING ORDER). 

Motion made, and Question put, 
That the proceedings on the resolution 
to Army organisation, if under 
discussion at twelve o’clock this night, 


'be not interrupted under the Standing 
' Order, Sittings of the House.”—(Mr. A. 


J. Balfour.) 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I think I The House divided :—Ayes, 261 ; Noes, 
stated only yesterday that arrangements | 157. (Division List No. 188.) 
AYES. 


Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 





Acland-Hood, Capt. SirAlex.F. 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Aird, Sir John 

Allsopp, Hon. George 

Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arrol, Sir William 
Ashmead-Bartlett, Sir Ellis 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Austin, Sir John 
Bagot, Capt. Josceline FitzRoy 
Bain, Col. James Robert 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Balearres, Lord 

Baldwin, Alfred 

Balfour, Rt.Hn. A. J.(Mane’r) 
Balfour,Rt HnGerald W (Leeds) 








Banbury, Frederick George 
Barry,Sir Francis T. (Windsor) 
Bathurst, Hon. AllenBenjamin 
Beach, RtHn.SirM. H.(Bristol) 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 

Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Boulnois, Edmund 

Brassey, Albert 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Brymer, William Ernest 
Bullard, Sir Harr 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Campbell, RtHnJ A.(Glasgow) | 
Carlile, William Walter 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cautley, Henry Strother 


Cavendish, V.C.W.(Derbysh.) 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Chamberlain,Rt. Hn.J.(Birm. ) 
Chamberlain, J. A. (Wore’r.) 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 


Chapman, Edward 
| Charrington, Spencer 
| Coghill, Douglas Harry 


Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colston,Chas. Edw.H. Athole 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cranborne, Viscount 


| Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 


Cross, Herb. Shepherd (Bolton) 


_ Crossley, Sir Savile 
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Cust, Henry John C. 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Denny, Col 

Dewar, John A. (Inverness-sh. 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Dimsdale, Sir Joseph Cocktield 
Dixon-Hartland, Sir Fred. D. 
Dorington, Sir John Edward 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxford,SirWilliam Theodore 
Duke, Henry Edward 

Dyke, Rt. Hn. SirWilliam Hart 
Elliot,Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Faber, George Denison 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fellowes, Hon. AilwynEdward 
Fergusson, Rt. Hn.Sir-J.(Mane’r 
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Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hutton, John (Yorks, N.R.) 


| Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 


Jeffreys, Arthur Frederick 


| Johnston, William (Belfast) 
| Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) | 


Kearley, Hudson E. 


| Kennaway.Rt.Hn.Sir John H. 


Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst | 


Finch, George H 


Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne | 


Fisher, William Haves 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edward Algernon 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
"letcher, Sir Henry 
Flower, Ernest 
Forster, Henry William 
Foster,SirMichael(Lond.U niv. 
Fuller, J. M. F. 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Garfit, William 
Gladstone, Rt. Hn. Herbert J. 
Godson, Sir Augustus Fredk. 
0 agg E.(Elgin& Nairn) 
Gordon, J. (Londonderry, 8.) 
ene: ag yans(T’wrHam. 
Gorst, Kt. Hon. Sir John E. 
Goschen, Hon. George Joachim 
Graham, Heory Robert 
(iray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greene, SirE. W(B’yS. Edinds) 
Greene, W. Raymond-(Cambs.) 
Grenfell, William Henry 
Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Groves, James Grimble 
Guthrie, Walter Murray 
Hain, Edward 
Hall, Edward Marshall 
Halsey, Thomas Frederick 
Hamilton, Rt HnLordG(Midd’x 


| Moore, William (Antrim, N.) | 
Morgan, Hn. F. (Monm’thish.) | 


Kenyon, Hon.Geo. T(Denbigh) 
Kenyon, James (Lanes., Bury) 
Kenyon-Slaney,Col. W. (Salop) 
Law, Andrew Bonar 

Lawson, John Grant 

Lee, ArthurH( Hants, Fareham 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 


Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie | 


Leveson-Gower, Fredk. N. S. 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 


Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine | 
Long,Col.CharlesW(Evesham | 


Long,Rt. Hn. Walter(Bristol,S 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale) 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas, 


Col. Francis( Lowestoft) | 


Lucas, ReginaldJ.(Portsmouth | 


Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
Macartney, Rt.Hn. WG Ellison 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Calmont,Col. H.L. B.(Cams. 
M‘Calmont,Col. J.(Antrim,E. ) 
M'‘lver, “e" L.(Edinburgh, W.) 
M: Killop, « Jas. (Stirlingshire) 
i ag James A. H. 
Malcolm, Ian 

Martin, Richard Biddulph 


Maxwell, RtHnSirH E(Wigt’n | 


Maxwell, WJ H( Dumfriesshire 
Meysey- Thompson, Sir H. M. 
Middlemore, John 'l’. 
Milward, ¢ ‘ol. Victor 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 


| Morrell, George Herbert 
| Morris, Hon. Martin Henry F. 


Hamilton, »Marq. of(1/ at'deey | 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. Robt. Wm. | 


Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Haslam, Sir Alfred 8. 

Hayter, Rt. Hon. SirArthurD. 
Heath, James (Stafis., N. W.) 
Helder, Augustus 
Hermon- Hodge, Robert Trotter 
Hickman, Sir Alfred 
Higginbottom, S. W. 
Hoare,Edw. Brodie( Hampst’d) 
Hoare, Sir Samuel “emer ye 
Hobhouse, C. E. H. (Bristol, E.) 
Hobhouse, Henry,Somerset,E. 
Hope,J. F(Sheffield Brightside 
Howard, J. (Kent, Faversham) 
Howard,J.(Midd.,Tottenham) 
Hozier, Hon. Jas. Henry Cecil 


Abraham, Wim. (Cork, N. E.) | 


Abraham, William (Rhondda) 
Allan, W: illiam (Gateshead) 
Allen ‘Chas. P. (Gloue. Stroud) 


Morton, ArthurH. A.(Deptford 
Mount, William Arthur 
Mowbray, Sir Robt Gray C. 


Murray, RtHnAGraham(Bute | 


Murray,Col. Wyndham(Bath) 
Myers, William Henry 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
O’Neill, Hon. Robt. Torrens 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Palmer, Geo. Wm. (Reading) 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Parker. Gilbert 

Pease, HerbertPikeDarlington 
Pemberton, John 8. G. 
Percy, Ear 

Pierpoint, Robert 
Pilkington, Lt.-Col. Richard 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 


NOES. 


Asher, Alexander 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Balfour, Maj. K. R.(Christch.) 
Barlow, John Emmott 


the House. 


Plummer, Walter R. 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Purvis, Robert 
Randles, John Ss. 
Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Ratcliffe, Rk. F. 
teid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Rentoul, James Alexander 
Ridley, Hn. M. W.(Staly bridge 
Ridley,S. Forde(BethnalGreen 
Ritchie,Rt. Hn.Chas. Thomson 
tobertson, Herb. (Hackney) 
topner, Colonel Robert 
Round, James 
Royids, Clement Molyneux 
Sadler,Col. Samuel Alexander 
Samuel, Harry 8. (Limehouse) 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
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5 | Sharpe, Wm. Edward T. 


Shaw-Stewart, M.H.(Renfrew 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 
Smith,AbelH.(Hertford,East) 
Smith,JamesParker(Lanarks. 
Spear, John Ward 

Spencer, Kt. Hn.CR( Northants 
Spencer, Ernest( W. Bromwich) 
Stanley, Lord (Uanes.) 
Stewart ,SirMarkJ. M‘ Taggart 
Stroyan, John 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, RtHnJ.G.(Oxf'dUniv.} 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Valentia, Viscount 

Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 


| Wason,JohnC iatheart(Orkney 


Welby, Sir Chas.G. E. ( Notts.) 
Wharton,Rt. Hon. John Lloyd 
W hiteley, H. (Ashton-u. -Lyne 


| Whitmore, Charles Algernon 


Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Williams, tHe Powell( Birm 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 


| Wills, Sir Frederick 


| 


Wilson, A. S. (York, E. R.) 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson-Todd, Wm. H.( Yorks.) 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E. R.(Bath 
Wolff. Gustav Wilhelm 
Wortley, Rt. Hn. C. B.Stuart- 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 
Young, Commander(Berks, E.} 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 
Beaumont, W entworth Cc. B. 
Blake, Edward 

Boland, John 
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Bowles,T.Gibson(King’s Lynn _ Harrington, Timothy | O'Dowd, John 
Brand, Hon. Arthur G. Hayden, John Patrick O’Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
Brigg, John Hayne, Rt. Hn. Chas. Seale- | O’Malley, William 
Broadhurst, Henr Healy, Timothy Michael | O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 
Brookfield, Col. Montagu Heaton, John Henniker | Palmer, Sir Chas. M.(Durham) 
rne Caine, William Sprostun Helme, Norval Watson | Partington, Oswald 
Caldwell, James Hemphill, Rt. Hon. CharlesH. | Paulton, James Mellor 
Cameron, Robert | Holland, William Henry | Perks, Robert William 
rsonk Campbell, John (Armagh, 8.) | Hope,John Deans (Fife, West) | Pirie, Duncan V. 
Carew, James Laurence Horniman, Frederick John | Power, Patrick Joseph 
r Carvill, Patrick Geo. Hamilton Jacoby, James Alfred | Price, Robert John 
idge Causton, Richard Knight Jameson, Major J. Eustace | Rea, Russell 
een Channing, Francis Allston Joicey, Sir James | Reckitt, Harold James 
son Churchill, Winston Spencer Jones, Wm. (Carnarvonshire) | Reddy, M. 
py) Claney, John Joseph Jones, David Brynmor(Swans’a | Redmond, John E. (Waterford: 
° Colomb,SirJohnCharlesReady Joyce, Michael | Redmond, William (Clare) 
Colville, John ; Kay-Shuttleworth,RtHnSirU | Reid,SirR.Threshie( Dumfries) 
: Condon, Thomas Joseph Kinloch, SirJohnGeorgeSmyth | Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
der Craig, Robert Hunter Lambert, George | Roe, Sir Thomas 
use) Crean, Eugene Langley, Batty | Schwann, Charles E. 
W.) Crombie, John William Layland-Barratt, Francis | Shaw, Thomas (Hawick, B.) 
Cullinan, J. Leamy, Edmund | SinclairCapt.John(Forfarshire- 
rew Daly, James Lewis, John Herbert | Smith, Samuel (Flint) 
Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) | Lough, Thomas | Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Delany, William ' Lowther, Rt. Hon. Jas. (Kent) | Stevenson, Francis S. 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles Lundon, W. | Strachey, Edward 
ast) Dillon, John MaeNeill, John Gordon Swift | Sullivan, Donal 
rks. Doogan, P. C. M‘Cann, James | Taylor, Theodore Cooke 
Duncan, J. Hastings , M‘Crae, George | Tennant, Harold John 
ints. Dunn, Sir William M‘Dermott, Patrick | Thomas, A. (Glamorgan, E.) 
ich) Elibank, Master of M‘Kenna, Reginald | Thomas, David Alfred(Merth’r 
Emmott, Alfred M‘Laren, Charles Benjamin | Thomas,l. Freeman-( Hastings 
rart Evans,Sir Francis H. (Maidst. Manstield, Horace Rendall | Tomkinson, James 
Evans, S. T. (Glamorgan) Markham, Arthur Basil | Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
ey Farquharson, Dr. Robert Mather, William | Tully, Jasper 
ler Farrell, James Patrick Mellor, Rt. Hon. John Wm. | Wallace, Robert 
ar) Fenwick, Charles Mooney, John J. | Warner, ThomasCourtenayT. 
iv.) Ferguson,R. C. Munro (Leith) Morgan,J.Lloyd (Carmarthen | Wason, Eugene(Clackmannan 
Ffrench, Peter | Murphy, J | Welby,Lt.-Col. A.C.E.(Ta’nt’n 
ray Flavin, Michael Joseph Nannetti, Joseph P. | White, George (Norfolk) 
Flynn, James Christopher Norman, Henry | Williams, Osmond (Merioneth 
rd Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry Norton, Capt. Cecil William | Wilson,Henry J.(York,W. RB.) 
Furness, Sir Christopher Nussey, Thomas Willans | Woodhouse,SirJ T(Huddersf'd 
r) Gilhooly, James O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) | Young, Samuel (Cavan, East) 
ney Goddard, Daniel Ford O’Brien, Kendal(Tipper’ry,Md | Yoxall, James Henry 
ts.) Goulding, Edward Alfred , O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) | 
oyd Gretton, John O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) | TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
yne Guest. Hon. Ivor Churchill O’Connor,James(Wicklow,W. | Sir Thomas Esmonde and 
on Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton O'Donnell; John (Mayo, 8.) | Captain Donelan. 
set) Harmsworth, R. Leicester O'Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
rm. 
d ARMY ORGANISATION. | ‘this House, while desirous of supporting. 
[Tarp Day’s Desate.] | measures for improving the efliciency of the 
) hag : | Army and securing Imperial defence, is of 
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question to-day should remember 
that “brevity is the soul of wit,” 


| promise him and the House that 
1 will not trespass long upon their 
attention. I am sure the House will 
hear with me if I address a few inquiries 
to the right hon. Gentleman as to the 
uew powers he proposes to confer on the 
generals commanding the corps d’armee 
in this country which are not at present 
provided for, because | think the right 
hon. Gentleman will agree with me that, 
until we understand what the expense 
of this system will be, and until we 
know what the new powers entrusted 
to the generals are, we are only at the 
very threshold of the question. The 
right hon. Gentleman encourages me, 
because he used these words, which | 
thought very striking in the excellent 
speech he made on the &th of March— 

‘I believe that the proper delegation of 
authority is the only means by which we can 
redeem our military system and our officers 
from the paralysing effects of 1elying for every 

-detail of their task in time of peace on a 
central establishment in Pall Mall.” 
[ am sure that all the military Mem- 
bers of this House, and any gentle- 
men who have given attention to the 
conditions at the War Office, will agree 
with me that these are wise words, and 
that we ought to do all in our power 
to support the right hon. Gentleman in 
carrying them out. 

The first thing we have to under- 
stand is, what are exactly the powers 


which are now to be delegated to 
the generals commanding districts 
and divisions in this country. I will, 


with the permission of the House, com- 
pare the old duties and powers entrusted 
to general officers in command of districts 
in this country with the duties and 
powers of officers in command in Ger- 
many and France. In our case every 
buestion connected with the drill and 
discipline of troops is under the general 
in command. We all know that the 
general officer in command of a district 
is absolutely supreme and_ responsible 
for drill and discipline, but he neither 
arms nor equips them; he neither 
clothes, feeds, nor houses them. All 
that is done by separate departments 
of the Government. If the right hon. 
Yentleman intends at all to proceed 
on the lines of the powers granted 
-abroad he must very much enlarge the 


Sir Arthur Hayter. 
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MONS} 


_ powers of the generals in command of 
districts. Now, what is the case in 
Germany ? I ventured on Tuesday to 
state what were the powers of an officer 
commanding a corps d’armee. The officer 
commanding has under him a corps 
\intendant, and I quote with respect to 
the duties of that officer from a paper 
presented to Parliament in connection 
with Lord Hartington’s Committee— 


“The corps intendant is responsible for 
corps accounts, supply, clothing, barracks, 
hospitals, pensions, invalidings, control of 
funds for building fortifications, technical 
superintendence of military buildings. In 
France the corps commanders are responsible 
to the War Minister for the efficiency of the 
troops and establishments in their regions. 
The corps commander is the direct and re- 
sponsible chief of the administration, financial 
| or otherwise, in his corps. The directors of 
the various departments are under his imme- 
diate orders and correspond with him alone. 
The corps commanderiis, under the authority 
of the Minister, responsible for the administra- 
tion of his army corps.” 
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Very similar js the case in France. 
Is the right hon. Gentleman prepared 
to give these corps commanders in this 
country the control of, say, their con- 
tracts for forage supplies? Is he pre- 
pared to give them control of their 
|transport ? Does he propose to allow 
them to be responsible for the carrying 
/out of those buildings in Class 2 of the 
Works Vote, which amount to. no les 
than £100,000 ? Will they have contro 
of the supplies? Of course, it is of the 
greatest importance that they should 
| have, but, if they do, and if they have 
'this subordinate command, it will, of 
|course, enormously decrease the over- 
/whelming correspondence with which 
in the past the War Office has had to deal. 
I think hon. and right hon. Gentlemen 
‘are hardly aware of the amount of detail 
work which this correspondence involves. 
I saw an account given to the Decen- 
| tralisation Committee as to the sort 
of questions to be answered from head- 
| quarters. I do not know whether it is the 
/samenow. Ifa child wastoo small to toddle 
|to the army school, the head of the 
' military department was asked whether he 
/might be allowed to go to a civil school. 
A schoolmistress had to ask whether 
she might marry her young man, and a 
schoolmaster was not allowed more than 
three days leave without the permission of 
the War Office. Well, the absurdity of 
that is apparent. When Lord Roberts 
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ared before the Decentralisation hz fragment of it, is gone over again ; if, 


ee ; C [Pec say, you had a sy stem of decentralisation, 
(ommittee in 1898 he was asked | with a test audit, such as they have in 


“Have you in your mind anything in the | Germany, instead of this complete audit, with 
utore of a reorganisation under the army | every item gone over again, I helieve you 
ps system which now obtains in India | would do away with half the clerks in the War 
shich would lessen reference to this office ?— | Office. You would also, I believe myself, not 
ftwould be impossible unless the officer com- | lose one single fragment of efficiency as regards 
unding the army corps has some sort of real true audit.” 
jnancial authority. Se ae +s : Ls 
“You would, in fact, take over a considerably That is a very important thing, but there 
inger financial authority ?—Yes. is another great benefit you might 
“You would regard them as part of the obtain if the right hon. Gentleman 
iities of an officer ?—Yes ; on service you give | would give certain powers to adopt a 
an officer almost unlimited financial control, | lines i; ; tiie oA I ; 
wt his training in timeof peace does not teach 40Cal audit. elieve what I propose is 
in how to exercise that control. I would | carried out in other Departments of the 
grea general officer commanding a district Government. If the clerks who go 
si financial responsibility. : down, as I hope they will go down, to 
‘Do you think the regulations keep them | es the en he Leaks 
yw much in leading strings now ?—Yes, far too @Udit the accounts on the spot could also 
puch.” take stock of the articles there, compare 
\think the House will endorse that. the vouchers, and see that all the articles 
[ now come to the question of said to be there are really there, then, | 
he decentralisation of accounts. The think, we should have ‘a_ businesslike 
ystem which prevails at present is | audit, and one of the utmost value to the 
is: The quartermaster makes up the Department. What does Lord Wolseley 
wy list and submits it to the officer say on this point ? I venture to mention 
ommanding the battalion, who signs his name because he was for a long time 
He must have besides another Adjutant General and Quartermaster 
iieer's signature. The pay list comes General at the War Office. He said— 
5 ‘ Dy : , 
to the Accountant General in Pall) «3% i desiveble to give more trust and 
@ull and—will the House believe it t— | confidence to the military authorities. I 
very single item has to be audited and | think that there is an enormous amount 
Huudited. It is to this enormous % ¢xpenditure in the War Office in the 
Riek of és lal pe Pe . {continual system of check and _ counter- 
geount of time, labour, and expense 11 check. A largenumber of gentlemen, I cannot 
iiditing and reauditing accounts that | tell how many, are maintained to audit the 
lvish to call the serious attention of the accounts. I think that a great deal of that 
Mouse. There are no less at the present audit might be dispensed with if, instead of 


t tl ; nt ‘al having those elaborate audits of accounts, you 
wment than seventy-seven clerks em- might have acheck audit; that is tosay, you 


qoved in auditing the accounts of the | have a great pile of vouchers and papers, and 
pacers and men ; there are twenty- -one | if instead of going through the whole mass of 


i Pilitional clerks e mployed in auditing | | them you pull out a bundle here and there for 
a a few examples, you might audit them as a 


qe accounts of the Reserve forces ; and test for the ac curacy of the others.” 
Hire are no less than 120 clerks em- 
Hoved in auditing the accounts for Therefore Lord Wolseley agrees with 
pthing and stores. What I say is that me on this point. I am sure if that 
iis is a system enormously troublesome, | System could be adopted it would be of 
pensive, and useless, because it would | advantage to the War Office, and would 
b p far better to adopt, as the Germans. conside1 ‘ably reduce the expenditure. 
, a local audit in the district itself. | 1 have seen so much of this useless ex- 
e S aust, therefore, get behind this audit | pense at the War Office from the auditing 
Rihe War Office. ‘Perhaps I may read | of accounts that I would venture to 
i this question of decentralisation of impress on the right hon. Gentleman 
eounts the opinion given by Sir Henry | t© do all in his power to bring about some 
hickenbury before a Committee of the | decentralisation of accounts. 
fuse of Commons in 1887— | Jam anxious to say one or two words 


“If you had a system of decentralization, | about the military system under this 
ways supposing that you do away with this | | Proposal. I must say there are some 
tem of second audit, because, first of all, | most striking defects. One is that little 
uy pay list, every list that is sent in,  eetiiilinaaties, 3 is given to the condition of 


ndit y 
Siaek, aan shee eo is ee | | recruiting. The right hon. Gentleman 


lice here, and the whole of that work, every | knows, and the House knows, what the 
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comparative crisis will be which he will’ 


have to face when the troops come back 
from South Africa. There are a number 
of men who are waiting for their dis- 
charge, the Reserve is depleted, three 
years reliefs for India are due, and besides 
this we have these ominous words from 
the Inspector General of Recruiting, 
where he says— 

‘** It will be many a day before the supply of 
recruits comes up to the demand.” 

And again— 

“that the great problem of the military 
system now is to find recruits for our increasing 
requirements.” 

In the first three months of this year 
there was a deficiency of 3,000 recruits 
as compared with the same period of last 
vear. The right hon. Gentleman recog- 
nises this, and he offers certain attrac- 
tions for new recruits. I rejoice to see 
that he proposes to reduce the amount of 
what is called “* Sentry go,” and to give 
the men cubicles and other concessions 
which will tend to their comfort and 
welfare, and to change the drill. But 
the right hon. Gentleman must know 
that these attractions of themselves are 
not enough. He proposes to give at the 
end of militia and garrison service a 
pension of 6d. per day, and when the 
men reach the age of sixty-five a pension 
of no less than Is. 6d. per day. I think 
that is an excellent thing, and I believe 
the men to be thoroughly entitled to it ; 


but can anyone imagine a young man of | 


eighteen being attracted into the Army 
by the prospect of a pension of Is. 6d. 
per day at the age of sixty-five? There are 
two things that are attractive to soldiers, 
first, the period of enlistment; and 
second, the increase of pay. What we 
want is a short service accompanied by 
a period in the Reserve, and in addition 
an extended period of service for men to 
go to India and the colonies. I can 
speak from personal experience at the 
War Office of the popularity of the three 
years system. At that time the Brigade 
of Guards was 800 short, and it was felt 
that some heroie step should be taken, 


and the period of enlistment was reduced — 
to three years, with the result that the 


whole 800 men were obtained in a few 
months. I was speaking to an officer 
of the Grenadier Guards the other day, 
who said that their battalion was 3,000 
strong, and was almost entirely com- 


Sir Arthur Hayter. 
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men. 
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989 
three 
Coldstream 
strong. I do 

be any doubt that we 
a considerable amount of men for 
three years service. But the question 
is what can you do to induce men to 
extend the period of service from three 
to ten years, for service in India and the 
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colonies! I maintain that you have nofuyalry 0 
right to impose the same conditions ona he Com1 
young man of twenty-one years of age nate of 

and on a soldier in the prime of life, and s too hi 
although I do not propose, as the hon. ferictly r 
Member for the Fareham Division has the right 
done, that the latter should receivel ors fr 


Is. 9d. per day, I think they should 
receive some slight addition to their pay. 
An addition of 3d. per day would cost 
£800,000. Any increase of pay would 
have an attraction to’ the soldier, and 
there ought to be a sliding scale in order 
to induce them to continue in the service. 
I cannot omit to say that the present 
proposal is a very expensive system 
for the number of men we get. 
The right hon. Gentleman says he 
will get 11500 additional men, but 
he counts in that number 8,000 of the 
garrison regiments, which are not to 
be available for service except in the 
' Mediterranean and South Africa, so that 
for this great increase of two millions a 
year, only 3,500 men will be added to - 
effective fighting strength of the Army. 
I am anxious to say a few words on thej 
question of the officers. I recognisd 
with much pleasure that the right hon. 
Gentleman is going to give a great boo 
to the officers of cavalry, by allowing 
them to take horses at a merely nominalj 
sum from the Government studs. 
hope this boon will be extended t 
the officers of infantry and adju 
tants of Yeomanry and Volunteers. 
am sure the House will agree that it isa 
great scandal that it should be necessary 
for an officer to have a large private 
income in order to hold the King’s com 
mission. I have known for years that 
‘an officer in the Household Cavalry must 
have a private income of £800 a year 
and in the ordinary cavalry of between 
, £500 or £600, while in the infantry 4 
subaltern must have £100 a year, beside 
j his equipment, to live in comfort 
‘That excludes absolutely gentlemen 0 
the poorer classes, such as the som 
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ck of officers for the Royal Marines, 
icause they can live on their pay. 
sumptuary laws are of very little use ; 
remember that 
mniversities rich and poor live together, 
ad why should they not do so in| 
Commanding officers of | 
avalry ought to be interviewed by 
the Commander-in-Chief, and 


hon. Gentleman will relieve 
paying subscriptions to 


vason why the officers in a regiment 
jould maintain the band, which is on 
the establishment of the regiment. 
ould also ask the right hon. Gentleman 
rhether he could not provide some cheap 
rm of barrack furniture for the officers. 
that furniture might always remain in 

larracks, and the officers would be simply | 
wants, and when quarters changed | 
iny damage done could be easily assessed | 
wit is on the outgoing troops. 

As to the Yeomanry, which the right 

jn. Gentleman proposes to inerease to 

4,000, I do not complain at all of the 

rms offered—5s. per day pay, and free 

ntions, with £5 to every man who brings 

These are very generous 

onditions, but it must be remembered 

‘hat their period of duty is to be extended 

tm eight to eighteen days, and that 

wuld necessarily include the two market 

hys, which would not be very popular 

of the south 
the great question is 
we can hope 

lomanry up to 35,000. 
g0 the establishment of the Yeomanry | 
ms 15,000, but we have never been 

ile to raise much more than 10,000. 

35,000 Yeomanry are not | 
tund, where are the cavalry for the three 
ist army corps to be got? The scheme 
dds no regular cavalry, and dises- 
ublishes the mounted infantry. That 
tds me to the conclusion that the right 
ton. Gentleman would have done much 
etter by cutting his scheme in half, and 
taking an experiment with three army | 
Much as I admire the right hon. 
ntleman’s attempt at decentralisation, 
lfeel that this scheme is not well fitted 
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of | for our wants at home. It is a very ex- 


pensive scheme in regard to transport 
and supply. It was tried in peace time 


'and failed, and it was tried in the time of 


the war in South Africa, and it also 
failed. Therefore, although I have lis- 


_tened with very great pleasure to the 


right hon. Gentleman, I have no other 
alternative but to vote against him. 


*THE SECRETARY or STATE ror 
WAR (Mr. Broprick, Surrey, Guild- 
ford): The course of this debate has 
disclosed undoubtedly considerable diver- 
gence of opinion among Members of the 
House as to the merits of the resolution 
su mitted by the Government. But 


‘this debate has been far from disap- 


pointing to those who have framed the 
scheme which is the subject of it. The 


/speech of the right hon. Gentleman 


opposite with which the debate opened 
was one which was moderate in tone 
and which certainly, to us on this side 
of the House, appeared neither very 
exhilarating to the right hon. Gentle- 
man’s followers nor very damaging to 
the Government. Indeed, listening to 
it, [ found it difticult to remember that 
the right hon. Gentleman himself had 
in his earlier days been associated with 
a great scheme of Army reform. I 
think his enthusiasm as an Army re- 
former has very sensibly diminished 
since the days of Mr. Cardwell. If he will 
pardon the expression, he is an example 
of what used to be known in racing 
parlance as Chifney training. Chifney 
could train a horse in such a way that 
it could win one race, but was never 


able to do anything afterwards. The 


right hon. Gentleman as an Army 
reformer exhausted himself in 1870-71. 
He certainly has never won any race 
in great Army reform since, and I do 


not think he would profess that he 
ever started in one. My own recollec- 
tions of this House are of the very faint 
support which he gave in 1887 to the 
scheme of Mr. Stanhope, which was 
‘almost universally accepted, and which 
proposed to work up two army corps 
for foreign service. The right hon. 
Gentleman said on that occasion that 
it was very well to have some standard, 
some point at which we could stop, but 
that the scheme ought not to be too 
pedantically applied. Even that faint 
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expression of commendation was all 
frittered and swept away six years later 
when the right hon. Gentleman came 
down and boldly asked, What did people 
want with an army corps at all? and 
congratulated himself that his scheme 
of 1893 would be reduced simply to this 
—that we should send a little force 
abroad consisting of an infantry division, 
a cavalry brigade, a mounted infantry 
battalion, five batteries of artillery, etc., 
making in all, he hoped, something like 
20,000 men ; and for this he was not 
afraid, for the striking power of Great 
Britain in any part of the world, to come 
to this House and ask it for a vote of 
eighteen millions of public money. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
(Stirling Burghs): There were some 
other duties to be fulfilled besides that. 


*Mr. BRODRICK : 


aware. 


Yes; J am quite 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
That was a mobile force for any excep- 
tional expedition that might be required 
in an emergency. All the other garri- 
son duties and other duties of the British 
Army were not in question at that 
time. 


*Mr. BRODRICK: Yes, i am quite 
familiar with that, but the right hon. 
Gentleman had been himself a member 
of a Government which a few years 
before had sent nearly double that 
number of troops to Egypt and had 
thrown down the gauntlet to Russia in 
1885, when an expedtion on a very 
different scale was actually under dis- 
cussion at the War Office—an expedi- 
tion which the right hon. Gentleman’s 
1893 plan would have made it impossible 
for us to carry out. 


But, Sir, I have not come down 
to-night for the purpose of merely 
making a reply to a party attack 


from the right hon. Gentleman ; but 
[ have noticed that, even on that side 
of the House, more than one Member 
has spoken in terms which showed me 
that, even if they are about to vote 
against the resolution—which probably 
as party men they cannot avoid—yet 
at the same time they have great sym-| 
pathy with the object we have in view. , 

Mr. Brodrick. : 
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|The hon. Member for Hastings, wh, 
| delivered an excellent maiden speech, 
|and the hon. Member for East Bristol 
spoke in terms which were sympathetic. 
and which, at all events, led me to fee 
that, if I have not their support on 
this resolution, I shall have their support} 
at some time or another for the prin. 
ciple which this resolution affirms. The 
fact that the great majority of the Oppo 
sition intend to go into the lobby against 
this resolution will not tempt me into 
making a party speech. I say that 
with the more reason because I feel 
that there is something altogether in- 
congruous that a man charged, as | 
am at this moment, with conducting a 
campaign on a gyeat scale, directing the 
employment, not of tens of thousands 
but of more than 250,000 men, under 
circumstances of stress and difficulty— 
I think there is something incongruous 
in approaching the functions of this 
office before the world from a_ party 
standpoint. But, Sir, although I feel 
that, at whatever expense of party 
majority, or otherwise, it is necessary 
to lay down the foundations of Army 
reform on which we intend to work, 
I am fully conscious that the super 
structure cannot be reared in the years 
to come if the principles which are 
adopted by the great mass of our own 
party at this moment, and which [ 
believe will obtain wide sympathy 
out of doors, do not ultimately com- 
mand the support of more than one party 
in the State. It is because I am fortified, 
in the position we have taken up, by the 
best military advice, and because the 
system on which we undertake to work 
will, as I believe I can show to the House, 
be of permanent advantage to the Army, 
that | approach the matters under dis- 
cussion this afternoon without doubt 
or hesitation. 

At the outset I should like to clear 
away one or two points which have, | 
think, been the cause of some mistaken 
speeches and a good many mistaken lead- 
ing articles in the press during the last few 
weeks. It has been assumed that we are 
dealing with difficulties with which we are 
not dealing, and with a state of the Army 
which we, as a Government, cannot admit 
hasarrived. Sir, we are not meeting with 
such a collapse as occurred after the 
Crimean War. We are not repairing the 
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complete breakdown of our system. We 
are not here to-night to lament, as we 
had to do after the Crimean War, that, 
after sending out 30,000 or 40,000 men 
we could only fill up the gaps in the 
ranks with a few raw boys sent out 
straight from the depots ; we are not here 
to apologise for great failures in the pro- 
vision of stores and the munitions 
war. On the contrary, when I spoke 
two months ago I was able to say that we 
had succeeded in keeping 150,000 Regular 
troops and 70,000 or 80,000 irregular 
troops in the field from home and the 
colonies with every store and munition 
requisite during fifteen months. I was 
able to vouch the opinions of all the 
officers who served to the excellence of 
the men whom our present system of 
recruiting had brought out, and I was 
able to give the verdict of Lord Roberts 
and Lord Kitchener that these troops 
had been maintained in the field in a way 
that they could not have wished to be 
surpassed as to supplies and stores. My 
case was then, and is now, that there has 
been an awakening, or rather a discovery, 
that there are many flaws and imper- 
fections even in those portions of our 
Army which we deemed to be the best ; 


Army 


and if the House will bear with me for, 


afew moments I will endeavour to focus 
the discussion and to state again in a few 
words what are the points with which 
this new organisation professes to deal, 
and what are, therefore, the reasons why 
I press them on the attention of the House. 

My case is this. We have got a great 
number of available forces. These forces 
are not properly organised. I propose 
to give them, by this scheme, an organi- 
sation which will be most efficient in 
peace, and also a proper organisation 
for war. I urge that we have now 
masses of troops at home in large numbers 
which could not be of their full 
in the field, because they are without 


the due proportion of different arms, | 
and I propose to give them a due pro- | 


portion of arms to fit them for the pur- 
pose for which they are intended. It is 
obvious to everybody, whether, 


my hon. friends behind me, who are | 
learned in Army matters, or, like myself, 
a civilian, that we have a mass of untrain- 
ed or half-trained troops in this country 
to whom, if you are to give defined func- 
tions, you must also give adequate train- 
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ing. My scheme provides that we 
should bring a certain number of these 
troops up to that higher level of efficiency 
which is demanded by military autho- 
rities if they are to be put in the line of 
battle, relegating the others to those 
positions of usefulness for which the 
military authorities consider them to be 
admirably suited. Though the right 
hon. Gentleman cheered just now in 
reference to his own speech, in which 
he said he did not see on what platform 
or where we are going to use two Army 
corps, | rely, as I relied two months ago, 
on recent events and on the position 
of Great Britain on three continents, 
in saying that it is necessary for us to 
have a proper force for service abroad. 
| That force, on the authority of the 
Government and on the fullest considera- 
tion, we put at 120,000 men. This 
scheme provides it, and I pledge the 
Government to maintain it. I cannot 
assent to the proposition of those who. 
like my hon. friend the Member for 
Oldham, ask me to wait to begin to 
raise it and organise it until the enemy 
has begun to march. As was shown in 
the speech of the Chief Secretary two. 
days ago, when last year these three 
army corps were withdrawn from 
England we were left in a condition 
of disorganisation at home in which we 
had to hastily improvise all the staffs, 
all the mobilisation for an army, in order 
to bring what troops remained in the 
country into a condition fitting them 
for service. If this scheme be accepted 
that will never be our condition again, 
for, if we send three army corps away 
from this country we shall have in the 
remaining three army corps the nucleus 
on which we can build up, carefully andi 
efficiently, a proper defence. 

All these matters which I have 
mentioned are questions of principle 
and questions of expenditure, which 


we cannot properly bring _ before 
the House in a_ resolution like the 
present ; but I think a miseon- 


ception has arisen among those who 
have been good enough to say that the: 
scheme, as originally propounded, was 
-much more attractive than the resolution 
before the House. Sir, it is impossible 
‘to convey in a resolution all that is 
required to place our Army on a proper 
‘footing. This resolution is only the 
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skeleton. We intend to clothe it with 
flesh and blood, and the criticisms which 
have been given to us, or which may be 
given to us, will not be thrown away in 
that operation. This is the necessary 
foundation on which we can build up 
all the reforms that we consider to be 
necessary; and among those reforms 
I place first and foremost the great dele- 
gation of business from the War Office to 


Army 


districts, and which I undertook should | 


be carried out, and which cannot be 
carried out without this scheme ; second- 
ly, the organisation of units under com- 


manders with whom they would have to | 


serve in time of war; thirdly, the im- 
proved training of officers and men, 
which can only be carried out in bodies 


which have a proper mixture of the three | 


arms ; and there are also other points, 
such as the reform of the Army Medical 
Service, to which we are. pledged, and 
upon which we are engaged, the reform 
of the transport service, and the reform 
of the War Office itself, and the reform 
of the system of appointing or selecting 
officers to commands. All these are 
vital to the Army. They all ought to, 
and must, pervade every action in con- 
nection with this reform. I cannot 
embody them all in a_ resolution. 
but I regard them as irrevocably con- 
nected with the resolution, and without 
them this organisation would be void. 
I mention them, and I ask for some 
belief in our resolution to carry them 
through. It has, I know, been the 
maxim of some Secretaries of State to 
allay the possibility of panic, possibly 
also to put off the day of reckoning, by 
making pleasing speeches to the House 


of Commons, assuring them that there | 


is not much the matter with the Army, 
and that it does not matter much if 
there is, because all things will come 
right with time. I have not taken that 
position. I have endeavoured to be very 
frank with the House. I have admitted 
that there are states that require to be 
improved, and systems that require 
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confidence to any Commander-in-Chief 
or to any Secretary of State in regard to 
| provisions of this kind ; indeed, I think 
[ have heard it suggested in this debate 
that it is unfortunate that circumstances 
have not permitted us to give an earnest 
of some of these reforms before we had 
to come to Parliament for our organisa- 
tion. Sir, | am well aware of the serious 
nature of the task ; but surrounded as 
I am by admirable coadjutors, and in 
complete concurrence with my military 
colleagues, I do not shrink from it. 
I ask the House to give me a little 
time, and I think we shall be able to 
show them a good result ; and | would 
_ask those who are critics, and those who 
are inclined to compassionate a man 
who, with a good many difficulties, has 
got to carry on a good deal of business 
at once, to wait till they see that result. 
It is in that spirit that | would meet the 
strictures that have been passed, and 
especially I hope that I shall be able to 
remove doubts expressed by the right 
hon. Gentleman opposite as to the 
composition of the army corps which 
are the substratum of the scheme. | 
said just now that the army corps re- 
present what is, in our mind, the best 
organisation for peace, as well as the 
best organisation for war. I am_ not 
very much moved by the objections 
which have been made as to our giving a 
name to the army corps, nor, I confess, 
can | quite follow the right hon. Gentle. 
man opposite when he complains that 
because an army corps had to be put on 
board ship it could not be used as an 
army corps. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN: 
No, I did not say that. 


*Mr. BRODRICK: Well, that was 
the impression he gave. I am in the 
recollection of the House—the right 
hon. Gentleman said that these troops 
‘will have to go on board ship, and asked, 
How, then, will they form army corps ! 


to be built up; and I would ask the. 


House of Commons when they vote 
on this resolution to-night to consider 
that they are not voting merely for the 
words which are embodied in the resolu- 
tion, but for the spirit which pervades 
this reform. It may be too much to 
ask the House to give their complete 


Mr. Brodrick. 


| Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
|The point of that is, we do not know 
| very long beforehand where the ship will 
go when it has got them on_ board. 
|[Laughter.}] Hon. Members laugh, but'l 
|do not know what at: the whole point 


| turns on that. In anyContinental country 
\ 
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you know exactly where your army corps | 
will be employed, and you train it and you | 
prepare it for years beforehand with 
reference to that particular duty ; but 


Army 


{16 May 1901} 


with us, if we have to send 20,000,40,000, | 
or 100,000 men abroad we have to put 


them on board ship, and it depends on 
the circumstances and necessities of the 


time to what particular climate and | 
sitting on that side, said, Why not give 


against what particular enemy they are 
to be sent. 


*Mr. BRODRICK: Yes, but whether | 


they are going to another climate or 


whether they are going on board ship | 
they still want the due proportions of | 


arms, they still gain by being commanded 
by officers who have commanded them 
in peace, they still want cohesion. No, | 
I will not allow myself to be driven off 


this point by the right hon. Gentleman’s | 


desire that we should have no organisa- 
tion at all. 


of the House and the other—is whether 
we should have an organisation or 
whether we should muddle through 
as best we can. He has had his day, 
he has had four periods of office at the 
War Office ; the last three of them were 
devoted to a system which has been 
condemned by the House and by the 
country, and I will not abide by it. 


When I spoke of the army corps in war I | : 
argued from this point of view—your | carried out. 


officers will know the men with whom 
they have to deal, and your various 
units will be prepared ; they will not be 
collected from Malta, Ireland, Scoland, 
Aldershot, put under a commander 
they have never seen before, and then 
told to fight three weeks afterwards 
as a homogeneous brigade. As regards 
war, Ido not think the scheme is open 
to any criticism. 
man of great experience who does not 
prefer that we should mass these troops 


they are likely to have to act. 


with reference to the whole system of 
decentralisation. 

I have had in my hands during the 
last few days, and I will undertake 
to lay it on the Table as soon as I 
can, the report of Mr. Dawkins’s 
Committee on the organisation of the 
War Office. From a complete study 


VOL. XCIV. [FourTH SERIES. | 


The point between me and | ‘ tan 
him—I will not say between this side | from one to the other without difficulty. 
" | And while we can arrange, as desired by 
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of that extremely interesting docu- 
ment I find that almost the whole of 
their recommendations are based on a 
large delegation of authority from the 
War Office to the military districts. 
That cannot take place unless you set up 
authorities in the military districts who 
are to receive the authority. The right 
hon. Gentleman opposite, or somebody 


it to the eighteen or twenty general 
officers who are now in command of those 
districts { I will take one illustration. 
Supposing the general officer at Ply- 
mouth has twelve artillerymen too many 
and the general officer at Portsmouth 
has twelve too few, obviously the one 
should transfer to the other. But they 
have not the authority to do it without 
referring to the War Office. But if you 
set up a general officer over both the 
officers of those districts he can transfer 


the Committee, for a large delegation of 
financial authority, we cannot set up 
eighteen or twenty financial authorities 
in various parts of England. We should 
have no cohesion if we did, but we can 
lay on the man who commands the whole 
of Ireland, or Scotland, or the whole of 


‘the west of England this responsibility, 


I know no military | : 
| evidence of Lord Roberts before the Com- 





and keep him up to the mark if it is not 


More especially do I urge this 
view on the House because | think 
the time has come when at all hazards 
we should put an end to what I would 
call the paralysing system of reference to 
Pall Mall on every small item or move- 
ment of a soldier’s life, which entirely 
occupies officers of high standing during 
peace times. That is what I have felt for 
years past. It is borne in on us by the 


mittee of 1898, and by the experience of 


together into the army corps in which | the war, and that is why I would ask the 
But in | House to believe that this proposal with 
peace the case is infinitely stronger. In | 


peace these army corps will be arranged tious or a grandiose proposal, as it has 


regard to army corps is not an ambi- 


been described by my hon. friend the 
Member for Oldham ; it is a plain, wise, 
prudent, and practical measure, without 
which you will not build up a fresh and 
reformed army system. 

One word on various points that have 
been raisedin connection with this proposal. 
I pass over altogether one observation of 


L 
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the right hon. Member for Forest of Dean | vided we shall have to find for three 
which | thought was not worthy of him. | cavalry regiments, fifty-seven field and 
He must have known that he was com- mounted batteries, seven horse batteries, 
paring like and unlike when he said that | six battalions, and eight depots. These 
this proposal was very much the same! barracks are to be constructed in the 


Army 










as the eight army corps of Lord Cran- | 


brook in the Army List. 
Lord Cranbrook’s proposals never pro- 
fessed to be anything else than a division 
of troops upon paper, to show how they 
might act. 
them in districts, and no attempt to 
establish them in corps with the officers 
commanding in war, or to establish a 
complete proportion of the various arms. 


He knows that | 


There was no localisation of | 


It differed in every respect from this | 


scheme. We have been asked whether 
it is our intention to establish a full Staff 
in time of peace for districts which will 
not have a full number of regular troops. 


Certainly not; in those districts we! 


shall establish the necessary nucleus. 


We have been asked are all the present 


Staff officers to remain outside the army 
corps system. 
all be removed into the army corps system 
or be under the commander of the army 


corps district, and each command their | 


brigade or their unit as may be desirable. 
We do not propose to keep men idle ; on 
the contrary, we propose to keep men 
much more actively employed than 


hitherto, by bringing them together at a | 


proper time of year. Then I was asked as 
to buildings. My right hon. friend last 


year asked the House for a loan for the | 


purpose of barracks, and explained at 
the time that the loan did not cover the 


whole of the barracks necessary for the | 


troops which would be in Great Britain 
at the end of the war. Moreover, in 
1897, before we had a loan and before 
these additions to the Army were antici- 
pated, we had a deficiency of barracks, 


and a certain number of barracks re- | 
Between | 
1897 and 1899 provision was made for | 


quired to be reconstructed. 


thirty-five mountain and field batteries 
and seventeen battalions. The largest 
provision was made in the last four vears 
which could be made, but that still left 
twenty-five field and mountain batteries, 


seventeen battalions, and three cavalry | 


regiments, which have been or must be 
removed from barracks which have been 
condemned as insanitary, and we may 
therefore say that taking the whole of 
the barracks which have got to be pro- 


Mr. Brodrick. 


Certainly not ; they will | 
/and is in no way affected by the scheme 


new Army corps districts according to the 
distribution of the troops provided by the 
army corps. But not one of them will 
be in addition to what would have to be 
provided now according to the present 
system. There is no expenditure on 
barracks involved in this proposal which 
would not have been involved if this 
scheme had not been undertaken. There 
may be some expenditure in offices and 
staff buildings, but that will depend 
largely on the view taken of recommen- 
dations which have been made. There will 
also be some slight expenditure in stores, 
There, again, the large expenditure will 
have to take place in the decentralis- 
ation of stores, which is one of the 
most important of the mebilisation re- 
quirements of the country, but that was 
provided for by my hon. friend last year. 


I am now laying before the House. 
Therefore the suggestion of wild extrava- 
gance in this scheme may be taken as 
proceeding from hon. Members who 
have not got sufficient information be- 
fore them. 

Before I leave the subject, perhaps 
I may be allowed to say a_ word 
about the name. The right hon. Gentle- 
man seemed to attach an exaggerated 
importance to the name of “ army corps.” 
“Army corps”? may be a foreign term ; 
but I will guarantee that, if the system is 
given a fair frial for three or four years 
in this country, at the end of that time 
the term ‘“‘ army corps ” will be neither 
strange nor unpopular, for it will stand 


‘for all that which this House had asked 


for time after time and not obtained. It 
will stand for good organisation, for 
delegated powers, for the reduction of 
references, for rapid correspondence, 
and, I hope, for the abolition of red tape. 
It will be a guarantee for the proper 
training of our officers, and it will fortify 
our military system at the point at 
which it is weakest, namely, that which 
was exposed last year when we had 
helter-skelter to call together troops 
under officers they had never seen, in 
order to fill up Aldershot after the troops 
had been taken away from it. 
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Now I come to what is really | 
the kernel of such attacks as have) 
been made on the resolution before | 
the House. It is not what is in the | 
resolution, but what is not in the| 
resolution, for which we are attacked. 
I have had strong appeals made to me by 
my hon. friends behind me, by members | 
of the Military Committee in this House, 
to consider the question of adding to 
the pay of soldiers. May I point out 
that, although [ certainly am ready to 
discuss this subject, it is not affected by 
the scheme which I have laid before the 
House. For the last four years this 
House has voted increases of the Regular | 
Army. It has voted three regiments of 
foot guards, fifteen battalions of infantry; 
it has added eighty men to eighty-six 
battalions in the Army to bring up the 
home strength; it has added seventy- 
one batteries of artillery, and nearly 
7,000 men belonging to garrison artillery 
or departmental corps. That is a great 
addition. It may make difficulties in 
recruiting, but they are not made on this 
oceasion, as | have not added a single 
man to that establishment. Still, the 
House has a right to ask that I should 
say how these men are to be obtained. 
Our normal recruiting before 1898, 
when some changes and ameliorations 
were made in the soldiers’ conditions of 
service, was about 35,000 a year. Our 
normal requirements under the new 
system will, so far as we can estimate 
them—these matters are very difficult to 
estimate—be something like 45,000  re- 
cruits a year. Last year, though we 
were recruiting largely at a high rate of 
pay for Yeomanry and certain depart- 
mental corps, and although we raised 
something like 12,000 men for those | 
corps, we took 46,000 ordinary recruits, 
or something like 11,000 more than the 
normal number which it had been the 
habit to take before 1898. There were 
confident predictions made and great 
expectations that we should have a 
falling off in recruiting this year. It was 
said with great force that, under the 
excitement of the war, the younger men, 
as it were, anticipated the levy of this 
year, and that, moreover, the 5s. rate of 
pay would deter many from offering 


themselves as ordinary recruits at the | 


ls. rate. | confess that I myself 
have had anxiety about this matter. | 
{ 


{16 May 1901} 


Organisation. 302 
But we have had an _ extraordinary 
result. In the first four months of this 
year we took 16,000 ordinary recruits, 
which rate, if it were maintained—I do 
not say it will be—would give us 48,000 
recruits for the year. We raised during 
that time not 10,000, but 25,000 men, 
at the high rate of 5s. A better exempli- 
fication could not be given of the point I 
have urged the House to bear in mind, 
namely, that by offering a higher rate of 
pay you will have to include a number of 
men in that higher rate who are willing 
to come at the lower rate, because, offer- 
ing so high a rate as we did to get Yeo- 


/mManry—men of twenty-one or twenty- 





two years of age—we have not interfered 
in the slightest degree with the ordinary 
recruiting. However anxious one may 
feel as to the future, I put it to hon. 
Members, can I come to the House and 
say there has been such a breakdown in 
recruiting ? Can] honestly say, “* lamin 
great straits ; assist me,andrelease me from 
my difficulty’? We have had bumper 
recruiting this last year. The popularity 
of the Army, at all events in time of war, 
has been established. Every regiment 
in South Africa is, I believe, at this 
moment over its strength, and it needs a 
strong incentive for any Secretary of 


| State to come down and ask the House 


to add three or four millions to the pay 
under conditions of this kind. 
But let me sweep away the idea 
that seems to be held in some quarters 
that there is some vicious feeling 
at the War Office which induces us 
to desire to keep down the pay and 
to make the terms of recruiting less 
elastic and more rigid than the House 
could desire. There is nothing of the 
kind. I have two points which I must 
press upon the House in this connection. 
The first is that, although the men are 
young—ceall them boys or youths, or what 
you like—they very rapidly become what 


'we desire. A very false idea has found 


its way into many papers and even into 
speeches in this House, in consequence of 
a speech made by Lord Lansdowne last 


| year when asked why, if we had 92,000 
Regular troops in this country, we were 
‘sending Militia to South Africa. 


Lord 
Lansdowne said in reply that the 
92,000 men, though the equivalent of 
nearly three army corps, could not 
be so described, as they contained a 


1, 2 
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large proportion of immature youths— 
immature soldiers. That was taken to 
mean that the 92,000 were none of them | 
available. But, as a matter of fact, the 
92,000 contained a large number of 
regiments which were ready to, and did, 
leave the country as they were required 
for South Africa. Thirty thousand of 
those men alone were unfit to go; but a 
considerable number had embarked by 
April Ist last. My hon. friend the 
Member for the Fareham Division, who 
made an excellent speech the other night, 
suggested to us that we should shed 
these 30,000, and take the money and 
use it to give the general body of the 
Army a higher rate of pay. That is a 
most attractive proposal. He quoted 
America in its support. I am afraid the 
American analogy may be pressed too far. 
What is the fact ! Under the excitement 
of war the Americans raised their army 
from about 40,000 to 100,000 men. 
Those 100,000 had a very high rate of 
pay, and were found to include men of the 
right age and of superior size to ours. 
Yes, but America draws, or has drawn, 
only for the last two years, 100,000 men 
out of a population of 70,000,000, and 
we—for England, Ind a, and the Marines, 
who must be counted in in this matter— 
are drawing at this moment nearly’ 
400,000 men out of a population of 
40,000,000. It would be unwise to build 
on the attractions which bring to the 
colours in America one man out of every 
700, a system intended to bring men 
of similar age who have already started 
in trades or avocations, when we ask for | 
one men in every 100. If you adopt the 
American system, and add, as was pointed | 
out the other night by my noble friend | 
the Financial Secretary, £3,700,000 to! 
our Estimates, a million and a half to the | 
Estimates of India, and a quarter of a| 
million to the Admiralty Estimates for 
Marines, you will come at least to an 
expenditure of £5,000,000. What does 
that £5,000,000 represent ? It repre- 
sents the whole cost of 100 of your 
infantry battalions at home. You 
will always have what now goes on in 
America. In America I understand | 
Congress not infrequently changes the 
numbers. When questions of expense | 
come up, and a party opposed to mili- 
tarism make head, the military forces 
find themselves reduced by 25,000 men. 


Mr. Brodrick. 
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Are we secure in this House? If we 
raise the Estimates to such a pitch that 
our population find them difficult to 
maintain, are we secure that those 
motions will not be made and carried in 
this House? I have not seen anything 
from the Front Opposition Bench which 
gives me so great a security as that. | 
have not seen so emphatic a belief on 
their part that the troops for which we 
ask are absolutely necessary. I was at 
the War Office in 1886, when it had been 
the practice for years whenever money 
was wanted to make the Budget of the 
year square with what the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer could spare to reduce 
infantry battalions by twenty, forty, or 
even fifty men. If you raise the pay 
to an unnecessary extent you will hold 
out the strongest inducement to a 
Government less convinced than we are 
of the necessities of the case to relieve 
their Budget by an operation which will 
spoil every regiment in our service. | 
halt in this matter—I think we should 
not move before a very strong case has 
been made out, because I do not regard 
the Secretary of State for Wa for the time 
time being as a mere machine for getting 


money out of the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer. After all, he has some right 


as a Member of the Cabinet to look at the 
general finances of the country, and he 
has an absolute duty, in my opinion, 
to treat himself as a trustee not merely 
for the temporary, but for the permanent. 
advantage of the Army. Believing as I 
do that a large rise of pay would be 
followed, at some not very remote time, 
by a heavy reduction of numbers, I fall 
back on the submission I made to the 
House when I first introduced these 
Estimates—that if the war fever is 
followed by a peace collapse we shall be 
pusillanimous if we do not make fur- 
ther proposals to the House of Commons. 

With regard to the short service, | am 
entirely in accord with those who urge 
that our terms of service should be 
elastic. But our terms are elastic as 
regards at least the three years and the 
seven years. The Line enlists for three 
years in a limited number of cases and 
for seven years in other cases. We are 
giving more elasticity by means of the 
garrison regiments, which will provide 
a career for a man, if he desires it, up to 
twenty-one years in the Army. The 
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right hon. Gentleman challenged me with 
a strong, as I thought very strong, 
appreciation of the Guards system. But 
he missed the whole point of his own 
remarks. The Guards have not to go 
abroad except on active service. Remem- 
ber that we have to find drafts for India 
to the extent of 15,000 a year. I will 
give the House a convincing proof of the 
straits we might find ourselves in if all 
the three-year men in a particular year 
thought it well to return to private life 
in the Reserve, which they would have a 
perfect right to do. I had a letter the 
other day from an officer of the Guards 
serving in South Africa telling me that 
all the Guardsmen who had done such 
admirable service there were three-years 
service men, and that they were bent on 
going into Reserve when they returned 
to England. The number of 
years men re-engaging in the Guards 
has gone down considerably, but, ot 
eourse, these men would form a very fine 
Reserve. Imagine our position next 
year supposing that after this long strain 
in South Africa we find the three-years’ 
men, who form the great body of the 
Line, saying “* We have done our work 
fairly ; we prefer going into private life 
and marrying in England ; we wish to 
draw our Reserve pay, and you must not 
expect us to re-engage.”” Why, we 
might be foreed every year into the un- 
desirable system of bounties, or into a 
large increase of pay, to get men to go 
abroad and fill up our Indian Army. It 
is therefore from no desire to make difti- 
eulties that we consider the elasticity of 
our term of service must be regarded with 
reference to the first duty we have to 
fulfil, that of keeping our standing Army 
in India and in our garrisons in the 
colonies up to their full strength. 

One word as to the portions of the 
scheme which, beside the army corps, 
figure in the resolution before the House. 
The reason why I claim the indulgence of 
the House for them is because we have 
undertaken a great development of the 
Auxiliary forces, with regard to which in 
every debate on the Army in the House I 
have heard strong incentives applied to 
the Government. All that is connected 
with the Regular Army must be subject 
to the recruiting test. What we are 
doing with regard to the Reserve forces 





appears to be a matter of certainty upon 
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which we can rely. The proposal to have 
a real Reserve for the Militia has not met 
with opposition in any quarter of the 
House. I will not, therefore, trouble 
about it further except to say that we 
shall succeed through the Reserve in 
giving to the Militia exactly that stiffen- 
ing which is required in case of emergency 
to bring them up to full strength and 
enable them to take the place of the Line 
at home when the regiments of the Line 
have gone abroad. 

With regard to the Yeomanry, which 


Organisation. 


I still maintain are rightly called 
‘Imperial Yeomanry,” seeing that 
they are the inheritors of a name 


now well known and well regarded ; 
seeing, also, that we propose to attach to 
them, | hope at no distant date, similar 
forces to those colonial forces who have 
served in South Africa ; seeing, further, 
that, although we cannot pledge them, 
we feel pretty certain that their disposi- 
tion will in many instances enable them 
to volunteer when a time of need arises, 
or when there is a great emergency—I 
think, in these circumstances, we may 
regard the scheme with regard to Yeo- 
manry as already an assured success. 
As soon as I have the authority of the 
House I can proceed on the new lines to 
answer the applications which have 
poured in upon us during the last month. 
In one month we have had the formation 
of nine new regiments, and several new 
squadrons have been suggested to us. 
In Lancashire, Sussex, Surrey, London, 
Norfolk, Essex, in Scotland, the Isle of 
Man, and all over the country, there is a 
desire to join the King’s service on horse- 
back rather than on foot. I confess that 
I have great sympathy with that desire ; 
and may I say that I feel personally 
grateful to those members of the old 
Yeomanry who, having given much time 
and money to their regiments, have con- 
templated the change in such a 
thoroughly patriotic spirit. I know 
perfectly well that the scheme means the 
breaking of some—I hope not many— 
old associations. The sword has to be 
laid aside, and the rifle to become the 
main arm of the Yeomanry. I may tell 
the House that the Commander-in-Chief 
and a body of officers only yesterday rode 
over a considerable portion of the country 
which might have to be defended in the 
neighbourhood of London, and they 
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decided—I believe without a single dis- 
sentient voice—that there was not a part 
of the twenty-seven miles they travelled 
over in which cavalry, as cavalry, could 
possibly act, whereas mounted troops, 
armed and drilled as it is proposed to 
drill and arm the new Yeomanry, would 
be invaluable. 

As to the garrison regiments which 
have gone to Gibraltar and_ the 
Mediterranean, they have been described 
in the press as the finest regiments 
ever seen to leave Aldershot. We 
shall be put to some additional charge 
owing to the fact that the men have not 
led celibate lives ; but I think the House 
will not grudge the money if we can 
find accommodation for the families 
who are accompanying them. 

One word more [ must say in reference 
to our organisation for foreign expedi- 
tions. I have been told that all these 
developments of our military service will 
not give us that small war force, ready to 
go abroad without calling out the men of 
the Reserve, which we so often require. 
But we have not done away with the 
small war Reserve, for there are 15,000 
men who receive extra payment, and 
can be called up without our coming to 
the House for an emergency Act. 
men receive a special payment and under- 
take a special duty, and this enables us 
to send 15,000 men abroad without dis- 
turbing other regiments. 

1 think that the last criticism which 
has been made on our scheme is that 
the expense of the Army is enormous, 
and that I am responsible this year 
for adding considerably to it. It is 
quite true that our expenditure was 


Army 





£16,000,000 in 1886, and that it is 
now £30,000,000. But the additions 
which I make this year ought, I 


think, to be taken by themselves. The 
additions to the Auxiliary forces, which 
are really needed, will provide us with 
90,000 men, and the expense involved is 
only £1,700,000, or on an average less 
than £20 each. But undoubtedly the 
continual growth of Army Estimates 
must strike every man whether he be an 
economist or otherwise; and I only 
protest that as it is unfair that those who 
desire an exact military system, such as 
you can obtain from compulsion, should 
throw stones at me because our system 
cannot be exact without the compulsion 


Mr. Brodrick. 
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| which we do not desire to resort to, so | 

think it is also hardly right that those who 
are urging strongly an increase of pay 
'should at the same moment complain of 
| exaggerated Estimates without indicating 
/in a single particular where they can be 
|reduced. The right hon. Baronet the 
| Member for the Forest of Dean the other 
‘night, in two sentences which followed 
each other, pronounced for an increase of 
| pay, and at the same time declared that 
/our Estimates were large and exorbitant 
‘compared with those of other Powers, 
'and with all his knowledge he did not 
_ show a single case in which there could 
| be a reduction. I confess I do not value 
/these pious aspirations unless they are 
interpreted into practical proposals. 


One speech made in the course of this 
debate recalled to us a great stand by a 
Chancellor of the Exchequer against mili- 
tarism and extravagance. Yes, and | 
am going to tell the House a little more 
than some Members know about that 
‘campaign. I was myself the victim of 
‘many attacks from Lord Randolph 
Churchill, because, being at the War 
Office in the post of Financial Secretary 
at the time, I found myself unable to 
concur in the views he expressed. Lord 
Randolph Churchill should be noted by 
this House as a sign-post and a warning 
to those men who profess economy, but 
| who do not venture to bring it to the test 
'of experience. There is no man whose 
| professions of economy with regard to 
'the Army were more shown up by prac- 
| tical experience. In 1886 he resigned 
because he would not provide for 
coaling stations and the mercantile 
and military ports the moderate sums 
then asked for—sums much more mode- 
rate than those Parliament afterwards 
voted. I do not believe there is a man 
in this House who wishes to maintain 
our power abroad who will say that the 
expenditure on military ports and coaling 
stations is not vital to the country. But 
I remember well, before Lord Randolph 
Churchill resigned, an interview which I 
had with him. A few days before he 
resigned, by order of the Secretary of 
State at the time, Mr. Smith, I ap- 
proached him on the subject of the 
position of the Volunteers. We were 
able to prove, and had proved, that it was 
impossible for them to make both ends 
meet, even with absolute economy, on 
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the sums Parliament allowed them. A 
Committee sat, the facts were proved, 
and we asked for the modest addition 
of £100,000 to enable us to satisfy the 
very moderate claims of these 220,000 
men. I remember Lord Randolph 
Churchill’s answer. He said— 

“T have assigned £16,000,000 to the Army 
votes. I dare say you will make as good an 
argument as any other rian for the addi- 
tion, but it is useless your doing so. That is 
the money the Treasury can spare, and no 
argument can shake my determination.” 


What was the result?) The Chancellor 
of the Exchequer himself presided over 
a Committee to investigate Army expen- 
diture. He had his own way throughout, 
and the Committee had the best men 
before them, and the net result of that 
Committee was that, after the most 
careful investigation, £100,000 was 
knocked off the Army Estimates. A 
great portion of that sum was money 
which had been spent on the Army 
medical service, which was then re- 
duced, and which the Government of 
the present moment is seriously arraigned 
for having allowed to fall so low. 
Within a week, on the hearing of 
oe officer, Lord Randolph Churchill 
decided that the state of the bar- 
racks was so great a scandal in 1886 
that it was necessary to add to the 
Estimates £4,000,000 or £5,000,000 at 
once in order to improve them. The 
result of that Committee, therefore, was 
to add enormously to the military 
charges ; and I say that those speeches 
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which are of the same character, urging | 


economy without condescending to details, 
are simply an attempt to fortify the 


Organisation. 310 


Reserves have risen during the time 
from 190,000 to 290,000, an increase of 
100,000 men, and when I am asked 
about these army corps to go abroad— 
when I am told there is danger in a 
sharp sword lest you should be impelled 
to use it—I should like to ask right hon 
Gentlemen opposite whether there have 
not been occasions when protestations 
have been made and steps taken when 
the sword was not sharp and could not 
be sharpened. I give the House this 
guarantee, that there is no danger in 
saying now, after fifteen years, that if a 
Committee of Parliament had sat upon 
the condition of our stores and arma- 
ments when the gauntlet was thrown 
down to Russia in 1885 by Mr. Glad- 
stone, that committee would have given 
to the House of Commons, and could even 
now give to the House of Commons, and 
the country, food for reflection which the 
Committee which is going to sit on the 
existing war will not find means to do. 
Therefore I hope, indeed I confidently 
expect, that Parliament, which was 
not afraid to part company with a brilliant 
statesman in 1886, will not sleep the less 
soundly because of the financial heroics 


of my hon. friend the Member for 
Oldham. Those of us who disagree with 


him can only hope that the time will 
come when his judgment will grow up 
to his ability, when he will look back 
with regret to the day when he came 
down to the House to preach Imperialism, 
without being willing to bear the burdens 
of Imperialism, and when the hereditary 
qualities he posseses of eloquence and 
courage may be tempered also by dis- 


|earding the hereditary desire to run 


Treasury in the position in which Lord | 


Randolph Churchill alone of all the Chan- 
cellors of the Exchequer with whom I 
have had to deal took up—that the 
Treasury should be a dominant and 
despotic body, that it should dictate 
terms to the various Departments, 
that it should be blind to the progress of 
science and deaf to the arguments of 
responsible Ministers. That view is one 
which I certainly would never accept, 
and which my right hon. friend 


| 





Imperialism on the cheap. 

I would urge the House of Commons 
not to deal with vague generalities, but 
to come to close quarters with this scheme 
and to test it by its practical utility. 
I cannot follow the right hon. Gentleman 
the Member for West ‘Monmouthshire, 
who wantedto go back fifty years todiscuss 
our armaments, any more than Ican agree 
to discuss them on the thirty-years- 
back principle adopted by the Leader 
of the Opposition. We cannot base our 


the Chancellor of the Exchequer has! present armaments either on the days 


never asked me to accept. It is true 


| 


of smooth-bore artillery or on the days 


that our Estimates have risen from | of the Brown Bess. We have to face 
£16,000,000 to £30,000,000, and that | the facts as they are, and if I am told, 
the troops in the Regular Army and as I have been told by a Member of the 

| ; 
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Front Opposition Bench, that there is no{ large number of effective men with a destir 
thorough-going apologist for our scheme | defective training, in keeping military divisi 
outside the War Office, I reply that my| districts different in size and in every tion | 
letter-box for many weeks back is at his| respect divergent, except that of being for a 
disposal. It is quite true that I get a| totally destitute of any military organisa- whicl 
good many letters of abuse, some even! tion, and you will throw away the one unpa' 
on postcards marked “ Secret and con-| great chance of removing the whole them 
fidential,”’ declaring that I am engaged | authority from Pall Mall. It is because votes 
in a task which will irrevocably ruin the| I believe that a return to such a state of Th 
country. But for one man who urges me} things would have a graver influence first 1 
to go back I have ten who urge me to go| on this country than the fate of any eount 
forward, not merely from generals andj Minister or the fall of any Ministry that ama 
other officers of high rank serving in| I would urge upon Parliament to give for a 
South Africa, but from officers whom| us a measure of confidence in an effort dispo 
I do not know at all, and from non-| which is whole-hearted, which is fearless, But 1 
commissioned officers and private soldiers | and which ought to be united, to give us tl 
who look upon this scheme as being,| this country a permanent military given 
if not the first, at least a genuine attempt | organisation and an effective measure a ot 
to estimate the needs of the Empire andj of army reform. aan. 
to meet them. I know we have against : is er A tee : 
us the views of men who have nies *MR. ASQUITH (Fifeshire, E.): The Soa 
of their own, whose theories I respect | right hon. Gentleman told us at the “ong 
even if I cannot adopt them. I know we | beginning of his observations that he was a 
haveagainst us also some men whodeceive | "®t 80Ing to make a party speech, and, ‘Sun 
themselves as to our capacity to carry | though he has not been altogether spar- “Cl 
through these reforms, and some who | "8 of party allusions, yet upon the whole a me 
deceive others by endeavouring to prove he has kept his promise, and [| will en- ‘ae 
that these reforms are not required. If we deavour to imitate his example. But | arm 
are to wait for an ideal scheme on which | ™USt at the outset call actention to the Be 
all those who have a right to speak peculiar conditions, singular if not unique se 
upon army reform are agreed, we | in Parliamentary history, in which this es 
should never begin this work at all. If! debate is being carried on. W hatever “ot , 
we are going to be frightened by the} ™@y be the contents of the right hon. sci 
increased and increasing numbers which | Gentleman 8 letter-box, it must be ad- hat 
are demanded for our military service, | mitted that the admirers and champions t me 
this House would be blind to the teachings | of his scheme have been singularly ie 
of the present war and to the orders| reticent in this House and in the public cows 
which the House has given to carry it Press. Rarely in my experience, or, I eile 
through. If we are going to flinch think, that of any Member who has sat pany 
from the expenditure which after grave | fora longer time in this House, has a plan a | 
consideration has been put forward by| put forward bya responsible Government, tM 
the responsible Government, the House | whether administrative or legislative, om 
of Commons will set an example which, | found so few cordial friends outside the 0 
in the whole history of this assembly, it) Treasury Bench, or been exposed during wees 
has never set before. If this resolution} the whole course of a debate to such a oe 
is rejected it may be that you may find | fusillade of criticism and censure. Many scher 
fresh Ministers and fresh military ad- hon. Gentlemen opposite who have veh ae 
visers, less convinced or more pliable; taken part in the debate—almost every ag 
than we are, who will be willing to| oneof them without exception—has either Gent 
embark again and stake their whole | prefaced or concluded his quota of con- te 
existence on the thorny and, perhaps, | demnation, by announcing that, as the a 
thankless task of Army reform; but| Opposition have seen fit to make this a Tight 
looking to the experience of other) party question, he feels it to be his duty — 
measures in this House, and more either to abstain from voting, or even edge 
especially to Army experiences, I think, to record his vote in favour of the ex- ope 
it is far more likely that in the lassitude | pediency of adopting a scheme which he F bar 
which must follow a great war these| has proved, or was about to prove, eatu 
questions will be quietly put aside, and | impolitic, indefensible, and even absurd. unive 
we shall fall back again in keeping a| Before we witness, as I suppose we are mum 

Mr. Brodrick. 
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destined to witness, to-night, when the 


Army 


division bell rings, this wholesale exhibi-| 


tion of political suicide, I think we may 


for 2 moment analyse the grounds on | 


which these Gentlemen allege that an 
unpatriotic Opposition have deprived 
them of the opportunity of making their 
votes accord with their convictions. 

The Chief Secretary for Ireland on the 
first night of this debate told us that the 
country had given the Government 
a mandate at the election last autumn 
for army reform, and I am not at all 
disposed to dissent from that proposition. 
But the right hon. Gentleman also told 
us that at the time the mandate was 
given the Government were in a state 
of, as he described it, suspended anima- 
tion. At what precise date the suspense 
terminated and the animation returned 
I am not in a position to tell the House. 
But at any rate I do not think it could 
have been before the later days of 
November. At thattime the Commander- 
in-Chief, upon whose counsel and co- 
operation both the Government and the 
country legitimately’ counted in the 
preparation of any scheme, was still away 
in South Africa and did not return to 
this country till the end of December. 
Now this scheme was put on the Table of 
the House in the first week in March, 
and I venture to say, when we are told 
that the country gave the Government 
a mandate for Army reform, the country 
neither instructed nor expected the 
Government in hot haste, after a few 
weeks of hurried consideration, when, 
as the right hon. Gentleman has most 
properly told us, he himself was harassed 
with the responsibilities, duties, and 
anxieties of conducting a great war in a 
distant part of the world—I say the 
country never expected that, when a 
scheme produced in those conditions 
is put upon the Table of this House, its 
acceptance or rejection should be made, 
as it has been made by the right hon. 
Gentleman to-night, a matter of confi- 
dence in the Government. When the 
tight hon. Gentleman introduced his 
scheme, which he did, as we all acknow- 


ledged at the time, in a speech of re-| 


markable dialetical and oratorical power, 
it was at once seen that there were many 


features in it which would command | 
They were sufficiently | 


universal assent. 
numerous and sufficiently important, 
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if they had been carried into effect, as 
they might have been, with the practi- 
cally unanimous assent of both sides of 
this House, to make this year a memor- 
able year in the history of Army reform. 
Unfortunately, these innocuous or even 
useful improvements, were accompanied 
by a new system or organisation, to 
which, it is no exaggeration to say, in the 
weeks that have elapsed since this scheme 
was originally presented to the House 
of Commons, not one single military 
expert or military authority has been 
capable of giving his approval or even 
his confidence. I am not in the least 
exaggerating the facts when I put it as 
strongly and broadly as that. That 
being the state of things, and there being 
on the Notice Paper of this House no 
less, if I remember aright, than eleven 
Amendments proceeding from hon. 
Gentlemen opposite, and traversing the 
merits of this scheme both in prin- 
ciple and in detail, the right hon. 
Gentleman is allowed by his colleagues 
to announce to the world that in the 
view of the Government their plan 
holds the field, that they mean to stand 
or fall by it, and that they will make 
it a matter of confidence with their 


supporters. 
Now I want to ask hon. Gentle- 
men opposite, who are not going 


to vote in accordance with their con- 
victions, and who attribute the unhappy 
situation in which they find themselves 
to the almost diabolical malignity of an 
unscrupulous Opposition, who is it who 
made this a party question? They have 
only to look at the bench below them 
and they will see the real authors of 
the transformation. What were the 
Opposition to do? We do not approve 
of this scheme in its main features any 
more than the great bulk of hon. Gentle- 
men opposite do. What were we to do ! 
Were we to vote for it? Is that the 
part of a patriotic Opposition? Were 
we to vote for it in order that the matter 
might be removed from the domain of 
party controversy ? Were we to vote 
against it by a direct negative ? That. 
of course, was possible, but it would 
have involved two results. In the first 
place we should have condemned the 
whole scheme, although there were 
some features in it which many of us 
In the next place, we should 


| approve. 
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have been told as much as now| fourths, but certainly a very large 
that we were making it a party} majority of Members—and is going to 
question. Were we to vote  for| reject an Amendment which, if it could 
any of the Amendments proposed | be voted upon without the trammelling 
by the supporters of the Government ? | influence of party ties, would be carried 
I can very well imagine what would| by an equally large majority. It js 
have been said if we, His Majesty’s| said, I know, You have the scheme of 
Opposition, had said, ** This is no doubt | the Government ; what is your alter- 
« matter of great national concern, | native? A more preposterous demand 
but our ideas are so unformed, our | was never addressed to the Opposition. 
views upon the subject are so nebulous | Here you are dealing with one of the 
and inarticulate, that we are not in a| most delicate and complicated questions 
position to put them down on the Paper, | of administration that can possibly arise. 
and we will, therefore, hide behind the | The Government have at their disposal 
shelter of the Amendment of the hon. | not only the resources of the much- 
Member for Oldham or of one of the abused War Office, but materials, which 
other hon. Gentlemen opposite.” It|are not in the possession of anybody 
would have been said, and in my judg- | else, in the way of information and so 
ment with great reason, that the Oppo- | forth, and they have opportunities of 
sition were abdicating their constitu-| resorting to the advice of the most 
tional functions if, holding the opinion, | eminent experts of the Empire. It is 
as we do hold strongly and conscien-| for them to formulate and tabulate a 
tiousiy, not in the interests of a party | scheme of administrative reform, and 
but in the interests of the Army and/I demur to the proposition, which is 
of the nation, that this is not a forward | totally inconsistent with the analogies 
but a retrograde step, we had abstained }and traditions of our Parliamentary 
from expressing that opinion in clear and | system, that the ,Opposition is not to 
unambiguous language, and from sub-| be allowed in a matter of this kind to 
mitting that issue to the House. |eriticise and even to censure without 

What are the propositions in my right | being exposed to the demand that it 
hon. friend’s Amendment? Thereare two. | should produce a cut and dried alterna- 
“ The House is of opinion that the proposals tive scheme. 
| 
| 
| 
| 





of the Government are in many respects not 
adapted to the special wants of the Empire, 
and would largely increase the burden of the 
nation without adding substantially to its 
military strength.” 


I have said so much as to the 
Parliamentary situation because _ it 
seems to me it is a somewhat singular 
one. I pass now to deal with the general 
aspects of the scheme which the right 
hon. Gentleman has just so ably and 


| 

| 

How many Gentlemen opposite are | 

prepared to deny either of those pro- | 

positions, not by their votes in the | exhaustively defended. I need not say 
division lobby, but by getting up in|I make no pretence to expert military 
their places and, with a sense of their | knowledge, and I shall confine myself 
responsibility to their constituents and|to broad and general principles. I 
to the country, declaring that in their| think there is one satisfactory and 
judgment these propositions are un-| valuable feature in this debate, and 
sound? I do not think I have heard |that is, we have attained to a general 
more than one in the whole course of | consensus of opinion as to the objects 
this debate. That being the case, it| which ought to govern our military 
is not the Opposition who are making | organisation in the United Kingdom. 
this a party question and bringing | I do not believe that there is any diffe- 
about what I confess I think to be one} rence of opinion—I will not say 
of the most extraordinary anomalies | between the two sides of the House, but 
in the whole history of the House of | even between any two sections of the 
Commons—that to-night it is going to | House—as to what these governing 
record a decision which everybody knows | aims or objects ought to be. In the 
does not represent the mature or delibe- | first place, we have to supply, as every- 
rate conviction of something like three- body agrees, from the Army here at 
fourths of its Members—[Cries of dis-| home the drafts and reliefs for the 
sent.|—I do not pledge myself to three-| eighty - five battalions engaged in 


Mr. Asquith. 
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garrisoning India and our 
other dependencies. 
the primary requirement of our 
home military organisation. In the 
next place, I think we are all agreed, 
having regard to the peculiar emer- 
gencies and the unique geographical 
conditions of our Empire, we must 
have always at home, in adequate num- 
bers and, if possible, in perfect training 
and with full equipment, not a large, 


colonies 


and That is 


but a mobile and efficient fighting 
foree, which can be despatched across 
the seas at a moment’s notice, 
wherever the conditions of the 


case may require it. In the third place, 
as regards what is called the problem 
of home defence—the actual defence of 
our shores from invasion and the con- 
sequences of invasion—I think we are 
all agreed that we depend upon the 
Navy, and, in the long run, upon the 
Navy alone. But even those who have 
the most ample conception of the duty 
of the Navy will admit that we do need 
a force, and a trained force, here at home 
for garrison purposes, and to give what 
may be called temporary protection to 
exceptionally vulnerable positions. If, 
as | believe, these are the objects, and 
the only objects, or at all events the 
main and governing objects, with which 
our home organisation of the Army 
ought to concern itself, the problem the 
Government have to solve is how these 
objects are to be met, subject to two con- 
ditions, equally important,—namely, first, 
that you must not unduly add to the 
financial burdens of the people, our 
Army expenditure having in the course of 
the last six years advanced by twelve 
millions sterling a year; and in the 
second place, whatever scheme you 
propose must be consistent with the 
maintenance of our voluntary system 
of enlistment. Does the Government 
scheme solve that problem? We are 
all agreed as to the necessity of substi- 
tuting efficient 


such there be, in our forts. We agree 


for obsolete guns, if , 


with the right hon. Gentleman's pro- | 


posals for improvements in the soldier’s 
dress and general comfort, for more 
civilised arrangements in barracks, for 
a less mechanical system of drill and 
training, and above all for as complete 
a system as you can get of decentral- 
isation of administration. There is not 
one of those objects which might not 
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: have been perfectly well attained without 


what is, after all, the central and cardinal 
feature of the Government's plan, the 
creation of six army corps, with, as the 
resolution says, the requisite staff, stores, 
and buildings. 

Now, what are these army corps? 
When the Secretary of State produced 
his scheme early in March he cer- 
tainly represented to the House, 
and we all understood his scheme to 
be, a most important change in our 
existing military arrangements. To- 
night he has told us there is nothing 
of a grandiose or ambitious character 
in it. This is the only tribute to 
public criticism which has been con- 
ceded during this debate. The picture 
originally drawn of six army corps, 
which were for the first time to put us in 
position for meeting our enemies abroad 
and defending our shores at home— 
that picture has faded away like a dis- 
solving view. Why, the Chief Secretary, 


with a nonchalance which at once 
charmed and_ bewildered the House, 
said—*Why do you trouble about 
this? It is only a question of 
nomenclature. He seemed to think 
that the use of the words “ army 
corps” was a sort of lapsus lingue 
on the part of the Secretary of 


State, or, at all events, that the military 
authorities consulted a dictionary and, 
at haphazard, took the first phrase that 
happened to suit their purpose What, 
according to the description of the 
Chief Secretary, and to some extent 
it was corroborated by the Secretary of 
State for War to-night, are the functions 
of these army corps going to be | So far 
as I can make out, the net result of the 
whole proceeding will be this—instead of 
sixteen or eighteen district commands 
there will be six. That is all. The 
question of men is, of course, the cruz 
of the problem, to which I will come pre- 
sently ; but from the point of view of 
administration you simply reduce eighteen 
positions to six. I agree with the Chief 
Secretary—I do not wish to misrepresent 
or minimise his argument—he said in 
these districts, as compared with the 
sixteen or eighteen, you will be able to 
carry on the training of men on a larger 
scale, and with a more complete repre- 
sentation of the various arms of the 
Service, and that they will form, as he 
| happily describes it, a sort of continuation 
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school for the Army, and, above all, will 
provide occupation for our generals 
who have returned to this country from 


‘South Africa. 


Army 


THe CHIEF SECRETARY For IRE- 
LAND (Mr. Wynpuam, Dover): They 
will give for the first time the opportu- 
nity, and the sole opportunity, for the 
training of generals and staffs, and util- 
ising the experiences of generals and 
staffs obtained in the war. 


*Mr. ASQUITH: That elegant and 
pleonastic language, of which he is such 
a complete master, I think reproduces 
the sentence I endeavoured to express. 
Now, what about these generals? It is 
a point to which the Chief Secretary 
attaches considerable importance. I am 
disposed to agree with the Chief Secretary 
it would be a good thing to provide ade- 
quate and, indeed, absorbing occupation 
for some of our returned generals. I am 
not at all sure that a distinguished warrior 
fresh from the field of battle, with the 
laurels of victory still twined in his hair, 
getting on his legs at the opening of a 
bazaar, or responding to a toast at a 
semi-private luncheon, is not almost ¢s 
serious a danger to the State as a dist'n- 
guished politician would be at the head 
of a brigade in South Africa. I hope 
that represents only a temporary phase 
in our military system. It is hardly 
worth while to disturb and re-create the 
whole of our Army organisation in order 
‘to provide other occupation for our gene- 
rals. The real truth is, whatever may 
be the intention—and the Government 
may have the very best intention in 
their scheme—the effect will be that 
you will have the mognified and un- 
natural name “army corps’’ for what 


_and stores, but with transport. [“ 


{COMMONS} 


Organisation, 320 


to the last three army corps there would 
be a nucleus and proper arrangements. 
Of course, brigadiers employed for bri- 
gades not in training for the whole year. 


*Mr. ASQUITH: Exactly; that entirely 
corroborates the argument I am using. 
In other words, it will not be an army 
corps at all; it will be a thing which 
exists in nubibus for the greater part of 
the year with a nucleus in the shape of a 
staff. It will have an effective existence 
for two months of the year, and then 
will again disappear into space. To 
describe an organisation of that kind, in 
which, as I have show n, out of six army 
corps only two are available for foreign 
service, and three army corps are non- 
existent for the greater part of the year— 
to describe that as a system of six army 
corps and as putting the army in a 
better position than it was in before for 
foreign service and home defence is not, 
with all respect,a proposition to be con- 
sidered seriously, The right hon. Gentle- 
man was angry, or a little indignant, 
because the Leader of the Opposition 
said you could not export one of these 
army corps. The moment it was 
needed for service and put on board 
ship it would have to be broken up. 
But that is true, is it not? I do not 
understand that it is denied. As to the 
remarks of my right hon. friend in con- 
nection with the question of transport, 
we were told in the speech of the Secre- 
tary of State, when the scheme was 
introduced, that each army corps was to 
be furnished not only with barracks 
Land 
transport.’"] I am glad of the interrup- 
tion. As my right hon. friend pointed 
out again and again, and again this 


_ evening in an interruption, the conditions 


is merely a provincial command. Now| 


let us see what these army corps really 
are. The right hon. Gentleman admits 
that of the six only two will go abroad, 
or can be sent abroad at 
moment, without voluntary 
As I understand, 
jarge commands with a general, 
staff, divisional generals, and brigadiers 
in each of three districts. 
will these be doing for the greater part 
-of the year ? 


elements. 


*Mr. BRODRICK : 


the contrary. 


Mr, Asquith. 


I stated distinetly 


any given | 


under which our foreign expeditions are 
carried out are so infinitely varied as to 
distance, climate, race, and geographical 
conditions, that it is not possible to tell 
until the last moment what particular 


form of land transport will be specially 


you will have three | 


and | 


And what | 


I said that with regard | I think is a vital one. 


adapted for the work to be done. I 
cannot imagine greater waste of money 
than to train these army corps with 
expensive equipment of transport when 
it may turn out that that transport may 
have to be left behind as useless for a 
particular expedition. 

One more general criticism, which 
How should we 
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have been better off when the war in 
South Africa broke out in the autumn 
of 1899 if the right hon. Gentleman’s 
organisation had been in existence ? 
No one has yet told us how we should 
have been ,and if you say we should, 
[ say your argument rests entirely on 
conjecture and assumption, unproved 
—namely, that by setting on foot 
these army corps you will stimulate 
recruiting and raise the quality of your 
raw material. Now the right hon. 
Gentleman has given us some remark- 
able figures on the subject of recruiting, 
and | am sure the House will be relieved 
and glad to know that during the four 
months of the present year the process 
of recruiting has been satisfactory. 
But there is some difference of opinion 
upon this, for the right hon. Gentleman’s 
figures do not tally with those of the 
Inspector-General of Recruiting. 


*Mr. BRODRICK: 
last year. 


*Mr. ASQUITH: [| am speaking of 
the Return presented to Parliament, 
which seems to show that during the 
first three months of this year there was 
a sensible diminution in the number of 
recruits as compared with previous years. 
[An Hon. MempBer: 4,000.] My hon. 
friend says 4,000. If that diminution 
has been made good during April so 
much the better. But this is not 
material to my argument. What I 
was going to say is this—both as regards 
recruiting, and as regards the offers the 
right hon. Gentleman has received for 
the creation of new Yeomanry corps 
it is obvious that it is quite 
impossible to argue from the state of 
feeling which has existed while a critical 


Those were for 
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and therefore a sham, or if intended to 
be a reality is not adapted to the special 
exigencies of our military and_ geo- 
graphical position. In the next place, 
notwithstanding the improvements made 
in comparatively small matters in connec- 
tion with the condition of the private 
soldier’s life, it holds out no effectual 
promise of dealing with the crucial 
question of recruiting. Thirdly, I 
say it encourages the notion that the 
question of home defence is a military 
rather than a naval one, and therefore if 
it is adapted and developed, as it will have 
to be, on the lines started, would lead to 
a great and most regrettable waste of our 
national resources. [I was very much 
struck the other night by some figures 
given by my right hon. friend the 
Member for Forest of Dean. If you 
take the military expenditure, not of the 
United Kingdom, which is all which 
appears on these Estimates, but of the 


| Empire at large, you will find it comes to 


'we spend thirty millions sterling. 


and protracted war was going on to that | 


normal state of things to which we shall 
sooner or later return. when everything 
is at peace and the glamour of war is over, 
and when the labour market will pro- 
bably be unusually competitive and 
active. 
two years the basis of your calculation 
for ordinary conditions and cireum- 
stances would be a serious fallacy. 

To sum up the vital defects of the 
scheme, to my mind they are three 
in number. In the first place, it pro- 
fesses to adopt a form of organisation 
which is either a mere change in name, 





To make the figures of the last | 


something like fifty-five millions sterling. 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean): According to the 
rate of the rupee—between fifty-one and 
fifty-nine. 


*Mr. ASQUITH : Let us call it fifty-five. 
That is what we spend at this moment, 
or shall have spent when the Estimates. 
of this year are passed, on our military 
forces. On our Navy we spend, I was. 
going to say only, but I will not, because 
it is a portentous sum, though relatively a 
small one—on our Navy, our real arm, our 
real first line both for attack and defence, 
In 
other words, the Army, which, although 
it is subject, no doubt, to those large and 
various duties which it has to perform 
in remote parts of the Empire, is after all 
only our secondary and subsidiary arm, 
costs us for the Empire at large very 
nearly twice as much as the Navy. And 
while expenditure is growing in both 
branches, the disparity between the two 


is, I believe, growing also, and that is not 


a state of things which Parliament ought 


_ to contemplate with satisfaction. Finally, 


there is one other and still more serious 
question that arises. This scheme is put 
before us—it was in the speech of the 
right hon. the Secretary of State for War 
when he introduced it, and the same idea 
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was to be found in the speech of the] of Army reform in any partisan spirit ; 
Financial Secretary to the War Office—| but not long since the right hon. aud 
as the only practical alternative to com-| learned Gentleman led up to his speech 
pulsory military service. It is supposed | in the House this afternoon by a speech 
to be the last despairing attempt to main-| on the same subject of an eminently 
tain the voluntary system. [Ministerial | partisan character delivered to a Liberal 
cries of “ No.”| I do not say so, Heaven | and Radical association. At the beginnin 
forbid ; but that is the position, according | of that speech the right hon. and teased 
to the declarations of the Government, | Gentleman proposed a resolution— 

in which we are intended to be placed. | “That this meeting is of opinion that the 
To the policy of the substitution, even | present Government by its conduct of public 


as a contingency, of compulsory for volun- | affairs have shown themselves to be unworthy 
: of the confidence of the country, and in the 


’ service, a policy as alie |: 
tary » a | y as lien to the interests of economy and much needed reform 
genius of our people as it Is unsuited to | it is desirable that the country should be once 
the geographical position of our Empire, | more placed in the hands of a Liberal Govern. 
. . . | ?? 
I believe this nation to be unalterably | ™e2* 
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opposed. The problem which faces the 
army reformer to-day—I do not in the 
least deny its gravity or its urgency— 
is not a whit more serious; I doubt 
whether it is so serious as that which was 
confronted thirty years ago by Lord 
Cardwell and his advisers when he was 
at the War Office. They, and among 


them do not let us forget that great soldier | 


Lord Wolseley, whom it appears to be the 


fashion of the hour to ignore—{Minis- | 


terial cries of “‘ No”’}]—but to whom I 


venture to say our military organisation | 


is more indebted than to any other living 
man—I say Lord Cardwell and _ his 
advisers succeeded in combining the 
abolition of purchase, the establishment 
of short service, and the creation of a 
Reserve, with the maintenance of the 
voluntary system. Time and the grow- 
ing complexity of our political and eco- 
nomic conditions require, I entirely agree, 
that their work should be developed and 


readjusted to the new requirements of a | 


later generation. But it ought to be, and 
for my part I am convinced that it is, well 
within the resources of statesmanship to 
enlarge and improve the structure 
without destroying its foundations, and 


to provide us with an army adequate for | 


all emergencies both at home and abroad, 
while preserving to us the happy immu- 
nity we have so long enjoyed from the 
heaviest tax which the military rivalries 
and ambitions of nations has ever imposed 
upon mankind. 


*Sirr JAMES FERGUSSON (Man- 
chester, N.E.): The right hon. and) 


learned Gentleman who has just sat 
down has disclaimed any intention 
of addressing himself to this question 


Mr. Asquith. 


| And in supporting that resolution the 
‘right hon. and learned Gentleman de- 
voted a large part of his speech 
| to a dissection and condemnation of my 
| right hon. friend’s proposals on Army 
‘reform. Well, at all events, that points 
| the moral of the Amendment of the right 
| hon. the Member for the Stirling Burghs, 
and | think it supplies any partisan spirit 
| which has been lacking in the speech to 
which we have just listened. In that 
| part of his speech in which the right hon. 
and learned Gentleman criticised in his 
'severest manner the present scheme 
of Army reform, he complained of the 
scanty manner in which provision had 
been made to strengthen the regular 
military forces of the country. That 
was, in the right hon. and learned Gentle- 
man’s opinion, the crux of the whole 
thing. Under the proposed scheme he 
said that the Regular Army would not 
either become more strong or more 
| effective, that it would not be more easily 


_ recruited, or the standard of training and 
| age be raised either for officers and men. 

But the right hon. and learned Gentle- 
'man could not in one breath complain 

against the very great additions which 

the measures of the Secretary for War 
'had brought on the expenditure on the 
Army in comparison with that on the 
Navy, and at the same time point toa 
different system which would involve 
a far larger expenditure. The increase 
of the Army and the raising of the stan- 
dard of the age of recruits cannot be 
carried out without a large increase 
of expenditure. The two things hang 
‘together, and therefore to criticise the 
| proposals of my right hon. friend because 
| he does not increase the numbers of the 
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Regular Army and the standard of the | for the improvement of the British Army 
recruits without increasing the expen-| and for the important military capacity 
diture of the Army, as compared with ‘he has brought into it. The right hon. 
that of the Navy, is absurd. ‘and learned Gentleman pointed to 
Theright hon. and learned Member said | the numerous Amendments to the 
that it was unnecessary that this measure | Government scheme which had been put 
of Army reform should bebrought forward | on the Paper from the Government side 
in hot haste, because the country did not of the House, and contended that 
ask for it; but at the General Election! the scheme of the Government had 
there was an almost universal declaration | attracted no considerable approval from 
by candidates, including even those of any quarter. I would remind the right 
the right hon. and learned Gentleman’s| hon. and learned Gentleman and the 
own party, that immediate measures| House that the reason for bringing 
of Army reform were required, and that | forward these Amendments on the reso- 
this session should not pass over without, | lution was to give hon. Members an 
at least, the foundations of the super-| opportunity of discussing the Army 
structure being laid. My right hon.| Estimates and the statement of the 
friend the Secretary of State for War | Secretary of State for War to a greater 
has never said that his scheme was a final | extent than they would on usual ocea- 
measure, or that it comprised all the) sions of introducing the Army Votes, 
reforms that are necessary, but that he) which were necessarily cut short at the 
had only proceeded on moderate and con- | end of the financial year. Why should 
servative lines, which could, if need be, | hon. Members who take a special interest 
after experience be improved upon. The in the Army not have an opportunity of 
criticism that the scheme had been putting forward Amendments which are 
brought forward in hot haste would not | not necessarily hostile to the Govern- 
bear much examination. At the head| ment? I believe that the intention of 
of the War Office is now the most distin- | many of my friends who have put down 
guished soldier of our day—a man who/| these Amendments was only to take 
has come back from South Africa covered | advantage of this opportunity of dis- 
with honours, and who enjoys the ad-| cussing matters in which they are 
miration of the whole country. With all | interested, and on which they are pecu- 
the advantage of that distinguished | liarly qualified to speak. Of course, 
officer’s experience in India, South Africa, | some of these hon. Gentlemen have plans 
and this country, he has been able to| of their own. As Lord Beaconsfield 
gauge the defects of the existing system, said in a case when rival plans were 
and to point out where improvements | prepared, it reminded him of Popkins’ 
may be made. With that experience | plan. It would be an unjust’ im- 
and that of many others behind him, the | putation on hon. Gentlemen in this 
tight hon. the Secretary of State for| House qualified to speak on affairs 
War has proposed this scheme, which is| to say that because they criticised the 
only the basis of a structure which will, right hon. Gentleman’s scheme they were 
Thope, in future years, be maturely built. | hostile to him and the Government. The 
I eannot refrain from offering my tribute right hon. and learned Member, following 
to the present Commander-in-Chief, but | previous speakers, criticised what was 
in doing so I have no intention of mini-| called the army corps organisation pro- 
mising the services of his distinguished | posed in the resolution, and had ques- 
predecessor, of which the right hon. and | tioned its efficiency. I should have 
learned Gentleman has accused us. | thought that it would have hardly been 
| necessary to open that again, but the 

Mr. ASQUITH: I never suggested | right hon. and learned Gentleman only 
anything of the kind. | showed how little he understood the 
|matter. The right hon. and learned 

*Sir JAMES FERGUSSON: Well, I) Gentleman asked what was the use of 
am the last man to do it. On the con-| substituting six districts for sixteen mili- 
trary, I fully agree with what the right} tary districts. But because the whole 
hon. and learned Gentleman said, that | country was divided into six larger dis- 
the British Army owes a great deal to} tricts, with a high general in command 
Lord Wolseley for the work he has done | in each, it did not follow that they were 
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going to disturb the existing districts { regiments gone out who had been acting 
with their divisional commanders. It was | together at home. Moreover the plan is 
of peculiar importance, as a matter of| a great step in the decentralisation of 
decentralisation, that there should be! War Office control in minor matters. 

large districts with a high general in| The right hon. and learned Mem. 
command, and that all the troops in| ber said that there were many good 
these large military districts should be | features in the scheme, but I should have 


Army Organisation. 


specially trained, organised, and super- 
vised in a manner that could not possibly 
be done otherwise. 

The right hon. and learned Gentle- 
man asked how much _ better off 
the country would have been if 
this army corps organisation had 
existed in 1899 than it is now. The 
answer to that was not far to seek. 
For one thing, we should have had an 
organised staff of general officers who 
had been accustomed to acting together, 
acquainted with the regiments which 
they would command. It stands to 
reason that we should have been much 
better off, because general and regimental 
officers, as well as the men, pull better 


together after personal experience, both | 


in ordinary circumstancees and ‘in 
occasional manoeuvres. It is almost 
impossible for anyone who has seen 
anything of war not to recognise 


how much better it is to have generals, | 


brigadiers, officers and men well known 
to each other in manceuvres before they 
A very remarkable book 
had been recently published by an 
Austrian officer called ‘* England’s 
Danger.” That officer had devoted all 
his life to a study of the British military 
system, and he presented between the 
boards of his book the most remark- 
able compilation of information upon | 
British military affairs I have ever seen, | 
which had been derived from official 
documents. The author said that no 
great army in the world but the British 
was without a corps organisation, and 
that British troops were not formed into 
a practical organised body until the 
moment of battle. Under the stress of 
a campaign they were scraped together 
just as they could be got hold of. I have 
myself seen in the selection of generals 
for the South African War generals sent 
out with brigadiers who had not acted 
under them even in peace manceuvres. 
How much better would it have been, and 
we cannot say how many accidents and 
mistakes which have occurred would 
have been avoided, had officers and 


Sir James Fergusson. 


go to war. 


| other, 





|thought that the good features which 
| had the right hon. and learned Gentle- 
man’s sympathy and approval were the 
‘leading features, and that the others 
'might be easily remedied if found defee- 
tive on trial. The right hon. and learned 
| Gentleman once more evoked the fetish 
'of Lord Cardwell’s scheme, as if Lord 
| Cardwell had put the Army on such a 
| footing that no future Secretary for War 
would have anything else to do. The 
| present Secretary of State for War did 
| not propose to upset Lord Cardwell’s 
'scheme, but the pity is that it has not 
| been before now brought down to date ; 
and my right hon. friend is only extend- 
| ing Lord Cardwell’s scheme in accordance 
with the requirements of the present 
iday. I think that the Opposition have 
chosen the wrong horse to put their 
money on, and that they are greatly in 
want of a weapon with which to attack 
the Government. On the one hand 
'the objection is made that the scheme 
is not revolutionary enough, and, on the 
that it involves considerable 
changes. I maintain that it is a moderate 
scheme, that it could be extended in 
future years ; that it would meet present 
wants, that it will do more than any- 
thing else to meet the approval of the 
people of the country, because it will 
strengthen our old constitutional force 
and popularise and regularise and im- 





| prove that great Volunteer movement 
| which has been so useful in recent years 


and is so creditable to the loyalty of the 
county. 


Mayor RASCH (Essex, Chelmsford) 
| said he had listened to the speech of the 
| hon. Member for Maidstone in which he 
‘called attention to the case presented on 
‘behalf of the British soldier by Count 
|Sternberg. He felt very strongly on 
'the matter because he himself had a son 
|at the front. He should like to say a few 
| words in regard to the defence which 
the Chief Secretary for Ireland had 
made for the scheme presented to the 
House. In that very able speech the 
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right hon. Gentleman had om tng 
his moods and tenses, and he did not wish 
to contrast it with the speech of the hon. 
Member for North Ayrshire, because in 
vain was the net set in sight of any bird. 
But he was rather astonished at one or 
two things which the Chief Secretary 
had said. The right hon. Gentleman 
suggested, to the best of his understand- | 
ing, that the Army was made for the 
generals, and not the generals for the 
Army, and that in order to keep sixteen 
generals and their staffs off the half-pay 
list the House ought to support the 
scheme of the Secretary of State for War. 
He was astounded that the Chief Secre- 
tary could get up in this House and say 
to the hon. Member for Fareham that 
the pay of the soldier amounted to thirty 
shillings a week. He should have 
thought that those lines of Canning’s, 
which were repeated by Sir Robert Peel 
from the very place where the right 
hon. Gentleman now sat, would have 
occurred to him— 


Army 


“ But of all plagues, good Heaven, thy wrath 
can send 

Save, save, oh! 
friend.” 


save me from the candid 


When he read the speeches which had 
been made in the House of Lords, and 
those made by hon. friends behind the 
Treasury benches, it was not for him to 
criticise the proposals of the War Office. 
Since the Secretary of State for War 
made his speech a good deal of water had 
flowed under Westminster Bridge, and 
there had been some remarkable articles 
in The Times and its sea-green contem- 
porary, the Westminster (Gazette, with 
reference to the right hon. Gentleman’s 
scheme. What they said was—‘‘ What 
sort of an Army do you want?’ And 
the answer they gave was—‘‘ We want 
a comparatively small, flexible force able 
to hold India and the colonies, and able 
to send two army corps abroad.”’ That 
was not what they had got, and he was 
afraid they were not likely to get it under 
the scheme of the right hon. the Secretary 
of State for War. 

Let him call attention to what happened | 
in August, 1899. That was, of course, 
ancient history, but, after all, not very | 
ancient history. They then found it 
necessary to send out a_ force to 
South Africa, but, although they 


paid twenty-nine millions a year for 
the Army, all they could do was to 
despatch two weak battalions—one of 
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which was en route to the West Indies— 
and three batteries of artillery which 
had to be made up by tearing to pieces 
other batteries at home, and the Mediter- 
ranean garrison regiments. That was 
all the War Office could do for the money 
they took from the taxpayers. Ifthe War 
Office had had an army corps available 
and ready in 1899 they would have been 
spared the entanglement of Ladysmith 
and the losses at Spion Kop and Colenso. 
The Leader of the Opposition—and he 
was bound to say that he thought he was 
quite right—used outside the House 
very unparliamentary language about 
the first army corps. As the right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for East Fite 
said in his speech, an army corps was a 
military combination which was not 
suited to the military requirements of 
this country. The country wanted terri- 
torial regiments, which it had not got, 
and which it would not get as long as 
half of the regular troops were kept in 
India and the tropics. A mild form of 
compulsory service was also required, 
but that would not be forthcoming as 
long as the country had a Prime Minister 
who said that the very suggestion of the 
ballot for the Militia would send every 
able-bodied man shrieking out of the 
country. The Secretary of State for War 
pinned his faith to army corps, and 
wanted to go one better than Lord 
Cardwell. The right hon. Gentleman 
had got six army corps, three of which 
were to be available for foreign service. 
It was qnite possible that the first and 
second army Corps might be available 
for foreign service, but the third army 
corps, which was to be composed of 
regular troops in Ireland and the Irish 


Organisation. 


Militia, was in a_ different position. 
Nobody, of course, had a_ word 
to say against the Irish Militia. He had 


met them at Aldershot, and they used to 
drill all day and fight all night, and 
better soldiers could not be, but they 
could not be regarded as immediately 
available for foreign service. The fourth, 
fifth, and sixth army corps were to be 
scattered over the place, and it was 
throwing dust in the eyes of the country 
to call them army corps at all. 

The right hon. Gentleman said that 
the number of Regular troops would be 
155,000, andthat the Reserve would be 
brought up to 90,000, but it should be 
remembered that the recruiting last 
year showed a* deficit of 18,000 men. 

M 
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He should like to call the attention of the 
right hon. Gentleman to a rather remark- 
able letter which appeared in The Times 
and the Pall Mall Gazette from Sir 
Robert Giffen, who was not a Moltke of 
the Treasury Bench, but a statistician. 
He said that out of 155,000 Regular 
troops the right hon. Gentleman proposed 
to send 120,000 men abroad, and he 
added that if the number of recruits per 
annum were put down at 45,000, and if 
recruits were not to be sent abroad until 
they had two years service, 90,000 men 
should be deducted from 155,000, and that 
therefore the right hon. Gentleman would 
not have 120,000 men to send abroad. 
If the right hon. Gentleman meant that 
he intended to fill up the ranks with 
Reservists, it was a pity he had not said so, 
and if he did that he would be in the 
same unfortunate position he was in last 
year, when the Reservists had to be put 
into the fighting line. The right hon. 
Gentleman proposed to increase the 
strength of the Army by eighteen bat- 
talions, but how was he going to do it? 
He proposed to take five battalions from 
India and tropical stations, but he said 
the other day that the garrisons at Aden 
and Hong Kong would still be com- 
posed of white troops. The Indian 
Government might allow white battalions 
to leave India, or they might not, and 
probably they would not. It was further 
proposed to garrison the coaling stations 
with Royal Marines, but the Secretary to 
the Admiralty, and Lord Goschen in the 
House of Lords, gave the country to 
understand that they were not absolutely 
in accord with the Secretary of State for 
War in sending the Royal Marines to 
coaling stations. Then eight battalions 
were to be raised from the Royal Reserve 
battalions, which, as they all knew, was 
a very extensive business. They were 
brought together in a hurry without 
drill or arms, and as they had no pro- 
spective employment they were given a 
considerable amount of leave. 
question to the Financial Secretary to the 
War Office as to how many troops had 
been obtained from the Royal Reserve 
battalions, and he was informed that 
only a thousand men had been recruited 
for garrison regiments out of a total of 
24,000. There were, of course, two bat- 
talions at Aldershot, but yet two bat- 
talions were not, except in War Office 
nomenclature, eight battalions. 

The difficulty and the crux of the whole 


Major Raseh, 


Army 
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matter was how to get the men. The 


right hon. Gentleman did not propose to 
increase the pay, because he did not think 
it necessary, and he was not going to apply 
the mild suasion of the Militia ballot, 
but he was going to give the men less 
sentry-go and more cubicles; but if he 
gave them all the cubicles in this world 
and the next he would not get half the 
recruits he required. He might 
regarded as an old fossil, but still he had 
an extensive and peculiar knowledge ot 
certain phases of military life, and, speak- 
ing of what he knew, he said that cubicles 
would not do the right hon. Gentleman 
the least good in the world. The House 
would remember in considering the ques- 
tion of how to bring the Army up to its 


be 


‘normal strength that there were 15,000 


time-expired men in India, and that there 
was also a deficit of something like 20,000 
men in the Reserve. Of course, men 
could not be in the Reserve and in the 
fighting line at the same time, and the 
Reserve was accordingly depleted. But 
before they considered an increase in the 
Army they should provide for the 15,000 
time-expired men in India, and also the 
deficit in the Reserve. Hethought that 
the Secretary of State for War had put 
his money, as Lord Salisbury once said, 
on the wrong horse. He had put his 
money on the Volunteers and the Yeo- 
manry. The Yeomanry were _ practi- 
cally an untried force. 1,900 of them 
went to South Africa, but not a single 
troop or squadron, as such, went to the 
front at all. As for the Volunteers, not 
a single battalion went to the front during 
the present campaign. The Volunteers 
who did go to South Africa were the 
pick of 220,000 men. The right hon. 
Gentleman was putting his money into 
forces over which he had practically no 
control, instead of putting it into the 
Militia or the Army. It seemed to him 
that the right hon. Gentleman was 
spending twenty-nine millions on an 
army list which was made of paper and 
nothing else. He knew very well that it 
was useless for him and his hon. friends 
who held the same views to protest 
against the scheme. They were merely 
slaving away in the stokehole while the 
right hon. Gentleman was on the quarter- 
deck with 130 votes in his pocket. He 
certainly would not vote for the Amend- 
ment of the Leader of the Opposition, 
because, although he had the greatest 
respect for him, when he was at the War 
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Office he was one of the most dogged 
obstructives of military matters who had 
ever sat on the front bench. As far as 
he was concerned, he would vote for the 
scheme if he thought it would be of the 
slightest use to the service in which he had 
the honour to hold a commission ; but he 
did not think it would, and therefore he 
would not follow the right hon. Gentle- 
man the Secretary of State for War into 
the lobby. 

*Mr. FULLER (Wiltshire, Westbury) : 
] intend to respond to the appeal of the 


right hon. Gentleman the Leader of the | 


House, and will curtail my remarks as 
much as possible. I wish to say a few 
words on the financial question which 
this motion brings before the House, and 
[am bound to say that, although there 
is no one in the House more fully alive 
to the importance of the most stringent 
economy in our national services than 
[am, yet I cannot agree with the position 
taken up by the hon. Member for Oldham. 
Ido not think that in that speech, to 
which I as well as every other hon. Mem- 
ber listened with delighted admiration, 
he contributed much to the question 
under discussion. It seems to me that 
what the country wants, and what the 
House of Commons must provide, in the 
Army as in the Navy, is not so much 
economy, although that in itself is of 
sufficient importance, but efficiency, and 
if I understand the position taken up by 
the hon. Member for Oldham it is that 
he wants to go back to the condition of 
our national defences of fifteen years ago. 
Ido think that we must realise the full 
importance of keeping efficient the Army 
as well as the Navy. The hon. Member 
for Oldham twitted the right hon. Baronet 
the Member for the Forest of Dean 
on his Imperialism, and told him that he 
had noticed that when a Radical became 
an Imperialist he got it very badly. I 
cannot help thinking that when a Tory 


becomes an economist he gets it very | 
I wish to say that I give to | 
the right hon. Gentleman the Secretary | 


dangerously. 


of State for War more credit than has 
been given to him by many of his hon. 
friends. He has dealt with 
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The arguments against the hon. Gentle- 


| man’s scheme have been dealt with by 


my right hon. friend the Member for 
East Fife, and they are unanswerable. 
I do not propose to refer to them, 
There is one point to which I wish 
specially to direct attention. The right 
hon. Gentleman proposes that five bat- 


_talions of British troops should be with- 


drawn from our garrisons in the Far East. 


|Speaking with due regard to our ex- 


perience of native troops in the past and 
to the absolute necessity of keeping open 
our trade routes in time of war, I venture 
to think that this proposition is fraught 
with great danger, and I appeal to the 
right hon. Gentleman to consider whether 
it may not be possible to keep the same 
proportion of white troops at our impor- 
tant coaling stations in the Far East as at 
present. I wish to say one word about a 
matter of which we have heard a great 
deal. We have heard from every quarter 
and from every section of opinion the 
lessons that we should draw from the war. 
The right hon. Gentleman the Secretary 
of State for War detailed some of these 
lessons. He told us that if our Army 
is to be efficient we must have increased 
artillery, that we must have moremounted 
men, that we must reform our Army 
medical service, and that we must have 
more efficient transport. I admit fully 
that the right hon. Gentleman has to a 
considerable extent met the deficiency 
in the artillery ; but as regards mounted 
men and the Army Medical Corps I find 
that he has done nothing whatever. At 
any rate he has taken no money to in- 
crease these arms of the service. It 
seems to me that the great lessons of the 
war are that mounted troops were in- 
sufficient in number, that our hospital 
arrangements broke down, and caused 
the deaths of thousands who otherwise 


/ would have been saved, and that our 


transport was insufficient. 

I should like to make an appeal to the 
right hon. Gentleman for a slight modifi- 
cation in the way he proposes to increase 
the Yeomanry forces. I am quite sure 


‘that every Yeomanry officer in this House 
what is | and out of it will, to the very best of his 
admitted to be a grave national problem ability, endeavour to secure all the men he 


in a spirit of great courage, and I am | ¢an get. 


But the great difficulty will be 


bound to say that although I do not |to secure a sufficient number of men. 
agree with all the details, yet, at the same | There are only three classes from which 


time, I cannot help admitting that the 
country owes the right hon. Gentleman 


a great debt of gratitude for the courage | 


with which he has faced the situation. 


they can be recruited, namely, farmers, 


tradesmen and artisans. We tax every 
one of these classes very heavily. We 
ask them to come out for a period of 
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sixteen days, fourteen days training and | the French military attaché said to his 
one day marching in and another day | Government, “ Beware of the German 


marching out. They are to be paid 7s. a 
day, and they will be practically unable 


to take anything back with them. I, 


would suggest to the right hon. Gentle- 
man that he should accept the unanimous 
recommendation of the Yeomanry 
committee and pay the Yeomanry 10s. 
a day for ten days instead of 7s. a day for 
fourteen days, and I think he will find that 
the difference in cost will be absolutely 
nothing. I thank the House for its 
indulgence, and | hope the right hon. 
Gentleman will give my humble pro- 
posals some measure of consideration. 
*LieutT.-CoLONEL TUFNELL (Essex, 
S.E.): cannot claim the indulgence of the 
House on the ground that I have written 
letters on military reform to the papers, 
or that I know something about foreign 
armies, but I have passed some twenty- 
three years—the best years of my life, 
and perhaps the happiest years—in an 
Irish regiment. They were a fine body 
of men, who knew no fear, who were 
obedient to their officers, and loyal to 
their colours, and if at any time their 
zeal outran their discretion they were 
always heartily sorry and expressed 
their contrition, an example which I 
should like to have seen followed in this 
House not long ago. At the General 
Election I promised, I am afraid, a 
great number of things. I have visions 
before me of deceased wife's sisters, and 
would-be beery children and other things, 
but one thing which was an especial 
part of my platform was Army reform. 
I remember perfectly well that one of 
my posters was “ Vote for Colonel 
Tufnell, who will reform the Army.” 
I should like to say that I went through 
this scheme of Army reform very 
carefully, and I was astonished to find 
that the Order in Council of 25th 
November was not cancelled, because, as 
all military men well knew, especially 
after what happened in another place, 
it was thought that the authority of the 
Commander-in-Chief, would be restored 
to him entirely, and also that whatever 
reforms were made the House would 
have the authority of the Commander- 
in-Chief that they were adequate. Al- 
though I have no doubt that the Secre- 
tary of State for War has consulted the 
Commander-in-Chief, still we have not 
his authority that this scheme is com- 
plete. Before the Franco-German war 


Mr. Fuller. 


staff.” We all know that that warning 
was disregarded, and we all know the 
result ; but it shows what great im- 
portance should be placed on an efficient 


‘staff. The staff of the British Army 


has never been brought up to date. 
Every military man in this House will 
tell you how we have suffered in time 
of active service; that whenever his 
regiment has been ordered to any place 
there will be three or four orders sent, 
each countermanding the other, before 
the order actually arrives telling him 
where his regiment is to go. And in 
time of war, when we get order after 
order, each of which countermands the 
one sent before, it is the fault of the 
staff. In South Africa one of the 
greatest catastrophes was brought about 
owing to an operation being undertaken 
which should not have been undertaken 
before the ground had been properly 
reconnoitred first by the staff. We 
all know how we lost the Highland 
brigade. The six centres mentioned by 
the Secretary of State for. War I think 
are the best parts of the scheme, because 
they give opportunities for training 
the officers of the staff upon whom 
these duties will fall in time of war. 
The hon. Member for Oldham said he 
thought generals were made for the 
Army,and not the Army for the generals, 
but you cannot buy generals in a shop 
like you can a pound of cheese. Generals 
have to be made. I do not entirely 
agree with the hon. Member for Fareham 
about the pay. The hon. Gentleman 
said that when a man was twenty years 
of age he should receive a certain sum, 
1s. 9d., or whatever it is, I think myself 
that when a man joins the Army, until 
he has learnt his drill he is an absolute 
encumbrance to his battalion, and to 
give him ls. 9d. under those circum- 
stances would not be right, but when 
he has been in the force for a year and 
proved himself to be a good soldier I 
would give him ls. 6d. or Is. 9d., and 
after he had been in the Army three 
years I would give him 2s. or even more. 
Another thing which a soldier hates 
is the system of “ barrack damages,” 
and I hope in this scheme the right hon. 
Gentleman will do away with “ barrack 
damages.” Another thing they object 
to is the autumn manceuvres. On those 
occasions they suffer from all the hard- 
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ships of a military campaign with- 
out any extra pay, and they wear 
out their clothes. I myself would give 
each man an extra 3d. a day while he 
was out and a working suit. The prin- 
cipal point of the right hon. Gentle- 
man with regard to the reorganisation 
scheme is the permanent position occu- 
pied by the chief of the staff in time of war. 
That is most important. If we do not 
drill our staffs in time of peace, where 
shall we be in time of war? Wars come 
so quickly upon us now that it is abso- 
lutely necessary to have an army 
equipped and organised so as to be able 
to meet our enemy and beat him 
before he has time to beat us. 

CarTaIn JESSEL (St. Pancras, 8.): 
li | might venture to say so, I think 
the speech of the Chief Secretary for 
Ireland on Tuesday last has removed 
many of the objections that were enter- 
tained to this scheme by many Members 
of the House. One of the great difti- 
culties arises from the extraordinary 
system which exists in the Army of 
calling things by names which really 
mean something else. We now learn 
that the army corps is not really an 
my corps at all in the proper sense 
oi the word. We see the same thing in 
regard to other things in the Army. 
Qne would think that the men in the 
“Army Reserve” were reservists, but 
that is not the case ; the Army Reserve 
men are really the first line. Again, 
the “Imperial Yeomanry” are  yeo- 
manry, but they are not Imperial ; 
that is, they are not liable to serve in 
ill parts of the world. Again, the 
“Militia Reserve’ hitherto has not 
heen the reserve to the Militia at all, 
but a reserve for the Army. Now that 
it has been explained that the creation 
of six army corps means only the division 
of the United Kingdom into six great 
districts, many of our objections are 
removed. If that is what is meant, I, 
for one, gladly welcome that portion of 
the scheme. When the war in South 
Africa broke out we saw how great 
was the confusion in the selection and 
allocation of officers for high commands. 
Men were sent out who had never before 
seen their brigades or their units. We 
also saw—and I hope we shall never 
see it again—a great many officers 
removed from the headquarters staff 
and sent to the front. In time of war 
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the headquarters staff should remain 
at headquarters to direct and organise 
the future supply of men for the front, 
instead of themselves hastening off 
to the scene of action and taking active 
command in the field. By this new 
system we should be able to decentralise 
muh of the bu-iness which at present 
is such a curse to the War Office. 
Another point is, how does the Secretary 
of State propose to deal with the troops 
that are not allotted to the army corps ? 
I take it that these army corps will 
consist of about 40,000 men each, which 
will mean a total of 240,000, while we 
should have on the establishment alto- 
gether about 600,000. Will the men 
who are not allotted to the army corps 
be under the command of the district 
commander ; if not, how will they he 
allotted ? 


*Mr. BRODRICK: They will be under 
the command of the corps commander 
of the district. 

*CapTaIn JESSEL: Will they be 
brigades by themselves, or kept simply 
in their units ? 

Mr. BRODRICK: I think that is a 
point rather for subsequent consideration. 

Captain JESSEL: I am gad that 
that is going to be considered, because 
I think it is very important that the 
army corps commander should have 
the command of the whole of the troops 
within his district, as he will be able 
to judge of the requirements as to 
barracks, ranges, and other necessities 
—a thing which it is very difficult for 
a central authority to do. I think the 
Chief Secretary for Ireland dealt rather 
hardly the other day with the Leader 
of the Opposition for stating that the 
best general in the field was not always 
the best administrator for peace pur- 
poses. Surely there is a _ difference 
between the man who is able to lead 
in the field and the man who is good 
at office work. It has always seemed 
to me to be a great fault in our system 
that the generals who ought to be riding 
about, inspecting and looking after the 
troops, are so tied to their offices that 
they are not able to give proper instruc- 
tion to the various brigades under their 
command. In fact they have been so 
chained to their offices in the past that 
they have had very little time to under- 
take the active duties of their profession, 
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so far as they concern educating and 
leading the men under them. I hope 
this state of things will be changed, 
and that, if possible, the Secretary of 
State will introduce some department 
of the Army, such as a control or ad- 
ministrative department, for the men who 
are not #ctive combatants. 
ordinary regiment, nowadays, the colonel 
and the adjutant, in the same manner as 
the generals, ave tied to their office. It 


Army 


seems to me that if a department was | 
adjutant. | 


made under the assistant 
with all the quartermasters and men 
employed in the various messes and 
canteens—in fact, 


longed to some department of the Army 


—it would be a very good thing, because | 
you might reserve those posts for men | 


who had already passed through the 
ranks and were in the Army Reserve. 
If this were done, the Reserve men 
would have something to look forward 
to, and you would be able to keep a 
lot of men who would make the Army 
a profession. I think this is a point 
worthy of attention—that in some way 
or other the general and colonels com- 
manding units should be freed from 
some of the merely routine work. 

As regards the army corps itself, there 
isanother point I cannot very well under- 
stand. Owing to the exigencies of the 
service, certain regiments never stop 
very long at one place. How can we 
expect to see any esprit de corps if the 
regiments are continually moved about ? 
I am strongly of opinion that it would 
be a great deal better if regiments were 
not moved about in the United King- 
dom as they have been in the past. 
It costs an enormous amount of money, 
and the officers, and especially the non- 
commissioned officers and men, suffer 
very much from the great expense, 
because the amount of luggage they are 
allowed to take about is very small. 
The officers are also put to much expense 
in refurnishing their quarters in every 
barracks they go to, and the same applies 
to the non-commissioned officers and 
men who are married. In India, where 
I had the honour to serve for several 
years, most regiments stop in a station 
for three years, and the regiment I 
was in stopped nearly seven years. The 
argument in this country is that the 
men get tired of being in one place, 

Captain Jessel. 
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‘but in view of the practice in India, 
| I cannot see how that argument applies. 
| With regard to the 120,000 men of the 
| first three army corps, I understand 
that they will be ready for mobilisation 
‘at short notice. Does the right hon. 
Gentleman intend to include the Guards 
in one of the army corps, or are they 
|to stand outside? I understood that 
we were to hav: s: me small force 1esdy to 
go without callin: on the Reserves at all. 


*Mr. BRODRICK was understood to 
intimate that the guards would be 
included in the three army corps. 
Captain JESSEL: | am very glad to 
hear that, because we will have some 
men, at all events, who will be ready to go 
off at once without the Reserves being 
called upon. The Intelligence Depart- 
/ment has really done wonderful work, 
but, in my opinion, it is very much 
| undermanned ; there ought to be a great 
many more officers attached to it. | 
would respectfully submit that steps 
should be taken to create a body on the 
lines of the general staff in Germany— 
a body of men who -are constantly 
| engaged in working out plans, mobilisa- 
tion schemes, and things of that descrip- 
tion. The Intelligence Department is 
| really a kind of information department 
| in most armies, but somehow in England 
the Intelligence Department has to do 
the work which the general staff does 
abroad. If the Secretary of State would 
create a body on the lines of the general 
staff 1 think it would tend to much 
greater efficiency in any future campaign 
in which we might be engaged. Some 
Members have greatly objected to these 
garrison battalions. I think they are an 
excellent thing, and although at present 
we hear that only 2,000 have enlisted, | 
am confident that when that rather 
extravagant bounty of £12 10s. which 
the men received the other day has been 
spent many of them will be on their 
beam-ends again, and will come back to 
serve in these battalions. It is also a very 
good thing that these men will not be 
confined to Malta and Gibraltar, but will 
be sent also to South Africa. I think 
that will help to solve the great problem 
of how South Africa is to be populated 
with Englishmen, because I heard the 
other day that one of these battalions 
1,000 strong had no less that 600 women 
and over 2,000 children attached to it. 
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cavalry in the scheme. The cavalry 
have been very much abused by certain 
critics in connection with the present 
campaign, but I may point out that their 
horses were very badly fed and they had 
to carry tremendous weights. I would 
respectfully urge that criticism should 
be deferred until the British public have 
had an opportunity of reading what that 
great leader who has done so much in 
this war—General Freneh—has to say 
on the subject. 

With regard to the Yeomanry por- 
tion of the scheme, I wish it every 
possible success. But there may be a 
certain difficulty in places, where the 
men have always been accustomed to 
look upon themselves as cavalry, to get 
them to turn themselves into what I 
imagine to be intended—mounted rifles, 
and not mounted infantry. In view of 
the circumstance that there is so very 
little cavalry in the country, it might be 
as well if, where regiments wished to 
remain as cavalry, they should be allowed 
to do so, and that new regiments should 
be raised for the mounted rifles. I think 
also that the Secretary of State runs a 
great risk in giving this mounted pay to 
the Yeomanry and providing them with 
horses, by making it more easy for a 
man to serve fourteen days in the Yeo- 
manry that to do a whole month in the 
Militia. Everybody, in the military 
service as in anything else, naturally 
wishes to do that which is easiest for him- 
self, and it would be a pity if the great 
constitutional force of the Militia were 
in any way harmed by the new attrac- 
tions of other forces. I hope the Secre- 
tary of State will put his foot down upon | 
there being competition in the way of 
mounted men between the Volunteer 
forces and the Yeomanry. It would be 
very difficult in some parts of the country | 
tor the two forces to exist ; they would 
only compete with each other, and the 
efficiency of both would be destroyed. I 
was very anxious to see the line the 
Leader of the Opposition would take with 
regard to the pay of the men, and I noted | 
that he wisely, as his party may some day | 
be in power, refused to lend himself to 
any suggestion of a great increase of pay. 
I think the Government have a complete 
answer to any such suggestion at present. 
They say, “Let us try our scheme; if, 
we can get the men, well and good; the 
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country will not be bound down to any 
great increase in the future.”’ If, on the 
other hand, they find that under existing 
conditions they cannot get the men, it 
will then be open to the Government to 
come and say, “ We have tried our best, 
but we are unable to get the men, and 
we must alter the conditions.” It would 
be wrong of the Government to come 
forward with any such suggestion at 
present. The very first thing that 
would be said would be, “* You have not 
tried your scheme, and yet you say we 
must give higher pay.’ Then there is 
the question of increasing the comfort of 
the men in barracks. Lord Roberts, | 
know, is very anxious that that should 
be done, and the Secretary of State is 
very sympathetic on the matter. Who- 
ever has seen the miserable barrack-rooms 
in this country, where thirty men sleep in 
one room with one little gas-jet, cannot fail 
to be impressed by the tact that it is diffi- 
cult for men of education to join the 
Army under such conditions. In India 
for several years past they have had 
separate dining-rooms and so on. The 
conditions of civil life have very much 
improved, and comforts have increased. 
The officers take very good care to be 
made as comfortable as possible, and 
eminent authorities have said that even 
on service the more comfortable you 
make your officers and men the better 
they will fight. You ought to make the 
conditions more cheerful, and try to 
make barrack life brighter. If you 
could accomplish this, then you would be 
able to get a very superior class of men 
for the Army. 

I am very sorry that this has been 
made a party question by the Amend- 
ment of the Leader of the Opposition, 
for many hon. Members on this side 
will now be obliged to close up their 
ranks in regard to any objections they 
had to the scheme and support the 
Government. The late Home Secretary 
seemed to be quite in accord with 
the best military opinion in this House. 
Firstly, he advocated the necessity of 
keeping up the drafts for India; 
secondly, the necessity of providing 
a mobile force; and, thirdly, that the 
Navy was the first line of defence, and 
that we should have a number of 
men here to form a home army. The 
Leader of the Opposition did not seem to 
recognise that the responsibilities of the 
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Empire had increased at all, and he | than the present Secretary to the Admi- 
appeared to doubt whether there was any ralty. These suggestions will bear repeat- 
necessity for an improvement. The |{ing, for in some ways I do not see that 
Army reformers in this House may not | we are any nearer their adoption than 
have got the whole loaf which they, we were many years ago. I look upon 
desired, but we do recognise that we have; this scheme as, to a certain extent. 
got a very fair and substantial amount being built upon a foundation of sand. 
of bread. We admire the way in which because it does not deal with the very 
the present Secretary of State for War crux of the question, namely, the 
has laboured to bring out this plan, and question of the men. It has been said 
I think it is a great credit that he has, in that this argument has been repeated 
so short a time, while he has been engaged ad nauseam. I wish, however, the 
with the conduct of a great war in South country to remember that the Army 
Africa, produced a plan which still holds exists for the State, and not the State 
the field. for the Army. We are sometimes told 

Mr. PIRIE (Aberdeen, N.): I noted that we wish to secure reforms in the 
with pleasure the concluding remarks Army without being prepared to make 
of the Secretary of State for War, because | the necessary sacrifices. But we have 
he said that in this scheme he wished to consider this question of the men, 
to secure the abolition of red tape, and and we shall have to do away with a great 
also secure decentralisation. Iamsorry many old prejudices. We should aim 
that these objects were not put before the at making the conditions which animate 
country earlier, and I regret that the menin coming into the Army identically 


right hon. Gentleman did not take the the same as those which animate 


opportunity in his speech at Guildford of officers who wish to enter the Army, 
giving the country explanations on such and | do not think this country should 
matters as these. I think the principal Temain content with the voluntary 
feature ot this three days debate has been system until we have as much competi- 
the kaleidoscope changes which the tion to enter into the rank and file of the 
Government schemes have undergone. army as there is to enter into the com- 
On the first day we had an assurance missioned ranks. No matter what 
from the Chief Secretary for Ireland that suggestions are put forward, you cannot 
the army corps were not to be considered expect immediate success. The men 
as army corps; on the second day we who advocate these changes are told that 
had from the Financial Secretary to the they will not succeed at once, but you 
War Office a hint that the Government | have to kill the mistrust and want of 
would welcome suggestions ; and to-day confidence which an erroneous system 
we have a very different statement from has created in the minds of the people. 
the Secretary of State for War. There 1 should like to see the man who enlists 
are many of us who, in spite of the great in the ordinary ranks obtain the same 
temptation to win popularity by support- social advantages as the officer does 
ing this scheme, prefer to place the when he enters the Army. 

interests of ourcountry first. I approach — I rather regard with apprehension the 
this question from no party point of attack which has been made in this 
view, but I cannot be expected to debate upon the wearing of the uniform. 
vote in any other way but with my I deprecate any such idea, and I fancy 
party on this question, more especially that in previous debates there was a 
after the exposition of the fallacies much more healthy tone to the effect 
of the scheme just given by the that uniform should be more worn and 
right hon. Gentleman the Member more respected than in the past. When 
for East Fife. I will take advantage men go completely away on furlough 
of the statement of the Financial Secre- they should have the chance of wearing 
tary to the War Office, who said that plain clothes, and I would urge that 
the Government were prepared to receive | officers and men should be placed on 
suggestions calculated to benefit the absolute equality in this respect. I 
scheme. The suggestions I have to should like to see the men who enlist 
make are many years old, more especi- in the Army given many advantages 
ally the reform which has been advocated | over the civilians of the same class. 
by no less an authority in this House ‘The soldier should be able to travel more 
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cheaply on our lines, and procure more 
easy terms of admission into places of 
amusement or licensed places than the 
civilian. The civilian ought to be made 
to see that in everything he is placed at a 
disadvantage as compared with the 
soldier. I would urge that in the service 
the men should not simply be regarded 
as servants of the Government for the 
time being, and the whole training of the 
soldiers should be in accordance with 
this idea. The soldier must be taught 
to understand that we not only look 
atter him while he is in the service, but 
that we also provide for him in the 
future. I would also urge that trades 
should be thoroughly taught in the 
Army,and it might beconsidered whether 
it would not be possible to offer to em- 
ployers a bounty or a rebate in taxa- 
tion in proportion to the number of ex- 
soldiers or reservists in their employ. It 
wouldalso facilitate the teachingof trades 
if regiments were not kept so much on 
the move. I agree with the hon. 
Member for the Fareham Division that 
we should make the conditions such 
that the soldiers will speak well of the 
Army. But there is something higher 
than that, for we want the people out- 
side the Army to speak well of it. I 
remember the first time I spoke in this 
House I told the story of how a country 
woman had said that she would sooner 
be following her son to the grave than 
see him enlist in the Army. 

There is another important matter 
which I have never lost an opportunity 
of bringing before the House, and it is 
the question of the age at which the 
recruit is taken into the Army. All the 
speakers in this debate have criticised the 
youthful age of the recruits, but if the 
regulations which exist were enforced 
the question of youth would not come 
up so often. It is because these regu- 
lations are absolutely a dead letter that 
speaker after speaker in this House 
dwells upon the youth of the soldier. 
| wish to see an absolutely correct age 
given without doubt by the soldier, 
whether he be a Militiaman or a recruit 
for the Regular Army. I differ from 
those who say that if this is done we shall 
not get the men. If you narrow the 
door of coming into the Army you will 
create competition, and until you do this 
you will never have a satisfactory state of 
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and exacting to get into the Army, 
and insist upon the production of a good 
character, you will not only obtain 
recruits from a higher class of the com- 
munity, but you will get these lads at 
their proper age. I would also urge 
that the system of mixing boys up with 
the men should be stopped. Until the 
boys are fit to go abroad you should keep. 
them together as boys, and not allow 
youths ot fifteen and sixteen years of age 
to live the barrack room life with old 
soldiers. There was a report made the 
other day by the Inspector-General of. 
Military Prisons in regard to a soldier of 
twenty-two years of age who had enlisted 
nine times. The first time he enlisted 
he was only fifteen years of age, and he 
deserted no less than six times. What a 
waste for the country is that boy’s career,. 
and how many are there at the present 
time in similar situations. How many 
cases are constantly brought up before 
the House of youths and boys who ought 
never to have been allowed to join the 
Army. Instead of my suggestion being 











recruiting. If you make it difficult 





against economy, I believe the country 
would save enormously if it was carried 


out. 
It has been calculated that, after 
making due allowance for waste, 


the disappearance of half the recruits 
takes place after less than two years 
service. I think that proves that a large 
percentage of these boys ought not to 
have been allowed to enlist at all. I 
think recruits should be compelled to pro- 
duce proof of their ages. The practice of 
allowing boys and men who are morally 
or physically unfit to enlist causes great 
waste. It is calculated that in ten years 
150,000 soldiers had disappeared before 
their engagements were completed, and 
that represents a loss to the country of 
£9,000,000 in the ten years, owing to 
the want of a correct and reliable system 
of recruiting. This means that the men 
are fed, clothed, housed, instructed, and 
paid for at the expense of the State before 
their engagements are completed, and 
absolutely no return is got for this ex- 
penditure. These are the terrible effects 
of enlisting youths and men of bad 
character in the Army, and it must be 
apparent that the country would gain if a 
more reliable system of recruiting were 
adopted. I also desire to protest against 
youths being sent on service to India 
contrary to the regulations. Many of 











347 


the youths sent out to India have turned 
out to be three years under the regulation 
age, and how do they come back? They 
come back very often the victims of 
terrible diseases, a fact which is well 
known to Members of this House. How 
can you expect people here at home to 
have any confidence in the Army when 
they see their sons coming back to this 
country wrecked and ruined, and their 
lives spoilt? As long as | am a Member 


Army 


of this House I shall continue to bring | 


up this matter until a complete change 
is brought about. I agree with the last 
speaker that the pay is not the chief 
inducement for men togo into the Service. 
1 should like to see an advance in the 
pay to a certain extent, but I am not of 
the opinion that the boys who enlist 
should get full pay until they are trained. 
With the saving effected by not enlisting 
men under age, or men with physical or 
moral defects, | would arrange to pay a 
slow progressive rate of pay. Perhaps 
that would be an advantage, although I 
do not believe for a moment that it is the 
pay that induces the men to enlist. 
Even in the most highly paid corps 
desertions and purchase of discharges 
goes on much the same as in other regi- 
ments. 

I would like to say a word or two about 
the officers. 1 called attention some two 
years ago to this question, and one would 
have thought that, with every incentive 
for recruiting, the percentage of com- 
missioned officers taken from the ranks 
would have held its own. I think there 
ought to be a stated proportion of officers 
from the ranks laid down and adhered 
to. I notice from a Return that the 
average number of commissions from the 
ranks during the last three years has 
gradually dropped. The average for the 
year 1895 was 4°5 per cent., but within 
the last three years the percentage has | 
been reduced to 2-7, or nearly half ; 
and this has occurred at the very time 
when there ought to have been the 
greatest inducement to recruits to enlist. 
‘I believe that, to a very great extent, 
reforms are denied to the Service because | 
certain classes are not prepared to make 
the necessary sacrifices, and it is im- 
possible to obtain reforms unless we 
make some sacrifice in regard to our old 
prejudices. I would like to say a word | 
or two in regard to the question of | 
-officers’ expenses. I think upon this | 
Mr. Pirie. 
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‘number of marks. 
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subject the House has been treated to 
some fantastical figures, which I believe 
‘are highly exaggerated. I know that 
certain cavalry regiments, such as the 
7th Dragoon Guards and the 19th 
Hussars, were, by the courageous action 
of their colonels, reformed in this respect, 
and I know that some of the officers have 
been able to live upon £200 a year. But 
this does not hide the fact, which I am 
prepared to admit, that for many years 
all the regulations for lessening the ex- 
penses of cavalry regiments have been 
absolutely a dead letter. Twelve years 


Orgunisation. 


‘ago I remember that order after order 


was issued by the War Office that regi- 
mental expenses were to be lessened, 
but there was not the slightest diminu- 


| tion in the expenses in nine cases out of 


ten. As regards the education of officers, 
the right hon. Gentleman the Leader of 
the Opposition has been criticised severely 
for having spoken, and spoken truly, 
about public school education and its 
capacity for turning out good Army 
officers. I ask the House to remember 
the extraordinary facts brought out in 
every Return in regard to the entrance 
examination to the Army. I wish to 
know how it is that the sons of the richest 
men as a rule secure the smallest number 
of marks in the entrance examinations, 
but commissions in cavalry regiments 
are given to candidates with a small 
number of marks. The very reverse 
ought to be the case. These are the sons 
of men who can afford to send their boys 
abroad to learn foreign languages, and 
they ought to be the candidates who 


‘secure the greatest number of marks. 


It is invariably the case that you find 
commissions in the cavalry regiments 
given to those who get the smallest 
It is quite time these 
anomalies were changed. I wish the 
House to remember that it is quite 
possible to reform the Army without 
being obliged to increase it. 

As far as the general scheme is con- 


cerned, I will merely suggest two other 
| points. 


It is most important to recog- 
nise that there should be a mobile force 
able to leave this country at once. | 
would suggest that one or two divisions 
in each of the proposed army corps 
should be kept equipped, not only for 
European service, but also for tropical 
service ; and they should be kept ready 
to leave the country at a moments 
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notice. I would also suggest that several 
brigades in each division should be 
thoroughly trained as mounted infantry. 


Army 


This would create a force able to leave. 
our shores at a moment’s notice when it | 


might not be necessary to despatch an 
army corps. The hon. Member for East 
Bristol suggested that certain regiments 
should be trained in this way. I think 
they should be kept equipped for tropical 
as well as European service. As regards 
the Volunteers, I merely wish to say 
that I look upon it as dangerous to make 
invidious distinctions, which must act 
unfavourably upon those in the second 
rank. I cannot help thinking that for 
this and many other reasons the scheme 
devised by the Government is incom- 
plete. I compliment the hon. Member 
for Oldham upon the brilliant courage 


and ability displayed in his speech, for it | 
is a call to duty which the House has not | 


listened to for some time. I am opposed 
to the scheme because [ think the funda- 
mental problem of the men has not been 
solved, in spite of the figures which have 
been quoted in regard to recruiting. I 
passed St. George’s Barracks yesterday, 
and I gathered that the average number 
of recruits there used to be something 
like fifty per day, but they are now 
taking on an average between twelve 
and fifteen per day, and I cannot under- 
stand the figures which the right 
hon. Gentleman has given us to-day. 
In a case of emergency if we mobilised 
two army corps for foreign service the 
Reserve would disappear at once, and 
the number for home defence would 
merely exist on paper. If they cannot 
be mobilised for foreign service the 
scheme gives a larger force than we 
require for peace, and a smaller force 
than we require for war. I cannot 
help thinking that in the right hon. 
Gentleman's speech there was an almost 
wilful attempt to discredit the voluntary 
system. It certainly not only impressed 
the House, but the country generally. 
It is impossible for me as a military man 
and Member of Parliament to favour 
conscription in any way. I think it is 
impossible for foreign service and for 
home defence, and I hope the country 
will never see it. 

CotoneEL BROOKFIELD (Sussex, 
Rye): I sympathise with much that was 
said by the hon, Gentleman who has just 


‘sat down, and believe that he is very 
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sincere in his wishes for the welfare of 
the whole Army. I cannot say that 
'many hon. Members on that side of the 
House have given any great enlighten- 
ment in this debate, or that they made 
a favourable impression. I turn to the 
| observations of the right hon. and learned 
Gentleman the Member for East Fife, 
who addressed the House this evening. 
His exordium dealt chiefly with the 
tactics of his own party, which | leave to 
his party to settle. He accused some 
members of this House of intending to 
vote against their own convictions. He 
said the great bulk of us wholly dis- 
approved of these proposals. I join 
issue with the right hon. and learned 
Gentleman altogether on that question. 
| Many of us, if | may speak for my hon. 
friends, have neither approved nor dis- 
approved of the proposals, because until 
quite recently we were unable to under- 
stand them. The text was wide and 
vague, and the marginal notes became 
more and more ample. For months 
past this question has been treated by 
Ministers rather as of departmental 
than of great national importance. No 
Cabinet Minister of first rank has con- 
descended to shed any light on this 
question of Army reform, with the 
exception of my right hon. friend the 
Chief Secretary for Ireland, who made 
an interesting and lively speech the other 
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evening. The Prime Minister himself 
spoke of the ‘nebulous attack’ on the 


War Office, and went on to encourage 
| the fatuous proposal for the establishment 
of rifle clubs as an all-sufficient reform 
to deal with the military shortcomings of 
the nation. I have waited anxiously 
for the author, even more than the com- 
mentator, to hear what he would say 
on the subject, and I congratulate my 
right hon. friend very sincerely upon 
having reassured many hon. Members 
who sit near me on some of these pro- 
posals. All depends on the practical 
construction put on the words of the 
resolution. My right hon. friend de- 
scribed the resolution very accurately as 
a skeleton. What pleased me was that 
he afterwards said that it was his inten- 
| tion to clothe it with flesh and blood. 

| The opposition generally to this measure 
' has come from two schools of opinion— 
| those who think that the proposals go too 
|far, and those who think that they do 
‘not go far enough. The right hon. 


« 
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Gentleman the Leader of the Opposition | 


belongs to the school who think that they 
go too far. At the outset of his remarks, 


Army 


when he compared the present proposals | 


with those of Mr. Cardwell thirty years | 
ago, I thought he was going to complain | 
that they did not go far enough, but he 
afterwards indicated his alarm at the | 
formidable nature of the resolution. 
He evidently believes the Army to be 
an institution mainly kept up for the 
benefit of clerks, contractors, and _poli- 
ticians. I believe he is perfectly sincere 
in that belief. He has said himself 
that he wants a small Army. We have 
a right to express our opinions here, 
and I venture to say that we want a large 
Army—a comparatively large Army, 
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with only a nucleus of transport and 
| stores, because I have seen no mention 
| of the cost of providing these transports. 


I understand that my right hon. 
friend, in spite of the criticisms that have 
been showered upon him, and also the 
| facts and figures brought forward by the 
|Inspector General of Recruiting, is of 
/opinion that he will really be able to 
the men he wants. I think 


it is fair to say that that is a subject 


| gives 


and the difficulty is that we require an | 


army of superior quality. Two reflec- 
tions occur to me in connection with the 
South African War—reflections of which 
I cannot divest my mind at the present 
moment. One is that we have not been 
crushing the Boers by superior military 
ability, or by innate superiority of race. 
We have been slowly overwhelming them 
practically by numbers. I think that is 
profoundly unsatisfactory. What a very 
different lesson will be taught that enemy 
from that which was taught to the enemy 
we met in the Indian Mutiny. The second 
reflection that occurs to me is that in any 
contest in which we are likely to be 
engaged with a civilised and educated 
Power, we are likely to be inferior in 
numbers. The conclusion to which I 


quality. 
| Leader of the Opposition spoke of getting 


on which very few Members of the House 
agree with him. But still the figures. 
in this connection do prove a good deal. 
I am willing to accept the statement he 
on his official authority. The 
figures show that there is no difficulty 
in getting recruits. What I regret is 
that the recruits should not be of superior 
The right hon. Gentleman the 


a higher social class. I believe that has 


| been the object of Ministers from time to 


time from the days of Mr. Cardwell. I 
believe it would greatly increase the 
efficiency of the Army if we could attract 
them. One of the commonplaces of this 
controversy with respect to the difficulty 
of higher pay for soldiers is to say that if 
you want a better soldier you must pay 
for him. Ido not believe gentlemen who 
favour that view have really thought 


out the enormous cost that would be 


come is that we require both quantity | 


We can obtain either of 


and quality. 
4 hl 
lhe 


these by the sacrifice of the other. 


awkward thing is that we really require | 


both. I can understand the position 
of the hon. Gentlemen opposite who say 
that we can possibly obtain superior 
quality by making great efforts to alter 
the policy of the country in such a way 
as to sacrifice quantity altogether. 
present Commander-in-Chief twenty years 
ago said our Army was “ absurdly small.” 

If it was absurdly small then it must be 
absurdly small at the present time, as our 
territory has vastly increased in the 
interval. 


bring 


involved by paying such an increase 
as would ensure an altogether better 
class of men. I am afraid these little 
nibbling attempts by paying a penny 
here and giving a quarter of a pound of 
meat there, in order to make the soldier 
more comfortable in barracks—all of 
which are excellent *hings—will only 
have the effect of making the present 
class more comfortable. They will not 
into the Army an_ altogether 
superior class. I do not think that the 


superior class of man is attracted mainly 


The | 


| 


| active service. 


All we can do is to make the | 


best of it by an arrangement such as [| 


hope may be found in the new proposals. 


I look on the six army corps as the ir- | 


reducible minimum of our requirements. 
I would like to know whether the first, 
second and third corps are to be provided 


Colonel Brookfield, 


by pay. He is attracted mainly by the 
love of adventure and the romance of 
When you come to talk 
about pay, a man of that kind takes 5s. 

lightly as the present private soldier 
takes 1s. I consider that, in continuing 
our present system of enlistment and our 
present pay, we are stereotyping our 
inferiority to other Powers in this respect. 
Anyone who has served lately in the war 
will confirm me in saying that the old 
pipe-clay disciplinarian kind of soldier 
is really of little use in modern warfare, 
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We want intelligence, respectability, and | [ only hope my right hon. friend fully 
initiative, and we ought to make some understands the great and grave re- 
sacrifices to try and attract a superior | sponsibility he incurs in telling the 
class of men to the colours. country that these are adequate proposals. 

I confess I was disappointed at finding *\p. (QULDING (Wiltshire, Devizes) : 
Sealy Sigel eee Gans ees ee ee 
ge : ‘a See or War could fall to be struck with his 
should vee gt Far or gt agen (courage. The proposals which the right 
% was “tk z i - tt sho ~e" Shon. Gentleman has put before the House 
opinion with regarc “% Ms - ree a me will not attain the object he has in view, 
eo pany 4 uae 6 one a while they will impose increased taxation 
+ ae weginc rele peor, Pe at re on the people and inevitably postpone 
i “ 55 . pestle ref veces | those urgent social reforms which many 
subject, and f gathered from him that the | of us desire to see solved. I certainl 
Commander-in-Chief had said that he was for one cannot support the pei 

° . e | , . £ . 

~~ = eng or i orl ee army.) scheme of the Government. It is only 
A separate Indian army is not neces-|. so. weeks ; ?, oe : 

; : ‘ d : a few weeks ago that the attention 
sarily the same thing as two armies of the | of the House i called by the Chan- 
kind we = spe hag loge 4 : advo- | cellor of the Exchequer to the growing 
eae er ‘ . pre 8 tbl; wn ate extravagance and the growing demands 
o attempt to get any public support for | of the Dep: atin 7 da rene 

; - ete: ‘ ppartments. In words remark- 

that scheme, cannot help saying I should | .}), pregnant he said that— 
have thought that one very wellequipped,| 

i. > ok the siktekinnad enct. | Suppose the war came to an end, our 
a ss : > | ordinary ex en liture would not permit us to 
full of professional soldiers, ready to | remit the additional taxation imposed for the 
go anywhere at a moment’s notice, | purposes last year, which included an income 
might have existed side by side with a | %* of no less than Is. in the ¢. 


very large home army composed prin- 
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That is something for us to contemplate. 
cipally of young men of a superior class, | In times of peace we are to have an income- 
who would come out in times of emer- | tax of 1s., payable by people whose incomes 
gency and who would follow their) range from £500 to £1,000. When we 
ordinary avocations at other times. | remember at what pains the Chancellor 
We have had an indication from the | of the Exchequer was to justify the tax 
Chief Secretary that it is intended to| upon sugar it is not hard for any man 
attract some of these young men through to estimate the chances of the solution 
the agency of the Imperial Yeomanry, | in the near future of a question like that 
and my complaint is that these things of old age pensions, which I think the 
are not done plainly in the text. I do | House will remember the Chancellor of 
not understand the object of having any | the Exchequer, the First Lord of the 
concealment about it. It is hoped in the | Treasury, and the Secretary for the 
same way that this Imperial system will | Colonies are pledged to carry out. I 
in time include colonial troops as well. I | am confident that if right hon. Gentle- 
don’t see why they are excluded at the | men on the front bench were to visit the 
present moment. The only thing in constituencies of Essex and Shropshire, 
favour of it is that it is evidence of my in which bye elections were taking place, 
tight hon .friend’s sincerity. I believe, they would find social reforms and not 
if he had been advocating a sham scheme, increase of the Army were the topics of 
instead of having six army corps, he would | the platform; the inhabitants of the 
have proposed twenty. I could explain | villages wanted social reforms and 
how he could have twenty army corps | measures to alleviate and improve the con- 
on paper with the greatest ease. [t could dition of the poor. Five years ago the 
be done by pressing into service all those Army Estimates were £18,000,000 a year. 
colonial troops whom he is candid enough To-day we are asked to approve an 
to say he only intends to ask in an inci- Estimate of no less than £29,500,000, 
dental way. The conclusions which and I presume we are to console ourselves 
have led me to support the proposals | with the thought that for the future 
of the right hon. Gentleman are mainly | that is to be the normal annual expen- 
that we should incur a very serious | diture for the Army. That expenditure 
responsibility if we voted against them. | does not include our Indian Army, or the 
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troops which are allotted from time to| of other ways? I decline to contem- 
time to the Colonial and Foreign Offices. | plate the possibility of our losing our 
Surely it is time that Parliament should | position as mistress of the seas, for the 
pause and take account, look at its balance country will spare no expense to maintain 
sheet, and ask where this huge expen- the supremacy of our fleet. I have no 
diture is to stop, and whether the country authority from my constituents to vote 
is getting value for its money. The right | for an increase of the Army. Army reform 
hon. Gentleman proposes to add is what the nation requires. We want 
considerably to the Army. Where quality, not quantity. The reform of the 
that increase is to come from I fail | Army is not on our lips, but in our hearts; 
to understand. It is known full and we want an efficient and effective 
well how difficult it is to get the Army. The right hon. Gentleman him- 
right men to join the Army in time of self says that— 
peace. Every Return which has been ‘reform is ne-ded in the Royal Army medical 
published shows that unless inducements service, and in our transport service. But 
very considerably different from those a ae, ee, eS es ce “d 
now offered are held out we will not square drill, we vat more inate pet 
get a larger number of men to join more independence, more _ individuality 
the Army. If we are to be successful #mongst the men.” 
in obtaining more recruits we must And again he said he wanted— 
do so in one of two ways. We must “the delegation to the commanders of the 
either pay the men a _ better wage, army corps of the authority which is now 
entirely alter the conditions of service, ae shige ; 
so as to remove many of those obstacles , These are the far-reaching reforms 
which prevent men from joining the which strike even a layman as being 
Army, and offer them other attractions, absolutely necessary ; and = the right 
or we must resort to conscription. hon. Gentleman and the War Office will 
I do not envy the task of any party who only devote themselves to the task they 
ventures to propose conscription. It is will have their hands full. I would like 
absolutely un-English. It would rob to ask what would be thought of anyone 
us of one of the greatest heritages we who sent for a builder to come and enlarge 
have—the right every British subject has * building, and if that builder found the 
in times of peace to choose the duty and foundations rotten and defective, yet 
the profession he should follow—and if ordered additions to be made to the 
any Minister came here to propose in building irrespective of the rotten con- 
time of peace this un-English system dition of the foundations. _ Again I ask 
of conscription, I am perfectly certain '8 not this a most extraordinary illustra- 
that Parliament and the country would #02 of putting the cart before the horse. 
give him very short shrift indeed. [ Why are you going to increase your 
consider the 120,000 men the Secretary Army before you establish your new 
of State proposes to have ready to go system? Why should you teach your 
anywhere at a moment’s notice far too recruits In a — which you yourselves 
large; but, whatever number we have, S@Y 38 defective? That is contrary to 
I hope they will be fit in every way, Common sense. The right hon. Gentle- 
and that we shall not continue to have ™an himself says that reform at the War 
the large numbers of lad — soldiers Office is necessary, that great changes 
hitherto to be found in our barracks, °Ught to be introduced at once. In faet, 
But what about the army corps for he found it imperative to announce that 
home? Are they required, and of what | °M¢ of the staff would be placed on half- 


use are they? If we once lose command P@y 1 og ‘ ie an ror 
of the sea, of what use will three or four “7 enquiry Le fac instituted. The 
army corps be against an enemy who right hon. Gentleman also informed 
may have at its disposal twenty or thirty the House that he had been look. 
army corps? If we lose command of , "8 after the insanitary barracks, and 
the sea, is it at all likely that those who that these had now ceased to exist. 
won the victory over us would attempt But the War Office had bought Salisbury 
ad . » ee a _ . a. 
to land their soldiers on these shores ?| Plain, where they maintained cottages 


Is it not far more likely that they would | which for their insanitary condition were 
‘ and a scandal. 


use their victory to harass our ships of | disgrace 
commerce and to injure us ina multitude *Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Gentleman 


Calonel Brookfel’. 
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is wandering far from the question 
before the House. 

*Mr. GOULDING: I was_ pointing 
out what [ thought showed a want of 
organisation on the part of the War 
Office. 





of the Army. 
*Mr. GOULDING: I must say that 
anyone who has studied the question 


played an ability in the evasion of its duty 
which would not be tolerated in a 
business establishment. The right hon. 
Gentleman says that— 

“it is more important that we should carry 
on the business of bringing the war to a con- 
clusion, preparing the Estimates and getting 
ready our scheme for this year, rather than in 
occupying our minds in mending the ma- 
chinery by which the scheme is to be carried 
out.” 

That is a most extraordinary doctrine. I 
should have thought that if you want 
a machine to work well you should put 
that machine into good working order. 
[ apologise for the length with which I 
have trespassed on the time of the House, 
as I cannot support this scheme. What 
dothe Government think will be the 
effect of their policy on the ultimate fate 
of the Tory and Unionist party ? Do 
they for one moment believe that they 
will be able to stand and thrive alone 
on militarism? Do they despise the 
lessons of social reform taught by Dis- 
raeli, Pitt, and Churchill? These re- 
forms are before the country to-day ;_ 
but this taxation will prevent them 
being carried out, and, therefore, I 
cannot support the motion. 

Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON (Dun- 
dee): The hon. Member who has just sat 
down has made a most excellent speech. 
We on this side of the House have 
listened to it with great satisfaction, and 
[ hope it has increased the satisfaction 
which the right hon. the Secretary of 
State for War informs us will be found 
in the result of the debate. I should not 
have risen to interfere in this debate 
at all except for the purpose of calling 
attention to one or two points which 
have either not been adverted to or, at 
any rate, not sufficiently discussed in the | 
speeches already delivered. I have no! 
technical knowledge of the Army, and I 
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*Mr. SPEAKER: The subject under | 
discussion is not the reorganisation of | 
the War Office, but the reorganisation | 


must know that the War Office has dis- | 
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do not propose to go into any of the 
technical questions raised. I think it is 
apparent to everyone what is the real 
|gist and meaning of this scheme. The 
‘term “army corps” has now resolved 
| itself into a mere arithmetical expression. 
| It is neither more nor less than a War 
Office synonym for 30,000 men. What 
the House has before it is whether there 
| be this reform or not; there is to be a 
great increased expenditure on the Army, 
| and it is in regard to that increase that I 
venture to direct the attention of the 
House. My right hon. friend the Leader 
of the Opposition in his speech put a 
question which has not yet been 
answered, and which should be answered 
before the House comes to a division. 
My right hon. friend asked what is to be 
ultimate financial effect of this 
proposal. We have been told that there 
has been no extra expense in regard to 
barracks. Weare told that we must have 
an enormous increase in the number of 
generals, and we ought to have on the- 
authority of the Treasury, and. if not of 
the Treasury, certainly on that of the: 
War Office, a detailed and complete: 
statement of the ultimate financial effects 
of that increase. I submit that the 
right hon. Gentleman and the Govern- 
ment have no right to ask the House of 
Commons to pass a financial judgment 
on these proposals unless they give us: 
on the authority of a Government De- 
partment a full and detailed statement 
as to what the cost of these proposals 
will be next year, the year after, and all 
the subsequent years. Are we to be 
favoured with such a statement? We 
have had no answer, and I do not think 
it is treating the House of Commons. 
with justice to invite us to pass judgment 
on a scheme which may cost the country 
many millions more than the right hon. 
Gentleman has suggested. 


*Mr. BRODRICK: The hon. Gentle- 
man is making a false assumption. 
The cost of the various army corps—the 
pay for the Reserves, the Militia, the 
Yeomanry, and the garrison regiments— 
is all in the Estimates. It is a matter 


/of £300,000 for the Yeomanry, and 


£100,000 for the other services. 
Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON : That 


is hardly an answer. ‘Take, for instance, 
the number of the Regulars. There was 
to be an increase of 11,500, and the right 
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hon. Gentleman told us two months’ a year for naval defence. 


ago that the cost was to be £115,000. 
*Mr. BRODRICK : That was to be for 


the garrison regiments. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON: I 
understood that it was to be for the 
Regular Army, and these are not pro- 
vided for. I understood also that under 
the new scheme a large number of 
generals were to be introduced. I speak, 
of course, as a mere layman, but I do not 
think we should be compelled to dig into 
these Estimates and find out for our- 
selves all these details. I should like 
to have from the Treasury what is the 
financial effect of this scheme. Why do 
you want this increase of £126,000 for 
various regiments ? What do you want 
it for? The right hon. Gentleman used 
vague language on the first occasion, 
and why was he not more specific ? 
The Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant said in order to do again what 
we have done in South Africa. [ 
should have thought that the motto 
would have been, “ Never again as in 
South Africa.”” Then he said that “We 
want to do in Canada and in Australia 
what we have done in South Africa.” 
I ask what part do the colonies play in 
this scheme? And the answer comes 
from the Chief Secretary for Ireland— 
that this large increase in our Army 
is due to our Imperial duty to defend 
by force of arms our colonial possessions, 

Mr. WYNDHAM: Yes. 

Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON: Yes! 
That is admitted to be the reason for 
your policy. But have the colonies 
been asked to bear any portion what- 
ever of this additional expenditure that 
is to be incurred? Just think of the 
position in which we are placed in regard 
to these colonies. There is a population 
of fourteen millions in these self-govern- 
ing colonies, and that of the United 
Kingdom is forty millions. That is, 
the population of the self-governing 
colonies of the British Empire is as one to 
three to that of the United Kingdom. 


{COMMONS} 


What are we doing now in regard to the | 


Navy? My hon. and gallant friend 
the Member for Yarmouth has often 
impressed on the attention of the House 
the intolerable position of the colonies 
in relation to the mother country in 
regard to naval defence. I say that the 
colonies ought to be paying six millions 


Mr. Edinund Robertson. 
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Take the war 
in South Africa. I do not know 


what figure the total cost of that war 
will reach, but put it at £200,000,000, 
That will be the amount of the increase 
of our debt for colonial defence. And 
are we to be told that they are not going 
to pay any portion of this enormous 
debt ? And now, in addition, we are 
told that the unhappy forty millions of 
people in the United Kingdom are to 
load themselves with an additional 
debt of £200,000,000 sterling for the 
benefit of fourteen millions of people 
in the self-governing colonies, who are 
just as rich and as well able to bear 
taxation as we are! There is another 
point. I have spoken of the economic 
aspect of the case—the mere money 
question, which is a most serious one, 
It has been said that conscription 
is not in this scheme; but it is 
involved in it as a necessary consequence, 
The right hon. Gentleman almost 
pledged himself to resort to conscription. 
[An Hon. Memper: No.] Yes, and 
this is a conscription scheme in its 
essence. I put this question, ‘* Is there 
to be conscription in the colonies if 
here?” Are we to load ourselves with 
this great burden of taxation and subject 
ourselves to the burden of conscription 
in order that our colonies may provide 
themselves with old age pensions, as they 
do now, out of the levies which they make 
on British produce? The hon. Gentle- 
man did allude to a scheme of old age 
pensions, but the bitterness of the wrong 
will be intensified when we know that 
the colonies, who do not pay a farthing 
for defence, also pay nothing for old age 
pensions. The Chief Secretary said the 
other day that the last election had laid 
the obligation on the Government, and 
even more on the House, of introducing 
Army reform. Does the House forget 
what happened eighteen months ago, 
when the country was sick of disasters 
in the field, and threatened to turn out 
the Government unless there was to be 
Army reform? But what was the kind 
of reform that was to be carried out ! 
It had nothing to do with army corps, 
but concentrated itself on this subject 
more than another—the determination 
that the rank of officer should be filled by 
the best men in the country, and that 
neither class distinction nor money 
interest should be longer recognised. [| 
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brought this subject up, and the Chief | *Mr. BRODRICK: Yes. 
Secretary for Ireland, who was then at) Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON: No; 
the War Office, admitted that my state-| I beg the right hon. Gentleman’s pardon. 
ment was correct, and — ? ss 7 | He came down to the House and set out 
that 1t was a positive scandal, and he! the War Office view; he did not put it 
ledged the Government to have that ag his personal opini ; It} h “a 
pleads , | personal opinion, a 1ough he now 
matter reformed. Well, nothing more | says that it is his personal opinion. We 
was said, and at the close of the session I | have had a little too much this session of 
raised the question again, when the right Ministers getting up and making declara- 
hon. Gentleman declared that legislation | tions and expressing sentiments which 
was necessary, and how could we — they afterwards declare are only their 
— — on ae as hin | igs — I do not m9 = 
1ere + | right, or decent, or respectful to the 
reform in the gee esr the re | House that the Minister should come 
There is not in the whole scheme of the | here and propose these considerable and 
right hon. Gentleman either the promise | important changes unless he has behind 
or the free 4 . poser s = rank of | him not merely the authority of the Com- 
officers, which the people of the country | mittee of Defence, but the authority of 
will insist upon. You have got to con- the Cabinet at large, because that is the 
sider the interests of the nation and of| only authority we can look to on this 
the individual. Both are consistent with | or any side of the House. I wish we 
each other. It is the interest of the | could have had an opportunity of dis- 
nation to have at its command for the | cussing another Amendment of the hon. 
ag of officer . the available ayeren /and gallant Member for Yarmouth, which 
the country. Every money or other | puts the matter right, that— 
barrier to exclude that talent from the | «this House considers that the constant 
rank of officer is an injury. It is the | growth of expenditure on purely military 
right of every father, however poor, that | arrangements for the local defence of the 
 s “3 fealty tl seen my | United Kingdom calls for a special inquiry 
is son, Whe possesses the necessary | into those naval con-iderations which deter- 
talent, should have as free access to penis | — nature and extent of possible military 
rank inthe Army as the son of any duke. | attacks.” 
Isay that in the proposal of the right hon., That element has been conspicuously 
Gentleman there is not the slightestindica- , absent from the Government defence 
tion of any desiretodeal with that question. to-night. I think that some Member 
There is only one other point to representing the naval element should 
eae will a ; it ers vec been art ~— = told om Rete Sam 
alluded to in the debate, although I con- | of the Admiralty as well as the War ce. 
sider it the most important of all. In his| The right hon. Gentleman said that he 
first speech the Secretary of State for War | was entirely satisfied with the course the 
be thin cleeations, * Tit debate had taken. I t that 
made this observation, “‘ Let us not con- debate had taken. I am not sure tha 
fuse our minds by thinking of the position | many Members on his own side of the 
of the Navy.” There has been a con- | House share his satisfaction. There has 
temptuous ignoring of our naval relations | been from beginning to end of these dis- 
throughout the debate. I am sorry that | cussions not a single or complete defence 
my hon. and gallant friend the Member | of the scheme from an hon. Member on 
for Yarmouth was prevented by the rules the other side of the House. The hon. 
of the House from developing his views Member for Fareham Division, who 
on the subject, as he is generally recog- | lectured my right hon. friend the Leader 
nised in the House and the country as of the Opposition on his tact, concluded 
one of the highest authorities upon it. with a strong attack on many points 
We had one marvellous example of the | involved in this scheme. I conclude 
ignoring of the relations between the by maintaining that this debate has been 
Navy and the Army which wants | little better than a sham fight, and what- 
explanation. The right hon. Gentleman | ever the result of the division may be, 
told us that it was part of the scheme tothe right hon. Gentleman and the 
turn over the defence of the coaling Government will not take away with 
stations to the Navy. It has been said | them to their offices the real assent of this 
since that he was only expressing his own | House, however large their majority. 





personal opinion ; but he did not put it | [Cries from Ministerial benches: ‘“ Yes.” 
as a personal opinion. I say no. The evidence is abundant ; it 
VOL. XCIV. [FourTH SERIEs. ] N 
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has spread itself on the Notice Papers, | army commands. Such a suggestion 
throughout all the speeches, and even in! might appear to many hon. Members 


the newspapers ; and if they do not take 
away with them the real assent of the 
House, I am perfectly certain they will 
not get the assent of the country. 
*CoLONEL WELBY (Taunton) said the 
right hon. Gentleman the Leader of the 
Opposition, who had moved the Amend- 
ment, had unfortunately a negative 
record as Secretary of State for War. 
He it was who by a memorandum de- 
stroyed the principal recommendation 
of the Hartington Commission to appoint 
a chief of staff. There was good reason 
for his memorandum, but he thought 
the right hon. Gentleman when again 
Secretary of State for War should have 


put a policy in place of that which 
had been destroyed by that memo- 
randum, and although the right 


hon. Gentleman had been supported 
in the past, he had shown he had 
no trump card with which to win the 
trick, and therefore the House could 
not trust him in the future. The resolu- 
tion before the House aimed at decen- 
tralisation and reorganisation. He had 
always, ever since he had been in the 
House, advocated both those principles 
and therefore he welcomed the principle 
which underlay the Resolution, as it was 
good for the Army. He only hoped 
it had been possible that the principles, 
which the right hon. Gentleman the 
Secretary of State for War had announced 
that evening might have been so well 
thought out that all could have given 
to the scheme their hearty adhesion, and 
that the country would have seen the end 


of reorganisation and expenditure ; but , 


that, unfortunately, was not the case. 
After listening to the speeches of 
the right hon. Gentlemen the Secretary 
for War and the Chief Secretary for 
Ireland it appeared to him that the 
organisation of army corps was more a 
question of astronomy than the re- 
organisation of the Army. When 
one looked through an astronomical 
telescope one saw groups of nebulous 
matter which the astronomers said 
would eventually be drawn together, 
and, in the future, would form stars. 
When they looked through the War 
Office telescope they were told by the 
Army astronomers that the nebulous 
groups of matter which they saw would 
in the future form six army corps. 
Instead of army corps there should be 


Mr. Edmund Robertson. 





a merely technical suggestion, but as a 
matter of fact there was an enormous 
difference between this great scheme of 
six army corps and the scheme of army 
commands throughout the United 
Kingdom, army commands comprising 
any number of divisions it might 
be necessary to include in the areas, 
Were we a continental nation with land 
frontiers wedged in between two other 
countries like Germany, by all means 
let us have army corps. They would 
be great units ready at «a moment's 
notice to be mobilised and launched 
across the frontier; but what parallel 
was there between the situation of this 
country and that of Germany? We 
could not launch an army corps over the 
frontiers here, we should haveto transport 
them in ships. We could not be attacked 
as other nations could be. We were not 
subjected to the same dangers, and we 
had different requirements. He ven- 
tured to say that for the home defence 
of this country against invasion army 
corps were entirely unsuited, and that 
the scheme presented to the House was 
absolutely valueless. If there was ever 
danger oé invasion it would be at a time 
when the army corps had been taken out 
of the country. The first army corps to 
leave the country would be taken from 
the south of England and from Ireland, 
which were our most exposed frontiers, 
and if an invasion took place it would be 
at our weakest point. He did not think 
that any continental chief of staff would 
advise such a scheme. What was to 
happen when these army corps were 
sent oversea ; was there any organisation 
to replace them’? Of a necessity they 
would consist almost entirely of regulars ; 
how would the Auxiliary forces in 
those areas be organised for service! 
He thought it was all very nebulous. 
and perhaps it was best that it should 
be so, because he believed when the 
scheme was more carefully looked into, 
and when instead of trying first to put 
the roof on, as was being done at the 
present time, the foundations were dug ; 
when the regiments were put together 
into brigades and divisions it would 
be found that six army corps would 
be too much, and that a number of 
army commands, as were recommended 
‘by the Hartington Commission, would 
be much more serviceable, much more 
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useful, for the defence of the coun- | culty of promoting from the ranks was 
try, and it would be much more easy to! not entirely one of officers’ expenses, 
take what might be called the cream of | although that entered too greatly into it, 
the troops for service abroad, for the! but also arose from those who passed 
protection of the colonies or as a striking | through the ranks knowing too much of 
force. With regard to decentralisation, he | the inner life of the barrack room; he 
believed two or three commands in large | therefore suggested whether it was not 
army districts would have far more effect | possible to admit a certain number of 
in decentralising the power at the War| men into the Army who desired to 
Office than six army corps leaders with | pass through the ranks to a commission 
independent staffs could possibly have. |on some such principle as the one 

The foundation of the whole scheme | year’s volunteer system in continental 
was undoubtedly the men, and where} armies. If a man desired to join as a 
were the men to come from? The} Volunteer in the hope of obtaining a 
right hon. Gentleman had spoken of| commission, let him first pass an edu- 
the increase of pay in order to obtain | cational examination, such as the first- 
a better class of men; he for one would) class Army examination, and let him 
certainly not recommend that any | live in lodgings so that he might be 
increase of pay should be given to re-| free from the contamination of barrack 
cruits, while there would be a danger | life, and have other privileges. Such 
of getting the same class of men as at privileges would be much valued, and 
present enlisted. If we were going to! if, eventually, a man failed to obtain 
raise the tone of the Army, if there were, a commission he might be given the 
to be improvements in barracks and/ option of either retiring or joining 
better social surroundings for the men, | those ordinarily enlisted. With regard 
we must have men of good character. | to the Imperial Yeomanry, he said that, 
Men of bad character must not be allowed | as far as he could see, they would neither 
to come in and damn the regiments, and | be Imperial nor Yeomanry, and he urged 
if to prevent that a rule was made that | that the title Imperial should be reserved 
no man with a bad character should! for troops ready to serve the Empire 
join, recruiting would be bound to fall | in any part of the world. He suggested 
off, and for three years there would be a| that in place of “Imperial”’’ the title 
shortage of troops. He admitted the |‘ Royal” should be given to the Yeo- 
great difficulties which confronted the | manry. Although two regiments already 
right hon. Gentleman in regard to this| bear that title, he believed that this 
matter, and he would suggest to him,} would detract little from it, that it 
as one means of meeting them, that there | would be a most gracious act of recogni- 
should be two classes of enlistment. Let} tion of the services performed by the 
there be one class for the men who did| Yeomanry in South Africa, and much 
not care to reveal where they were born, | more likely to be appreciated than a 
what were their names, and what had | title which was the outcome of a Parlia- 
been their past lives, and another class, | mentary reorganisation. He wished the 
with a larger rate of pay, for those who | right hon. Gentleman’s scheme had been 
would say where they came from, where | a little more concerned with the digging 
they were born, and what had been] of foundations, that there had been a 
their past lives up to the time of enlist-| little more certainty about the principles 
ment. Then let the man who had come] he had laid down, and that there had 
in under the lower rate of pay, if after} been a little more certainty that these six 
serving fora year, he proved himself to be | army corps would not entail enormous 
a good soldier, come into the higher rank | and unnecessary expense on the country. 
of pay. His own view was that if that ' i 
were done, in a very short time there] *CApTaIn NORTON (Newington, W.) 
would be a large increase in the good | Said that the right hon. Gentleman in his 
recruits and a decrease in the bad, and| reply did not give any indication of 
the whole character of the Army would| an alteration in our general policy. 
beimproved. Under such circumstances] He based his scheme upon a_ false 
aright class of man would be obtained, | foundation. He attempted to deduct 
and then, having raised the tone of the}from the Navy some 5,000 men by 
Army, they could introduce those social | putting the coaling stations under the 
improvements which every soldier who | direction of the Navy. Nobody objected 
loved the Army looked for. The diffi-' to the coaling stations being handed over 
N 2 
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to the Royal Marines, except for | 
strain it put on the Navy in order that 
the Army might be strong, and this at a | 
time when we were engaged in great 
complications and when there were not | 
enough men to man the Fleet, if it were 
mobilised to-morrow. The scheme before 
the House was based on the scheme which | 
had broken down a short time previously, 
under which we were supposed to have 
two army corps ready for active service. 
When the war broke out the first thing 
that occurred was that the first army | 
corps sent to the Cape was broken up on 
its arrival, and the second was never used 
as an army corps at all, and the fighting 
line had to be fed from the Reserves. 
We had been obliged to form our fighting 
line in the front of the enemy, and had 
it not been for the Volunteers who came 
to our rescue we should have been in 
difficulty. We were compelled to send raw 
troops to the front, and rely on the Yeo- 
manry as cavalry, and this country was 
absolutely depleted of troops. The right 
hon. Gentleman had to call upon the, 
time-expired men, of whom he expected 
to get 50,000, but he only succeeded in 
getting 24,000, and that at the expense | 
to the country of £3,000,000. This 
scheme was based on the question of 
recruiting. Had there been any advance 
in recruiting? Was it not notorious 
that before the war the supply did not 
meet the demand? When we wanted 
45,000 men a year we were only ave- 
raging 35,000; in spite of taking men 
of inferior physique we had not been able 
to raise the number required. We had 
always 60,000 boys in the Army, whom | 
we were obliged to keep for two years 
before they were fit to go on foreign 
or active service. It was a well known 
fact that the bulk of the Army was 
required for abroad, and yet we had to 
go to the expense of keeping these youths 
for two years before we could send them 
abroad. The reason we did not get the 
men was because the Government was 
a bad employer of labour. The financial 
position would have to be faced, and if 
it was said that we could not get men 
with extra pay, how did it come about 
that the hon. Gentleman increased the 
pay by 3d. a day some years ago. The | 
scheme of the six army corps resolved 
itself into this, that whereas, in the first , 
place, it was intended to have six army | 
corps, they were now going to be only | 
district commands. That was what it | 
| 


Captain Norton. 
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amounted to, for three were only going 
to be Reserves. The first three army 
corps were to be fed from Nos. 4, 5, and6; 
and Nos. 4, 5, and 6 were to be composed 
mainly of Volunteers and Militia, and that 
being so could not be moved out of the 
country. He did not think the right 
hon. Gentleman had done anything to 
strengthen the Regular Army—that was 
to say, the force on which alone we 
could rely if the country was at war, 
and when he spoke of taking on the 
Estimates 680,000 men the right hon. 
Gentleman was simply trifling with the 
House. Did not the right hon. Gentle- 
man know that half that force—the 
Auxiliary forces—could not be utilised 
outside this country ? If our Navy met 
with a mishap, and we wanted a force for 
the defence of the country, what we 
wanted was a quick effective mobile force 
of the highest order which could be 
moved at once to any point at which 
we expected to be attacked. We should 
find ourselves, under this scheme, in the 
same position as when the war broke 
We should be left without an 
effective mobile force of 50,000 men 
to meet a foreign invasion. How was 
this heterogeneous mass to be trained ? 
The right hon. Gentleman had ridiculed 
the Boxer movement, but this scheme 
appeared to be only a glorified Boxer 
movement. It bore upon it the imprint 
of sham, and the result would be a failure 
in consequence of the impossibility of 
obtaining the requisite number of men, 
*Sirr J. DICKSON-POYNDER (Wilt- 
shire, Chippenham): I cannot help feel- 
ing that the discussion before the House 
is of far greater importance and its issues 
more far-reaching than any that have 
taken place in this House for many 
years, and therefore it behoves hon. 
Members who feel strongly upon the 
question to express their views upon it. 
I associate myself with the expressions 
of regret which have been heard that 
this Vote should find itself upon the 
platform of party controversy, and that 
it was not possible for this great question 
of national defence to be raised far above 
that sphere. I do not blame the Leader 
of the Opposition for bringing forward 
this Amendment. He has moved it in 


the orthodox manner, and although | 


there will be a large majority for the 
Government in the division presently to 
take place, I cannot help thinking that 
many hon. Members whowill support the 
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Government inthedivision lobbies will feel 
considerable apprehension as to whether 
many of the cardinal features of the 
scheme can be carried out successfully. 
Now, some weeks ago, in a speech 
of singular eloquence, the right hon. 
Gentleman introduced this scheme ; so 
eloquent was the speech of the right hon. 
Gentleman that he almost disarmed his 
critics, but fortunately during the time 
that has elapsed before this matter comes 
before us again we have had time to 
probe and investigate this scheme, and 
although during the last week we have 
heen again almost disarmed I may say 
by the masterly eloquence which charac- 
terises the right hon. Gentleman the 
Chief Secretary for Ireland, and the 
eloquence of the speakers on that bench 
who followed him—in spite of all those 
speeches, eloquent as they undoubtedly 
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were, there are many Members upon this 
side of the House who feel bound to pause | 
and consider whether this is a scheme | 
which will fulfil in the best manner the | 
military requirements of the country in | 
the future. There is to be established | 
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could be abstracted from the areas 
in which they are placed and put into 
another; they are indigenous to the 
soil, and must remain where they are. 
The first three army corps will be inflated 
army corps, whereas the second three 
will be mere skeletons so reduced will they 
be in the numbers. It should be more 
clearly understood whether the auxiliary 
forces are to be allowed to remain in the 
areas to which they belong or whether 
they are to be abstracted and placed in the 
second three army corps, because if they 
are not those latter army corps, as I have 
said will be skeletons. The point we have 
to ask ourselves is whether the require- 
ments of the nation and the conditions of 
Great Britain necessitate our keeping 
up to war establishment three army 
corps. The hon. Member for Oldham 
asked the Government to put to the 
House the number of commitments with 
which England had to contend in order 
to see whether it was necessary to keep 
these three army corps ready to send 
abroad. India I regard as fully self- 
contained. A good many years ago we 
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in the country a great system of army | | had the bogey before us of an invasion of 
corps, and that is a question which ought | India by Russia, and at that time I had 
not to be decided by a silent vote. Iam)an opportunity of investigating that 
not one of those who desire to see the| | question more closely than others, be- 
Army in this country reduced to «n in-| cause I went all along the frontier. 
definite degree, but at the same time I| There is no doubt that the fears then 












have always been brought up to believe | 
that one of the cardinal points to be Te-| 
membered in matters of this kind is that | 
nothing must be done to minimise the, 
maritime power of this country or to| 
diminish the reliance of the country | 
upon that power, and that this scheme | 
appears to do. We are told that there | 
are to be three army corps ready mobi- | 
lised, prepared and ready for foreign | 
service, and that these army corps are to | 
be stationed in different areas. In his! 
earlier speech the right hon. Gentleman 
gave us to understand that they were 
to be absolutely ready at a moment's 
notice ; this evening we have been given 
to understand that that is not the case. 
The scheme has been distinctly modified. 

Now I wish to call attention to a matter 
to which I think the attention of the 
House has not been directed before. 
The first three army corps which are to 
be ready to be used for expeditionary 
purposes at a moment’s notice, so far as I 
can understand, are to be composed of 
regular troops. Now it is impossible 
that the Yeomanry and Volunteers 











entertained were extravagant, for time 
has shown that by a proper distribution 
of troops along the frontier Russia can 
always be kept at a distance. Humanly 
speaking, if you have one army corps 
prepared for all possible contingencies in 
India, that is all that is necessary. 

Then when we come to the case of the 
colonies, it seems idle to suggest that it is 
necessary to keep three army corps, with 
all the necessary accompanying expendi- 
remote chance of any 
danger or trouble arising in Australia, 
Canada, or any other of our colonies. 
Then we come to the native frontiers, to 
which we are continually having to send 
expeditions, and always shall have ; it is 
part of the penalty of our position as a 
great Empire. In years gone by a 
brigade or a couple of brigades have been 
quite sufficient for the task. We talk 
to-day of army corps in exactly the same 
way as we talked yesterday of brigades, 
the only difference being that a brigade 
is 2,500 or 3,000 men, while an army 
corps is 40,000. Then we come to the 
case of the Continent of Europe. To 
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throw three army corps into the midst of | wages we paid were low, and because 
France, Germany, or Russia would be even if the pay was raised it would not 
like throwing a wasp into a hornets’ be so high as the pay given in the higher 
nest. As to home defence, we are! labour market, it therefore would not be 
bound, of course, to depend upon our! worth while raising it at all. He was 
Navy, but at any rate we shall assuming in that argument that there 
always have a very fine auxiliary force as was no class of men between the low 
well as the regular establishment in the|labour market and the high sklled 
event of aninvasion. I cannot, however, ' labour market. But there is a very 
believe that an invasion of this country large class of men between the two, 
can be seriously apprehended. If such and if you raised the pay by only a few 
a terrible occurrence took place, it would pennies it would bring a very large 
mean that our fleet had been destroyed, number into the army. Therefore, it 
and then, no matter how numerous our seems to me that under present conditions. 
auxiliary forces or our army corps might | the Government are suggesting too large 
be, such are the conditions under which }a scheme. If they could show us a 
we live on this island that we could not scheme by which there would te 80,000 
hold out very long. Therefore, on all or 90,000 thoroughly effective, well- 
points, it seems to me that three army trained men, ready to go out, and if by 
corps are superfluous, whereas two making the pay higher they could get 
would be quite sufficient. That is the those men, it would be a very much 
point on which I join issue with better scheme than the one now proposed. 
the Government, and it is one, I believe, I should like to say a werd with regard 
upon which many of my hon. friends on | to the auxiliary forces. With regard to 
these benches agree with me. [‘* No, no.’’]' the Volunteers and the Militia, there has 
Now I have been assuming all this time | been a considerable increase, and | have 
that these army corps will be created and | nothing to say beyond the fact that I 
the men found ; but anyone who believes | think, in reason, it is a very good thing 
for one moment that, under existing to have a very large auxiliary force in the 
conditions, the men will be found must country. With regard to the Yeomanry, 
be of a very sanguine disposition. My _ perhaps I may be permitted to say a word, 
right hon. friend has told us that re- because my right hon. friend did me the 
eruiting has been extremely good during | honour of placing me on a Committee 
the past year, and is extremely good some months ago which had to report 
this year, but in subsequent speeches upon the possibility of reorganising that 
there has been a considerable conflict of force. I am very glad to see that the 
opinion upon the point. It has been proposals with regard to the Yeomanry 
shown that recruiting has gone off con-| are identical with the proposals which 
siderably during the last few months. Lord Dundonald and I had the honour 
We have to face facts. With the in- to propose in a kind of minority report. 
creasingly prosperous condition of the What we aimed at in our proposals, 
labour market, with the better conditions recognising that it was necessary to in- 
under which the people live, with the crease the force, was to reduce as far as 
increased wages they receive now they possible the expense attaching to it. 
are better organised, it is impossible to That force has hitherto been drawn 
expect that the army, with its present almost exclusively from the agricultural 
rate of wages, its somewhat uncon- classes. The Secretary of State now 
genial atmosphere, and unattractive;asks for an increase of 25,000, and 
mode of living, can attempt to compete! it is almost impossible to expect 
with the great labour markets of the that the class which has borne the 
country. The whole question of army burden for the last hundred years will 
reform seems to be one of men. Wejbe able to provide these additional 
have been told that our countrymen do;men by itself. It will, therefore, be 
not think about money, but Iam rather necessary to call in the wage-earning 
inclined to believe that they do. The class. The only point in regard to which 
Financial Secretary the other night told /the Government have not followed our 
us that recruiting was a difficult matter | proposals is that of the yearly training. 
in the army, and he went on to argue | The Government propose that the Yeo- 
rather elaborately that because the manry should go out for eighteen days; 


Sir J. Dickson-Poynder. 
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we proposed that the period should be 
seven days. It will be very difficult 
for the wage-earning class to spare the 
time or to get their employers to 
release them for that long period. If 
the present proposal is not successful, 
[hope the period will be reduced to seven 
or ten days. There may be a slight 
reduction of efficiency, but | think that 
will be more than counterbalanced by 
the greater numbers who will be able to 
spare the shorter time. With regard 
to the increase of Volunteers and Yeo- 
manry, the same weakness underlies this 
as the other portion of the scheme. No 
suggestion is made as to how the men 
are to be obtained. 

With all due deference I am_ going 
to make a suggestion to my right 
hon. friend. The Auxiliary forces are 
going in the future to play a most 
important and prominent part in 
our military affairs. We are told 
that if this scheme fails we shall have to 
resort to compulsory service. I think 
if my right hon. friend considers that 
closely, he will find that the country 
would not stand it. Compulsory service 
is positively odious to the people of this 
country. It is subversive of the first 
principles upon which our commercial 
interests are based. If the proposal to 
bring about conscription was seriously 
made by a Minister, I believe that such 
proposals as the Disestablishment of the 
Church, the licensing laws, or even 
Home Rule, would pale before it. There- 
fore, let us put far from us the idea of 
conscription. It does not mean the 
Militia ballot for home service. If it is 
conscription at all it means compulsory 
service for every man to serve abroad. 
[*No, no!”] I do not see how it 
can be otherwise. What will' be the 
alternative? My suggestion is this: 
You have got to get these men. There 
is magnificent material in the country. 
There are thousands and thousands of 
men ready and willing to pay their 
service to the Crown in the form of 
military service, provided that service is 
not made too onerous. There is a ma- 
chinery ready to hand if you like to take 
it up. The great public authorities of 
England are in touch with every class of 
the community. The mayors and cor- 
porations of our towns are the great 
powers in those towns. Upon those 
bodies are represented the best and 
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| Volunteer force. 
| many opinions. 

‘is not to be expected and cannot be 
attained. I do not imagine that the right 
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most influential men of the various 
districts. I should like to have seen in 


the first speech of my right hon. friend 
a quarter of an hour devoted to invoking 
the great public authorities of England 
to come forward and help in this great 
national cause. I believe that if the 
mayors and corporations, the district and 
county councils, were asked to form 
sub-committees to go through their 
' districts, to use their influence and obtain 
names, you would get thousands of men 
to join the Auxilary forces. 1 have 
tried to give my views as clearly as pos- 
sible upon this great question. I believe 
there is a large amount of good in the 
scheme, but there is also in it a great deal 
that is very doubtful, and until we see 
portions of the scheme modified, and, | 
hope, in years to come, the expenditure 
under it reduced, many of us on this side 
of the House will look upon it with appre- 
hension, and should not be able to give 


it that unreserved support which we 


should like to as coming from our leaders. 


THe FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. BALFour, Manchester, 
E.): The interesting speech of my hon. 
friend who has just sat down is a good 
specimen of the kind of criticism which 
has induced the right hon. Member for 
East Fife to suppose that there is a large 
body of opinion on this side of the House 
hostile to the main lines of the Govern- 
ment proposal. I think the right hon. 
Gentleman is mistaken. My hon. friend 
who has just spoken has made a great 
many interesting observations, and he 
has told us, amongotherthings,that there 


| are some details of the scheme to which he 


objects ; he has also told us that there 
are a great many of its most important 
proposals which he cordially supports. 1 
imagine that it is almost impossible 
on a subject like Army reform to find 


_absolute agreement with any scheme 


‘that can be suggested among those 
who are either professional — soldiers 


or who have served for any time, 
as my hon. friend has done, in the 
So many soldiers, so 
As absolute unanimity 


hon. Gentleman opposite, if he had 


|to propose—which I am bound to say 
he never has thought it his duty to pro- 
| pose—a scheme of Army reform, would 


have found more unanimity on his own 
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side of the House upon every item of | He has diminished, not increased, the 
his proposals than he has found upon | strain on the recruiting market. He 
other questions where I should have | has not augmented, but has diminished 
thought unanimity was more easily to|our difficulties in that respect ; and, 
be attained. It is not very easy at this | that being so, I hope I may be permitted 
hour of the night for the person on}to pass by many interesting topics 
whom the duty falls of attempting of which have been raised and on which | 
summarise the debate to do so with the | confess in more favourable circumstances 
brevity which I am sure the House | I should like to have said a word. 

earnestly desires at the present time.| I therefore pass to the criticisms 
I shall endeavour to do so and to go|on the scheme as it stands. The first 
through very briefly the main heads of | of these is the criticism that comes from 
the attack which has been made upon|the extreme naval school represented 
us, observing by way of preface or! by my hon. and gallant friend the Mem- 
preamble that that attack has been made | ber for Yarmouth, who, in season and 
from several sides which are inconsistent | out of season, has never ceased with 
with each other, but which from the great ability and knowledge to press 
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fact that they are inconsistent with| his views on the House. 
each other necessitate on our part some- | 


thing in the nature of separate replies. 
I hope I shall be pardoned if I dismiss 
with extreme brevity one topic which 
has been often referred to, and that is| 
the difficulty of recruiting. The diffi- | 
culty of recruiting is one which must | 
be always present to those who have, 
to manage an army that is purely volun- 
tary in character. We cannot escape | 
from it. It has haunted every succes- 
sive Secretary of State and every suc-| 
cessive Parliament ever since I have had 
to do with public affairs, and long before, | 
and it will continue to haunt all those 
who have to control our army system | 
so long as the voluntary arrangement | 


of our Army is found to be adequate. ! 


Therefore, if I refrain from dealing with | 
the topic on the present occasion, it is | 
not because I think it is unimportant, | 
but because I think it is not raised | 
by the scheme of my right hon. friend. | 
I admit that the difficulties of recruiting ! 
are great. I admit that the actual | 
number of men voted by the House | 
may not be attained next year or the | 
year after. There is no security or| 
certainty that the number will be! 
attained, but the difficulty of obtaining | 
them is not augmented by my right | 
hon. friend’s scheme. On the contrary, | 
whatever difficulty exists is diminished | 
and not increased by the scheme he has | 
proposed ; and if we are unable to 
obtain the requisite number of men | 


But, again, 
I would point out that if my hon. friend’s 
view be correct, and if the Navy is so 
adequate to every purpose of island 
defence—of national as distinguished 
from Imperial defence--then the first 
economy we are bound to make is to 
disband the Militia, to cease to give 
a subvention to the Volunteers, and 
not to trouble our heads about garrison- 
ing any of the fortresses of this island. 
[“ Oh, oh! ”’} 


Sir JOHN COLOMB (Great  Yar- 


/mouth): No. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: That is the 
inevitable logical consequence of the 
views of the extreme naval school which 
my hon. friend represents. [* No, 
no!”’|] Well, that is my view. Ii that 
be so, I think whatever else may be 
said for that school, it is not worth 
while to argue the point in this House ; 
because the great majority of the House, 
on which ever side they may be, are of 
opinion that, however much we ought 
to modify our military system, it ought 
not to be in the direction of economising 
either in the Militia or in the Volunteers. 
I will only say one other word about 
this extreme naval school. I am 
not going to dispute their view 
that a landing in this island - is 
practically impossible while the Fleet 
exists, and that we should have to sur- 
render without a landing if the Fleet did 
not exist. That is their whole conten- 


under my right hon. friend’s scheme, | tion in a sentence. I am not going to 


still more should we be unz! 


to obtain | argue that, but I would, however, point 


that number of men under the army | out this consideration. ‘There are foreign 
system as it existed before my right {nations whose military experts have 
hon. friend’s scheme was introduced. devoted much time to considering the 


Mr. A. J. Balfour. 
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possibility and even the ease of a descent, | 
a raid, upon this island, and upon the | 
fateful consequences which would ensue | 
if that forlorn hope—or let us grant that 
it is a forlorn hope—were to succeed. 
Yes, Sir, but it is much better in the 
interests of peace that these dreams—if 
dreams they be—of a raid upon this 
island should be dissipated once for all. 
Let it once be understood by every 
military theorist on the Continent that 
of all military expeditions the most hope- 
less, the most fatal, would be a descent | 
upon this island ; once let that be brought 
home to every military theorist on the 
Continent and you will have the greatest 
security for peace, as far as we are con- | 
cerned, that I can imagine. I should be 
sorry to think that those theorists had 
to wait for their conversion to sound 
views of our naval supremacy at sea 
until they had tried and failed in one of 
these invasions upon our island. I will 
leave the naval school, which in its ex- 
treme form has not many supporters in 
this House, and I come next to the 
Opposition view—the official Opposi- 
tion view (if there is an official view of 
hon. Gentlemen opposite) put forward 
first by the Leader of the Oppo- 
sition and advocated again to-night by 
the late Home Secretary in an able and | 
interesting speech. The right hon. 
Member for East Fife is gifted with a most 
unhappy lucidity of style. It is perfectly 
impossible to mistake what he means. 
You know exactly what his argument is 
and what it amounts to. You are fight- 
ing an enemy in a clear atmosphere, 
where you can see for an unlimited 
distance over an unencumbered plain, 
and you know that there are no ambus- 
cades to fear. But after listening to the 
right hon. Gentleman I came to the on- 
clusion that there was no case against us. 
I was not certain after the speech of the 
Leader of the Opposition, because I was | 
not quite sure what he was driving at. I 
thought that there might be formidable | 
ambushes which I could not see, hidden 
behind obscure corners of his oration, | 
and that on reflection I might find that | 
he had formidable arguments to bring 
against us the full effect and force of, 
which I had not at first appreciated. [| 
was under no such illusion as to the. 
speech of the right hon. Member for East | 
Fife; and I therefore feel a peculiar | 
pleasure in dealing with the indictment ° 
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which he has brought against us. His 
contention could not have been put more 
concisely than in the specific question 
which the right hon.Gentleman addressed 
to us, How would you have been better 
off if, before the South African war broke 
out, these reforms had been carried out 
than you actually were when that war 
broke out ? That is a specific, clear, and 
most relevant question, and I have no 
difficulty in giving the right hon. Gentle- 
man my answer to the question. I say, 
in the first place, that the troops would 
have been sent off far better organised 
and sent off with far greater ease in an 
organised state than they actually were. 
I recall a particular criticism of the right 
hon. Gentleman to justify that observa- 
tion. When he was discussing my right 
hon. friend’s scheme he said— 

“You profess to have three army corps, one 


at Aldershot, another on Salisbury Plain, and 
a third in Ireland, all ready for instant service, 


Organisaticn. 


‘but your Irish army corps would have to 


change a certain number of battalions before 
they went abroad—four battalions out of 
twenty-four.” 

And that in the view of theright hon. 
Gentleman destroys the value of the 
third army corps that we should have to 
send from these shores in case of emer- 
gency after my right hon. friend’s scheme 
is adopted. Which of the bodies of troops 
which we sent out from these shores to 
the South African war were half as weil 
organised as would be this third army 
corps which the right hon. Gentleman 
condemned because it would havefour bat- 
talions not originally belongingto it ? Ifhis 
condemnation of this third army corps 
had in it any substance or validity at all, 
it applies with tenfold foree to the exist- 
ing, system, under which, when you sent 
forth battalions, brigades, divisions, 


_and army corps, there is no pretence 
that you haveanything like the organisa- 


tion you would have under the scheme 
now proposed. That is my first answer. 


My second answer is that not 
only would the troops that you 
sent to South Africa have been 
incomparably better organised and 


provided, if this scheme had been then 
in existence, but the troops that would 
have been left at home would have been 
far better organised for home defence. 
Several speakers have urged, with great 
force, that the new regiments that we 
had to call into existence, in view of 
the late emergency, were costly, and 
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were in some respects not as effective, tary phrases there are in the English lan- 
as we could desire. Quite true, they | guage which we have not borrowed from 
were costly, they were improvised,| the French. Ido not think there are any. 
their organisation had to be carried | I believe that the whole of our military 


out at a moment's notice at a period} nomenclature 


has 


been borrowed, 


of great difficulty and military strain. | and almost the whole of it borrowed 
Had my right hon. friend’s scheme, as! from the French, and one addition to 
he proposes it, been then in existence! that long list of borrowed terms does 


the whole plan of home defence would 
have fallen naturally into place without 
difficulty and without friction. 


guns, with their officers and their trans- 


port, and with all that makes an organ- | 


ised body of soldiers and an efficient 


fighting machine, with staff, generals, | 


artillery, cavalry, and the rest. If 
those two answers have, as I think 
they have, real force and validity, am 
I not justified in saying, in answer to 
the right hon. Gentleman’s question, 


All 
the forces would have been supplied with | 
the requisite number of cavalry and | 


that we should have been incomparably | 


better in 1899 if our Army had been 


organised as I hope it will be organised | 
in 1902? But I have not quite done | 
with the right hon. Gentleman yet. | 


He summarised in a few brief sentences 


at the end of his speech his objections | 


to the scheme. He said, in the first 


place, that the scheme held out no_ 


prospect of improved recruiting. I am 
not going to deal with recruiting; I 


have already put that by ; but I would | 


ask one question of the front bench. 
If they think this scheme is defective 
and should be voted against because 


it does not provide a system of improved | 
recruiting, would they be prepared to | 


come forward and vote the millions 
required for any augmentation in the 
pay of the Army? I put that question, 
but I do not expect an answer. 


They | 


are too wise in their own generation | 
to the House that the system proposed 

I therefore come to the second of the | 
summarised objections of the right hon. | 


to commit themselves on the point. 


Gentleman. 
“army corps.”’ 


He objects to the word | 
He said your word | 


“army corps ”’ is either a sham or it is | 


not what you want. I have observed 
all through this debate an extraordinary 
hostility to the phrase rather than to 
the thing described by the word ‘‘ army 
corps.”” Weare told that “army corps” 
is a foreign expression, that we have 
borrowed it from other nations. I 
have not looked into the matter recently, 
but I wonder how many technical mili. 


Mr, A. J. Balfour. 


not afflict my soul. But do not let us 
quarrel about the meaning of “army 
corps” in the dictionary. Do not let 
us regard this as a question of nomencla- 
ture. It is a question of substance. 
How do you mean to organise your 
Army so that that organisation shall be 
able to serve three great objects—to 
prepare your Army for an expedition 
abroad if that be required, to keep it in 
a proper form for home defence if that 
be required, and to enable your system 
to be a decentralised instead of a cen- 


| tralised system? That cannot be better 


done, in our opinion, than by the six 
army corps system of my right hon. 
friend. Gentlemen opposite would 
desire to keep the eighteen military dis- 
tricts which now exist. A_ gallant 
friend of mine below tie gangway 
would like to see the United King- 
dom divided into three districts. Gentle- 
men opposite are going to vote against 
us because they want eighteen districts. 
[Opposition cries of “No, no!” and 
an Hon. MeMBER: Who said so ?] They 
want the existing system, which is 
eighteen districts. [Opposition cries of 
‘““No.”’] My gallant friend, I think, 
is not going to vote against us, but he 
looks on us with suspicion because he 
likes three districts instead of six. Well, 
we cannot please everybody. We cer- 
tainly cannot please all the gentlemen 
who are going into the lobby against 
us. But I would venture to point out 


by my right hon. friend is one which 
naturally fits in with the existing system, 
which is a natural development of it, 
which is open neither to the objection 
which might easily be urged against 
my hon. friend’s scheme nor to the 
charge of being subject to microscopic 
division, such as the scheme which is 
supported, as I understand it, by the 
right hon. Gentleman opposite. 

What isthe third charge? It is that this 
schemeof oursexaggeratestheimportance 
of home defence, and diminishes the im- 
portance of our Army for foreign 
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Fleet—-— 
Mr. ASQUITH: No, that isnot myargu- 
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purposes, diminishes the value of the{ should be the first to say that the busi- 


ment. What Ididsay wasthat the scheme. 


exaggerated the importance of military 
defence as against the naval defence. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The right 
hon. Gentleman is perfectly correct. 
That is what he did say. May I ask 
what there is in this scheme which 
exaggerates the Army at the cost of the 
Fleet ? We have added greatly to the 
efficiency of the Fleet, and I regret to 
say that while adding to its efficiency 
we have also been obliged to add to its 
cost. But what is there in this scheme 
that diminishes the efficiency of the 
Fleet? Is it calling these divisions 
army corps? Is it organising the 
Auxiliary forces with the Regular forces ? 
Does that diminish the value of the 
Fleet ? Well, then, what is it? The 


truth is, these objections are fantastic, | 


they have no substance, they have no 
ground, they have no plausibility ; and 
I have much more sympathy with, 
though I do not agree with, the economic 
school than I have with the objections 
which seem to be raised by gentlemen 
who think it necessary when the Govern- 
ment make a proposal that they, being 
the Opposition, should oppose that 
proposal, and are obliged to invent 
reasons which 
occur to them in order to find some 
shadowy and unsubstantial excuse for 
aparty division. I have said that I have 
more sympathy with the economic 
school, because I do think that the 


enormous growth of Army Estimates | 


ought to make everybody consider 
whether that growth is necessary or 
whether it is not. In my own way, 
humbly, I have considered it, and I do 
think that growth is necessary. To 
what is it due? It can be divided into 
three heads. 
the Regular Army. Is that unneces- 
sary ? It cannot be said to be unneces- 
sary, 
who believes in the Cardwell reform, 
because the increase is made absolutely 
necessary by the number of white regi-| 
ments we have to keep abroad, and the | 
right hon. Gentleman, whose reputation | 
as a military reformer dates back to the | 
Cardwellian era of 1870, and who has| 


at all events, by an entleman | 
y y & |! remember one moment at the end of 


There is the growth in| 


| 


nt | « spelen 
never would otherwise | item of expenditure. 
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ness of the Government of the day is 
to do its best to have that balance 
between the home and the foreign 
battalions, which is an_ essential—the 
essential—element of the Cardwellian 
system. Then, there can be no charge 
against the increase of the Army Esti- 
mates on the ground of the increase of 
Regular troops. The next item of cost 
is the increase in respect of the Militia 
and Volunteers. From which side of 
the House, from which section of military 
opinion, from which party, will come 
an objection to the money which we 
have so wisely spent on the Militia and 
Volunteers? No one will venture to 
object to it; and one of the chief 
claims which the scheme of my right 
hon. friend has upon the approval of 
the country is that for the first time 
it does for the Militia and Volunteers 
what should have been done for them 
many years ago—it puts them in a 
position to act on equal terms with 
the Regular Army. The third element 
of increased expenditure is barracks. 
Who is going to say that that is money 
wasted ? Possibly the same men who 
tell us that our chief business is to give 
the soldier a more humane and civilised 
life, to increase his comforts in barracks. 
Stores and ammunition are the fourth 
Who is going to 
say that that increased expenditure is 
not known to be absolutely required by 
recent events in South Africa? I was 
brought into close contact with the 
difficulties—the inevitable difficulties— 
brought upon the War Office by the 
unexpected strain of the early months 
of the South African War. We had 
prepared, with the consent of the House, 
with the reluctant consent of the econo- 
mists, to send out a force equivalent 
to two army corps, and to provide them 
with guns and ammunition and the 
necessary stores ; but we were asked to 
do a great deal more than that, as we 
may in the future be asked again. | 


1899 and the beginning of 1900, when 
in this country there was not more than 
| 3,300 rounds of small arms ammunition, 
| and no reserve of artillery ammunition 
except that which was actually placed 
with the guns we retained at home, 


spoken in such eloquent terms of the| Which in number were sufficient for a 


value and importance of that reform, 


The right hon. 


single army corps. 
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Gentleman opposite went out of office! MemBer: You have her still.) The 
because there was an insufficient supply | letter goes on— 
of small arms ammunition. | With Ireland on our hands and a 


‘ 


Sm H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : threatened Ashanti war, I cannot say that we 


. soe ; : » . | can spare so large a force as easily as in quiet 
ee you said there was an insufficient | times, but we must leave no stone unturned 
Supply. 


to terminate the unpleasant task to which we 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Yes; I gladly | 9° committed.’ 
accept the responsibility ; because we | Two regiments and a wing of infantry ; 
said there was an insufficiency of small | tWo regiments of cavalry and a battery ! 
arms ammunition. When the right hon. | I do not know whether my hon. friend 
Gentleman went out of office there were | thinks that that is the kind of position 


92,000,000 rounds, when, according to | 11 which this country should be placed. 


the official calculation, there oughttohave *Sir J. DICKSON-POYNDER: I am 
have been 146,000,000 rounds. We came | sorry to interrupt my right hon. friend. 
into office and we raised that 92,000,000 | J made it clear that I should like to see 
rounds, not merely to 146,000,000 } two army corps, and not three. 


rounds, which we said ought to have, , veils zo 
been in store in 1895, but to 170,000,000 | Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: It is with pro- 
‘found astonishment that I have listened 


-eonpendy _ velion a ea , a —- in the course of this debate to those who 
ourselves left in those critical and have said that the military propossis of 
ciaiens dew, of 1809-1000 wih, | 7 right hon. friend have been in excess 
Rei ek Nae CE eo. of our national requirements. 1 know of 
of small arms ammunition in this, people who, after a fire has occurred a 
country. The Government factories, and | ner oe, ~- — me 
all private factories, were working twenty- | a poe Ras git ss eatin Pal acs = 
eae mm the wd wos" — eo waoutes, ie Bren, stanton ae ul 
nig ‘hall ial Ge Me 7 =. in the field, these gentlemen are still of 
as I am concerned I never mean to go 1 haggsom that we ought wre a wayous 
through a like experience, and so far as I | van ene corps—that va ey baie 
am concerned I never will do anything a the extreme limit of er 
which could by any possibility throw on | se en Is there any 
our successors a trial and strain like that. | martian which Mena re rege 

An hon. friend of mine thinks our exist- | pe se . es. 3 _ have os 
ing military system is on too large a scale. | Sg 9 csgoziy re ogre te pring 
He would like, I suppose, to go back | : 5 tag — cond wat ti y 
to the period of twenty years ago. As |COTPS. ou are paying day by day mon 
regards our military strength, may 1) than two army corps, you are suffering 
DNAs We Klaas won entre hiak 9 under the strain of having this gigantic 


came’ on almost cident in the (7% 8 he Bl, and with thee ts 
War Office records of Sey RAS: SEP, | and tell this Housethatthenational neces- 
and which throws light, I think, upon | 


some of the influences at work in the | ‘tes can be adequately met by having 


early days of the South African diffi- two army corps ready for foreign service. 
culties. In the life of the late Mr. Childers} SiR H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
hon. Gentlemen will find a letter he ad- | Then why stop at three ? 

dressed to Sir George Colley just before} Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: At all events, 
the disaster of Majuba Hill. In it he three is an improvement. I do not 
says— mean to go further into the details 
Pr lenge oie *e a age othe of this controversy. I would ask the 
im ahatite po a me i tetentey, bee } House to remember that the _ vote 
regiments of cavalry and a battery, besides to-night is not a vote in favour of a 
drafts to fill up your infantry regiments. | Minister, or of a Commander-in-Chief, 
With Ireland on our hands—” lor of a Ministry ; much more depends 
{Loud Nationalist cheers, and Mr. | upon itthanthat. Supposing the scheme 
MacNEILL: “Andon your necks.”] This | of my right hon. friend be rejected, by 
is twenty years ago. [A Nationatist | what forces will it be rejected ? Will it 
Mr. A. J. Balfour. 
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have an alternative scheme, or who are | 
in a position to contrive an alternative | 
scheme ? We all know that it is not so. | 
The inherent difficulties of our military 
system in this country are such that it | 
is inevitable that many solutions of the 
problem can be suggested ; and if we are 
defeated it will not be by those who have 
a clear coherent view of some alternative 
scheme, but by congeries of elements | 
of small sections, each of whom have 
their own scheme, all of whom are pre- 
pared to oppose the Government scheme, 
but can never agree upon any scheme to 
substitute for it. Now, let the House 
mark the result. It must end in ad- 
ministrative impotence. This House 
assembled under a mandateof the country 
ior Army reform. [Cries of ‘‘ No, no”’] 
Even the hon. Member for Oldham, 
who interested us so much two nights 
ago, told us that he placarded the walls 
in his constituency in favour of Army 
reform. We are all pledged to Army 
reform, and when the House comes 
pledged to Army reform, and when 
other suggestions and solutions are 
mere possibilities, the man who votes 
against a clear-cut scheme brought for- 
ward by a_ responsible Government 
without any hope of his own scheme 
being taken as an alternative is not a 
man in favour of Army reform, he is 
opposing Army reform. [Cries of “Oh, 
oh.”] You may differ from that view. 
The right hon. Gentleman said it is not 
the business of the Opposition to for- 
mulate an alternative scheme, nor is it. 
I do not quarrel withthat. If I thought 
you had an alternative scheme I would 
say—‘‘ Well and good, by all means turn 
out the Government if you can and 
come in yourselves if you have a 
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be rejected by an organised body who|a scheme of Army reform they would 








scheme youthink you can carry.” Does | 
anybody think that the right hon. 
Gentleman the Leader of the Opposition 
has in his breast pocket a scheme of 
Army reform? [An Hon. MemBer : 
Why should he ?] Yes, why should he; | 
we know he cannot have it. The right | 
hon. Gentleman may look back to the | 
haleyon days of Lord Cardwell. There | 
is a legendary plant that produces a 
flower once in thirty years, and then, | 
exhausted by the effort, waits another | 
thirty years for fruit and flower again | 
to develop. I do not know whether | 
the Radical tree of Army reform is about 
to flower again. I do not know whether 


'that many years may elapse before 
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put before the House would have the 
magical effect of bringing into the same 
lobby all those who think there ought 
to be no reform, those who think there 
should be two army corps instead of three, 
those who think we are spending too 
much, those who think we are not 
doing enough for recruiting, and all the 
others who differ on points of detail. I 
do not know whether they could pro- 
pose such a scheme. I do not think 
so. That is my view for what it is 
worth. If you reject this scheme, 
brought forward by the responsible 
Government of the day—and I say this. 
without any intention of offence— 
because this or that crotchet of reform 
does not find a place in it, then I say 
that is to condemn this assembly to. 
perpetual barrenness in the matter of 
Army reform ; if you reject this scheme 
you do not merely reject this scheme— 
you reject every scheme. [Cries of 
“Oh, oh.”] It is folly to tell practical 
men that you would not combine against 
any conceivable plan, seeing the strangely 
allied forces against this plan, forces that 
have no cohesion, no common ground 
of principle or object to be attained. 
If I am right in that, as I think I am, 
then to reject this scheme would indeed 
be a crime against the future power 
and prosperity of the country. If you 
cannot reform the Army, with all the 
lessons of this war before you, with the 
needs of the country before you from 
day to day, and if you are going to allow 
the psychological moment to __ pass,. 
popular enthusiasm to die out, and a 
moment of dull indifference to come in, 
then I say heavy indeed will be your 
responsibility, 

We have gone through in the last 
two years a great experience. I trust 


similar experience comes to us. But if 
when it comes to us it finds us again 
unprepared, and if it can be said that the 
House of Commons, called together todeal 
with Army reform, was so oblivious 
to its duties, so indifferent to the mandate 
of its countrymen, so indifferent to 
the interests of its country, that it 
allowed the happy moment to pass, 
then, Sir, I say the misfortunes 
that will come upon us will be 
deserved misfortunes, and those who 
suffer from them will look back, and 
rightly look back, to the callous in- 
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difference of a Parliament which with all 
the advantages we possess refused to take 
advantage of them, refused to make the 
most of them, and refused to adopt a 
scheme which may not be perfect, which 
may be capable of development, which 
may be open to criticism, but which, 
at all events, is a scheme which does 
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organise the great military power which 
we possess, which turns it to the best 
account, and turns it to that account 
with the least possible cost to the tax- 
payer of this country. 

Question put. 

The House divided :—Ayes, 327 ; Noes, 
211. (Division List No. 189.) 


AYES. 
Acland-Hood,Capt.SirAlex.F. | Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) | Halsey, Thomas Frederick 


Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 


| Cox,Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
Cranborne, Viscount 


Hambro, Charles Erie 
Hamilton, RtHnL’rdG.(Midd’x 


Aird, Sir John 

Allsopp, Hon. George 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 
Ashmead-Bartlett, Sir Ellis 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bagot,Capt. JoscelineFitzRoy 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Col. James Robert 





Balearres, Lord 


saird, John George Alexander Dickson-Poynder, Sir J. P. 
| Digby, J. K. D. Wingfield- 


Cripps, Charles Alfred 
Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Cross, Herb.Shepherd (Bolton) 


| Hamilton, Marq of(L’nd’nd’rry 

| 
Crossley, Sir Savile | 

| 

| 

| 


Hanbury,Rt. Hon. Robert Wm 
Hardy,Laurence( Kent, Ashf’rd 
Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Haslam, Sir Alfred S. 

Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heath, ArthurHoward(Hanley 
Heath, James(Staffords. N.W, 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Helder, Augustus 
Henderson, Alexander 
Hermon-Hodge,Robert Trotter 
Hickman, Sir Alfred 
Higginbottom, 8. W. 


Cubitt, Hon. Henry 

Cust, Henry John C. 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davies,SirHoratioD.(Chath’m 
Denny, Colonel 

Dewar,T. R(T’rH’mlets,S. Geo. 
Dickinson, Robert Edmond 

| Dickson, Charles Seott 








Baldwin, Alfred | Dimsdale,SirJoseph Cockfield 
Balfour, Rt. Hon. A.J.(Maneh’r | Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Dixon-Hartland, Sir F. Dixon 
Dorington, Sir John Edward 
Balfour,MajKR(Christehurch | Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
; | Doxford, Sir William T. | 
Barry,Sir FrancisT.(Windsor) | Duke, Henry Edward 
Bathurst, Hon. AllenBenjamin | Dyke, Rt. Hon. Sir Wm. H. 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton | 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 


Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey 
3alfour, RtHn Gerald W (Leeds 


Banbury, Frederick George 


Seach, Rt. Hn. SirM. H. (Bristol 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 


Hoare, Edw Brodie( Hampstead 
Hobhouse, Henry(Somerset,E. 
Hogg, Lindsay 

Hope,J. F.(Shefti’ld, Brightside 
Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Henry 
Howard, J. (Kent,Faversham) 
Howard,J.(Midd., Tottenham 
Hozier, Hon. Jas. Henry Cecil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 


Bhownaggree, Sir M."M. | Faber, George Denison Hutton, John (Yorks. N.R.) 
Biewood, James Fardell, Sir T. George Jackson, Rt. Hn. Wm. Lawies 
sill, Charles | Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edw. Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Blundell, Colonel Henry | Fergusson,RtH2.SirJ.(Mane'r | Jeffreys, Arthur Frederick 


Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 


Bond, Edward | 
Boulnois, Edmund 


F 

Fi 
grassey, Albert | F 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John | 
Brookfield, Colonel Montagu | 


Brymer, William Ernest 
Bull, William James 


Bullard, Sir Harry | Flower, Ernest 


ielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
inch, George H. 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
‘irbank, Joseph Thomas 
Fisher, William Hayes 
FitzGerald,SirRobert Penrose | 
Brown, Alex. H. (Shropshire) | Fitzroy, Hn, Edw. Algernon 
| Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Fletcher, Sir Henry 


Jessel, Captain Herbert Merton 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Kennaway,Rt. Hon.SirJohnH. 
Kenyon, Hon. Geo. T.( Denbigh) 
Kenyon, James (Lanes., Bury) 
Kenyon-Slaney,Col. W.(Salop) 
Keswick, William 

Kimber, Henry 

King, Sir Henry Seymour 


sutcher, John George Forster, son William Law, Andrew Bonar 
Campbell .RtHnJ.A.(Glasgow) Foster,SirMichael(Lond. Univ. | Lawrence,Joseph(Monmouth) 
Carlile, William Walter | Galloway, William Johnson Lawson, John Grant 


Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. | Gartit, William 
Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 


| Gibbs, Hn. A.G. H(CityofLond. | 
| Godson,SirAugustusFrederick 


| Lee,ArthurH(Hants.,Fareh’m 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 


Cavendish, V.C. W. (Derbysh.) | Gordon,Hn.J.E.(Elgin& Nairn | Leveson-Gower, Fredk. N. S. 


Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 


Chamberlain, Rt. Hon.J.( Birm. 
Chamberlain,J. Austen( Wore. 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Chapman, Edward 


| Gordon, J. (Londonderry, 8.) 

‘ecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) | Gordon,Ma .E.-(Tow rH’mlets 

ee es Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John E. 
Goschen, Hon. Geo. Joachim 
| Graham, Henry Robert 

| Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 


Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Lockwood, Lieut.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long,Col. Charles W.(Evesham 
Long, RtHn Walter (Bristol,S.) 


Lonsdale, John Brownlee 


Charrington, Spencer | Green, WalfordD.(Wednesb’ry | Lowe, Francis William 


Clare, Octavius Leigh : 
Cochrane, Hon. T. H. A. E. 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Cook, Sir Frederick Lucas 
Corbett, A. C. (Glasgow) 


Mr. A. J. Balfour. 





Hain, Edward 


Greene, SirEW(B’rySEdm/’nds | 
Greene, Henry D.(Shrewsbury 
Greene, W. Raymond-(Cambs. ) 
| Grenfell, William Henry 
Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Groves, James Grimble 
Guthrie, Walter Murray 


| Hall, Edward Marshall 


Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale) 
Lowther, Rt. Hon. James (Kent 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas,Col. Francis (Lowestoft) 
Lucas, Reginald J.(Portsmouth 
Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
Macartney, RktHnW.G. Ellison 
Macdona, John Cumming 

| Maclver, David (Liverpool) 





Penn. 
Percy 


Abra! 
Abra! 
Allan 
Allen 
Ashe 
Ashte 
Asqu 
Barry 
Sayle 
Sea 
Bell, 
Black 
Bola 
Bolto 
Bran 
Brigg 
Broa 
Brow 
Brun 
Bryce 
Burk 
Burn 
Burt, 
Buxt 
Cain: 
Cald 
Came 
Cam) 
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Maconochie, A. W. 
M‘Arthur, Charles(Liverpool) | 
M‘Calmont,Col. H.L. B (Cambs | 
M‘Calmont, Col.J.(Antrim,E. 
M‘Killop,James(Stirlingshire). | 
Malcolm, Ian | 
Maple, Sir John Blundell 
Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Massey-Mainwaring,Hn.W.F. | 
Maxwell, RtHnsirHE (Wigt’n | 
Maxwell, W.J.H(Dumtfriessh. ) | 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Melville, Beresford Valentine | 
Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 
Middlemore, J. Throgmorton 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Milner, Rt. Hon. Sir Fred. G. 
Milton, Viscount 

Milward, Col. Victor 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Moore, William (Antrim, N.) 
Morgan, DavidJ(Wa!thamst’w 
Morgan, Hn.Fred.(Monm’thsh. 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morris, Hon. Martin Henry F. 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, ArthurH. A.(Deptford 
Mount, William Arthur 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Muntz, Philip A. 
Murray,RtHnA.Graham( Bute 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath 
Myers, William Henry 
Newdigate, Francis Alexander 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
O'Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Parkes, Ebenezer 

Pease, Herbert P.(Darlington) 
Peel, Hon. Wm. R. Wellesley 
Pemberton, John S. G. 

Penn, John 

Percy, Ear! 


Abraham, William(Cork,N.E. ) 
Abraham, William( Rhondda) 
Allan, William (Gateshead) 
Allen,CharlesP.(Gloue.Stroud 
Asher, Alexander 

Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Asquith, Rt. Hon. Herbert H. 
Jarry, E. (Cork, 8.) 

Bayley, Thomas (lerbyshire) 
Jeaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Bell, Richard 

Black, Alexander William 
Boland, John 

Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Brand, Hon. Arthur G. 
Brigg, John 

Broadhurst, Henry 
Brown,George M.(Edinburgh) 
Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Burke, E. Haviland- 

Burns, John 

Burt, Thomas 

Buxton, Svdney Charles 
Caine, William Sproston 
Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert 

Campbell, John (Armagh, S.) 





| Pym, C. Guy 
| Rateliffe, R. F. 


' Remnant, James Farquharson 


| Ritchie, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 
| Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
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Pierpoint, Robert 

Pilkington, Lt.-Col. Richard 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt-.Col. Edward | 
Purvis, Robert 


Quilter, Sir Cuthbert 
Randles, John §. 
Rankin, Sir James 


Reid, James (Greenock) 


Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Rentoul, James Alexander 
Renwick, George 

Ridley, Hn. M. W.(Stalyb.idge 
Ridley,S. Forde(BethnalGreen 





tobinson, Brooke 
Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Ropner, Colonel Robert 
Rothschild,HonLionel Walter | 
Round, James 

Royds, Clement Molyneux | 
Rutherford, John 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- | 
Sadler, Col Samuel Alexander | 
Samuel, Harry S. (Limehouse | 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Saunderson,Rt.Hn.ColEdw.J. | 
Scott, SirS. (Marylebone, W.) 
Seely, Charles Hilton(Lincoln) 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Shaw -Stewart, M.H.(Renfrew) 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 
Smith, A belH.( Hertford, East) 
Smith, HC(Northum. Tyneside 
Smith, James P. (Lanarks.) 
Spear, John Ward 

Stanley, Hn. Arthur(Ormskirk 
Stanley, EdwaidJas. (Somerset 


re) 


N ES . 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. | 
Carew, James Laurence 
Carvill,Patrick Geo. Hamilton | 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Claney, John Joseph 
Colville, John 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Craig, Robert Hunter 
Crean, Eugene 
Cremer, William Randal 
Crombie, John William 
Cullinan, J. 

Daly, James 

Dalziel, James Henry 

Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 
Delany, William 

Dewar, John A.(Inverness-sh. ) 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dillon, John 

Donelan, Capt. A. 

Doogan, P. C. 

Duncan, J. Hastings 

Dunn, Sir William 

Edwards, Frank 

Elibank, Master of 


Organisation. 390 


Stanley, Lord (Lancs. ) 
Stewart,SirMarkJ.M‘Taggart 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Stock, James Henry 
Stroyan, John 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, Rt. Hn.J G.(Oxf'dUniv 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Wm.Edw. Murray 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Tufnell, Lieut.-Col Edward 
Tuke, Sir John Batty 
Valentia, Viscount 

Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 
Walker, Col. William Hall 
Wanklyn, James J.eslie 
Warde, Col. C. E. 

Wason, John C. (Orkney) 
Webb, Col. William George 
Welby,Sir C. G. E. (Notts.) 
Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon- 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. John Lloyd 
Whiteley, H.(Ashton-u. -Lyne) 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Williams, RtHnJ Powell-( Bir. ) 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wills, Sir Frederick 

Wilson, A.Stanley( York, E.R.) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson-Todd, Wm. H.( Yorks.) 
Wodehouse,Rt. Hn. E. R.( Bath 
Wortley, Rt. Hn.C. B. Stuart- 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Young, Commander( Berks, E. 
Younger, William 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


Emmott, Alfred 
Esmonde, Sir Thomas 
Evans, Sir F. H. (Maidstone) 


| Evans Samuel T.(Glamorgan) 


Farquharson, Dr. Robert 


| Farrell, James Patrick 


Fenwick, Charles 
Ferguson, R. C. M. (Leith) 
Ffrench, Peter 


| Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 


Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
Fowler, Kt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Fuller, J. M. F. 

Furaess, Sir Christopher 
Gilhooly, James 

Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Gritlith, Ellis J. 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Haldane, Richard Burdon 


| Hardie,J. K. (MerthyrTydvil) 
| Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
| Harrington, Timothy 


| Harwood, George 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Chas. Seale- 
| Hayter, Rt. Hon. Sir A. D. 
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Healy, Timothy Michael 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Chas. H. 
Hobhouse,C. F. H.(Bristol,E. ) 
Holland, William Henry 
Hope, John D. (Fife, West) 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Jameson, Maj. J. Eustace 
Joicey, Sir James 

Jones, David B. (Swansea) 
Jones, Wm. (Carnarvonshire) 
Joyce, Michael 

Kearley, Hudson E. 

Kinloch, Sir John George S. 
Labouchere, Henry 

Lambert, George 

Langley, Batty 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leamy, Edmund 

Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Leng, Sir John 

Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, David 

Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 

MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
MaeNeill, John Gordon Swift 
M‘Cann, James 

M‘Crae, George 

M‘Dermott, Patrick 
M°Kenna, Reginald 
M‘Laren, ( harles Benjamin 
Mansfield, Horace Rendall 
Mather, William 

Mellor, Rt. Hon. John William 
Mooney, John J. 

Morgan,J. Lloyd (Carmarthen) 
Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 
Morley, Rt.Hn. John (Montrose 
Morton,Edw.J.C. (Devonport) 
Murphy, J. 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 


Asumy 





Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 


Main Question put. 


Acland-Hood, Capt. Sir A. F. 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Aird, Sir John 

Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arehdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir Williain 
Ashmead-Bartlett, Sir Ellis 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bagot,Capt. JoscelineFitzRoy 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Balearres, Lord 
Balfour,Rt. Hn. A. J. (Manch’r 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
Balfour, Rt HnGerald W.(Leeds 
Balfour,MajK R(Christchureh 
Banbury, Frederick George 





Barry, SirFrancisT. (Windsor) 
Bathurst,Hon. AllenBenjamin 
Beach, Rt. Hn.SirM. H.(Bristol ' 


{COMMONS} 


Norman, Henry 

Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
U’Brien, K. (Tipperary, Mid.) 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O’Connor,James(Wicklow, W. 
O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O’ Donnell, John (Mayo, S.) 
O’Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
O’Dowd, John 

O’ Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O’Kelly, Jas. (Roscommon,N.) 
O'Malley, William 

O’Mara, James 
O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 

O’Shee, James John 
Palmer,SirChas. M. (Durkam) 
Palmer,George Wim. (Reading) 
Partington, Oswald 

Paulton, James Mellor 
Pearson, Sir Weetman D. 
Pease, Alfred E. (Cleveland) 
Pea-e,Sir Joseph W.(Durham) 
Perks, Robert William 
Philipps, John Wynford 
Pirie, Sika Vv. 

Power, Patrick Joseph 
Price, Robert John 

Priestley, Arthur 

tea, Russell 

Reckitt, Harold James 
Reddy, M. 

Redmond,John E.( Waterford) 
Reimond, William (Clare) 
Reed, Sir Edw. James (Cardiff) 
Reid,SirR. Threshie( Dumfries) 
Rickett, J. Compton 

Roberts, John H. (Denhighs. ) 
Robson, William Snowdon 
Roe, Sir Thomas 

Samuel, 8S. M. (Whitechapel) 
Schwann, Charles E. 





| 
| 
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Scott,Chas. Prestwich (Leigh) 
Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair,Capt John (Forfarsh.) 


| Smith, Samuel (Flint) 


Spencer,RtHnC. R.(Northants 
Stevenson, Francis S. 
Strachey, Edward 

Sullivan, Donal 

Taylor, Theodore Cooke 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, A bel(C armarthen,E. } 
Thomas, Alfred(Glamorgan,E. 
Thomas, Dr. Alfred (Merthyr) 
Thomas,F. Freeman-( Hastings 
Thomas,J A(Glamorgan,Gower 
Thomson, F. W. (York,W.R.) 
Tomkinson, James 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Tully, Jasper 

Ure, Alexander 

Wallace, Robert 
Walton,JohnLawson(Leeds,S. 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Warner,Thomas CourtenayT. 
Wason, Eugene(Clackmannan 
White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York., E. R.) 
White, Patrick (Meath ,North) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams,Osmond(Merioneth) 
Wilson, F. W. (Norfolk, Mid.) 
Wilson,Henry J.(York,W.R.) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid) 
Woodhouse, SirJ T( Hudd’rsf'd) 
Young, Samuel (Cavan, East) 
Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES—- 
Mr. Herbert Gladstone and 
Mr. M‘Arthur. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 305 ; Noes, 


163. 


AYES. 


Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bigwood, James 

Bill, Charles 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
3ond, Edward 

Boscawen, Arthur Griffith 
Boulnois, Edmund 

Brassey, Albert 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brookfield, Col. Montagu 
Brown, Alex. H. (Shropsh.) 
Brymer, William Ernest 
Bull, William James 

Bullard, Sir Harry 

Butcher, John George 
Campbell, Rt. HnJ. A(Glasgow 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes. 
Cavendish, V. C. W. (Derbysh. 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hon.J.(Birm. 





(Division List No. 190.) 


Chamberlain,J. Austen (Woe'r 
Chaplin, Rt. Hn. Henry 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 

Clare, Octa”ius Leigh 
Cochrane, Hon. T. H. A. E. 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colston,Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Corbett, A. Cameron(Glasgow) 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cox, IrwinEdward Bainbridge 
Cranborne, Viscount 

Cripps, Charles Alfred 

Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) « 
Cross, Herb. Shepherd (Bolton) 
Crossley, Sir Savile 

Cubitt, Hon. Henry 

Cust, Henry John C. 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davies,SirHoratioD.(Chath’m 
Denny, Colonel 
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Dew: 
Dick 
Dick 
Digb 
Dims 
Disre 
Dixo 
Dori 
08 
Doxt 
Duke 
Dyke 
Eger' 
Fabe 
Fard 
Fello 
Ferg! 
Field 
Fincel 
Finla 
Firba 
Fishe 
Fitz 
Fitzr 
Flant 
Flete 
Forst 
Foste 
Gallo 
Gibb: 
Gods 
Gord 
Gord 
Gord 
Gorst 
Gosel 
Grahi 
(Gray. 
Gree! 
Gree! 
Greer 
Greet 
Grent 
Grevi 
Grove 
Guth 
Hain 
Hall, 
Halse 
Ham! 
Ham: 
Hami 
Hank 
Hard 
Harri 
nay 
ay, 
Heat 
Heat! 
Heat 
Held 
Hend 
Herm 
Hick: 
Higgi 
Hoar 
— 
ogg 
Hope 
Horn 
Houl 
Hows 
Hows 
Hozie 
Huds 
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Dewar,T.R(T’rH’mlets S Geo. 
Dickinson, Robert Edmend 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Digby, John K. D. Win tield- 
Dimsdale,SirJoseph Cockfield 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Dixon-Hartland Sir F. Dixon 
Dorington, Sir John Edward 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxford,Sir William Theodore 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Dyke,Rt. Hn.SirWilliam Hart 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Faber, George Denison 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edw. 
Fergusson, Rt. Hn.SirJ(Mane’r 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Rbt. Bannatyne 
Firbank, Joseph Thomas 
Fisher, William Hayes 
FitzGerald,SirRobertPenrose- 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edward A. 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Fletcher, Sir Henry 

Forster, Henry William 
Foster,SirMichael(Lond. Univ 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gibbs, Hn. A.G. H. (CityofLon. 
Godson, Sir Augustus Fred. 
Gordon,HnJ.E.(Elgin& Nairn) 
Gordon, J. (Londonderry, S.) 
Gordon, MajEvans-(T’rH’ml’ts 
Gorst,Rt. Hon.Sir John Eldon 
Goschen, Hon. George Joachim 
Graham, Henry Robert 

(Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 

( renee ne hh soma 
Greene,SirE W(B’rySEdm’nds 
Greene, HenryD. (Shrewsbury) 
Greene, W. Raymond-(Cambs. 
Grenfell, William Henry 
Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Groves, James Grimble 
Guthrie, Walter Murray 
Hain, Edward 

Hall, Edward Marshall 
Halsey, Thomas Frederick 
Hambro, Charles Eric 
Hamilton, RtHnLordG(Mid’x) 
Hamilton, Marq.of(L’nd’nde’y 
Hanbury ,Rt. Hn. Robert Wm. 
Hardy, L. (Kent, Ashford) 
Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Haslam, Sir Alfred S. 

Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heath, Arthur Moward(Hanley 
Heath, Jas. (Staff., N. W.) 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Helder, Augustus 

Henderson, Alexander 
Hermon-Hodge, Robert T. 
Hickman, Sir Alfred 
Higginbottom, S. W. 

Hoare, EdwBrodie(Hampstead 
Hobhouse, Henry(Somerset, E. 
Hogg, Lindsay ‘ 5 
Hope,J.F. ages 
Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Henry 
Howard, John (Kent, Faversh. 
Howard, J. (Mid., Tottenham 
Hozier, Hn. Jas. Henry Cecil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
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Hutton, John (Yorks, N. R.) 
Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Jeffreys, Arthur Frederick 
Jessel, Capt. Hert. Merton 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Kenyon, Hn.Geo. T. (Denbigh 
Kenyon, Jas. (Lancs., Bury) 
Kenyon-Slaney,Col. W.(Salop. 
Keswick, William 

Kimber, Henr 

Law, Andrew Bonar 
Lawrence,Joseph (Monmouth) 
Lawson, John Grant 

Lee, ArthurH(Hants.,Fareh’m 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh- Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leveson-Gower,FrederickN.S. 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long,Col. CharlesW (Evesham 
Long, RtHn Walter(Bristol,S. ) 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowe; Francis William 
Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale) 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 

Lucas, Col. Francis( Lowestoft) 
Lucas, ReginaldJ. (Portsmouth 
Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
Macartney, RtHnW.G. Ellison 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
Maconochie, A. W. 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Calmont, Col. H. LB(Cambs. 
M‘Calmont,Col.J.(Antrim;E. ) 
M‘Iver, Sir Lewis (Edin., W.) 
M‘Killop, James(Stirlingshire) 
Majendie, James A. H 
Malcolm, Ian 

Maple, Sir John Blundell 
Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Massey- Mainwaring, Hn. W. F. 
Maxwell,RtHn.SirHE(Wigt’n 
Maxwell, W.J.H.(Dumtriessh. 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 
Middlemore, John T. 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Milner, Rt. Hn. SirFrederickG. 
Milton, Viscount 

Milward, Colonel Victor 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) | 
Moore, William (Antrim, N.) | 
Morgan,DavidJ(Walth’mst’w | 
Morgan, Hn.F.(Monmouthsh. 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morris, Hon. Martin Henry F. | 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton,ArthurH. A( Deptford) 
Mount, William Arthur | 
Mowbray, Sir Rbt. Gray C. 
Muntz, Philip A. 

Murray, Rt. Hn. A. G. (Bute) | 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath | 
Myers, William Henry 
Newdigate, Francis Alexander 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
O’Neill, Hn. Robt. Torrens 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Pease,Herb. Pike (Darlington 
Peel, Hon. Wm. Rbt. Wellesley | 
Pemberton, John S. G. 
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Penn, John 

Percy, Earl 

Pierpoint, Robert 
Pilkington, Lt.-Col. Richard 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edw. 
Purvis, Robert 

Pym, C. Guy 

Quilter, Sir Cuthbert 
Randles, John S. 

Rankin, Sir James 

Ratcliffe, R. F. 

Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Renwick, George 
Ridley, Hn. M. W. (Stalybridge 
Ridley,S. Forde(BethnalGreen 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney 
Robinson, Brooke 

Rolleston, Sir John F, L. 
Ropner, Colonel Robert 
Rothschild,Hn. Lionel Walter 
Round, James 

Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Sadler, Col. SamuelAlexander 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Saunderson, Rt. Hn. Col. E.J. 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W. 
Seely, Chas. Hilton (Lincoln) 
Shaw-Stewart,M.H.( Renfrew 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Skewes Cox, Thomas 

Smith, Abel H. (Hertford, E.) 
Smith, HCNorth’mb. Tyneside 
Smith, JamesParker (Lanarks 
Spear, John Ward 
Stanley, Hn. Arthur(Ormskirk 
Stanley, Edward J. (Somerset) 
Stanley, Lord (Lancs.) 
Stewart,SirMarkJ. M‘Taggart 
Stirling-Maxwell, SirJohn M. 
Stock, James Henry 
Stroyan, John 

Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot,Rt. Hn.J.G(Oxf'dUniv 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw.Murray 
Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Tuke, Sir John Batty 
Valentia, Viscount 

Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 


| Walker, Col. William Hall 


Warde, Colonel C. E. 
Wason, JohnCathcart(Orkney 


| Webb, Col. William George 
| Welby,Lt.-Cl.A.CE.(Taunton 


Welby, Sir Chas. G. E. (Notts 
Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon- 


| Wharton, Rt. Hn. John Lloyd 


Whiteley, H.(Ashton u. Lyne) 


| Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
| Williams, Col. R. (Dorset) 


Williams,Rt. Hn. J. P. (Birm. 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wills, Sir Frederick 
Wilson,A.Stanley( York,E. R.) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
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Wilson-Todd, Wim. H.(Yorks.) 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn.E. R.( Bath 















































Wrightson, Sir Thoinas 


Abraham, William(Cork,N.E. 
Abraham, William (Rhondda) 
Allen,CharlesP(Glouce. Stroud 
Asher, Alexander 

Ashton, Thomas Gair 

Barry, E. (Cork, 5.) 

Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Bell, Richard 

Black, Alexander William 
Boland, John 

Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Brige, Jolin 

Brown,George M.( Edinburgh) 
Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Brvee, Rt. Hon. James 
Burke, E. Haviland 

Burt, Thomas 

Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Rolert 

‘ampbell, John (Armagh, 5.) 
‘aew, James Laurence 
‘arvill, PatrickGreo. Hamilton 
‘awley, Frederick 

Shanning, Francis Allston 
‘hurchill, Winston Speacer 
Janey, John Joseph 

‘olville, John 

‘ondon, Thomas Joseph 
‘raig, Robert Hunter 

rean, Eugene 

‘remer, William Randal 
‘uallinan, J. 

Daly, James 

Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Delany, William 

Dewar, John A. (Inverness-sh. 
Dillon, John 

Doogan, a 

Dunean, James H. 

Duaon, Sir William 

Edwards, Frank 

Klibank, Master of 

Evans, Samuel T.(Gdamorgan 
Parquharson, Dr. Robert 
Farrell, James Patrick 
Fenwick, Charles 

french, Peter 

Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Fuller, J. M,°F. 

Furness, Sir Christopher 
Gilhooly, James 

Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Griffith, Ellis J. 


( rurdon, Sir W. 


a we ae ee ee 


~ 


Brampton 


Resolved, that it 


and buildings ; that a 


men ; 





Wortley, Rt. Hn. C.B.Stuart- | 


army corps be organised in 
Kingdom, with the requisite staff, stores, 
, Rese rve for the 
Militia be enrolled not exceeding 50,000 | 
that the establishment of the! for Monday next. 





{COMMONS} 


Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Young,Commander (Berks, E. ) 
Younger, William 


NOES. 
Hardie,J. Keir (MerthyrTydv’] 


Harrington, Timothy 
Hayden, John Patrick 


Hayne, Rt. Hn. Charles Seale- | 


Hayter, Rt.Hon.Sir Arthur D. 
Healy, Timothy Michael 
Helne, Norval Watson 
Hobhouse,C’. E. H.( Bristol, E.) 
Holland, William Henry 
Hope,John Deans (Fife, West) 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Jameson, Major J. Eustace 
Joicey, Sir James 

Jones, David Brynmor(Swans'a 
Jones, Wm. (Carnarvonshire) 
Joyee, Michael 
Kinloc!,SirJohnGeorgeSmyth 
Labouchere, Henry 

Lambert, George 


* Layland-Barratt, Francis 


Leamy, Edmund 
eizh, Sir Joseph 
y, Maurice 

iv, Thomas 
undon, W. 
MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
MaeNeill, John Gordon Swift 
M‘Crae, George 
M‘Dermott, Patrick 
M‘Kkenna, Reginald 
M‘Laren, Charles Benjamin 
Manstield, Horace Rendall 
Mather, William 
Mellor, Rt. Hn. John William 
Mooney, John J. 
Morgan, J. Lioyd(Carmarthen 
Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 
Morton, Edw.J. C. (Devonport 
Marphy, J. 
Nannetti, Joseph P. 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Norton, Capt. Ceeil William 
() Brien, Nendal(Tipperry Mid 
OBrien, Patrick (hilkenny) 
O'Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
Q) Connor, Jas. ( Wicklow, W.) 
(Connor, T. P. (Liverpcol) 
O'Donnell, John (Mayo, 8.) 
(Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
‘?’ Dowd, John 
O'Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
(Kelly, Jas. (Roscommon, N.) 
(Malley, William 
O'Mara, James 
(Shanghnessy, P. J. 
O'Shee, James John 


L 
Les 
L 
L 





is expedient that six) Yeomanry be 
and 
enrolled for garrison service. 


the United | 35,000 ; 


Adjourned at a quarter aiter One of the clock. 
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TELLERS FOR THE AYEs. 


Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


Palmer, Sir Chas. M.(Durham 
Partington, Oswald 

Paulton, James Mellor 
Pearson, Sir Weetman D. 
Pease, Alfred E. (Cleveland) 
Pease, SirJoseph W.( Durham) 
Pirie, Duncan V. 

Power, Patrick Joseph 
Price, Robert John 
Priestley, Arthur 

Rea, Russell 

Reckitt, Harold James 
Reddy, M. 

Redmond, John E.( Waterford) 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Rickett, J. Compton 
Roberts, John H. (Denbichs.) 
Roe, Sir Thomas 

Samuel, 8. M. (Whitechapel) 
Scott, Chas. Prestwich( Leigh) 
Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 

Smith, Samuel (Flint) 
Sullivan, Donal 

Tavlor, Theodore Cooke 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, A. (Glamorgan, E.) 
Thomas, David A. (Merthyr) 
Thomas, F. Freeman-( Hastings 
Thomas,J. A(GV nr rganGower 
Thomson, Ff. W. (York, W. R. 
‘Tromkinson, James 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Tully, Jasper 

Ure, Alexander 

Wallace, Robert 

Walton, Joseph { Barnsley 
Warner, Thos. Courtenay T. 
Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan 
White, George Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
White, Patrick (Meath, North) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax 
Whittaker, Thomas Paliner 
Williams, «'smond (Merioneth 
Wilson, Henry J.(York, W.R. 
Wilson, John (Durham Mid) 
W oodhouse, SirJ T( Huddersf’d 
Young Samuel (Cavan, East) 
Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES 


Sir Thomas Esmonde and 
Captain Donelan. 


rom 12.000 to 
it regiments be 


raised f 
that cic] 


on] 


FISHERIES (IRELAND) BILL. 
Read a second, time, and committed 
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HOUSE OF LORDS. 
Friday, 17th May, 1901. 


EARL OF ARRAN . 


Ordered and directed, by the Lords 
Spiritual and Temporal in Parliament 
assembled, That a Certificate be sent by 
the Clerk of the Parliaments to the Clerk 
of the Crown in Ireland, stating that the 
Lord Chancellor of the United Kingdom 
has reported to the House of Lords that 
the right of the Earl of Arran to vote 











-at the elections of Representative Peers 
for Ireland has been established to the 
atisfaction of him the said Lord 
Chancellor; and that the House ot 
Lords has ordered such report to be sent 
to the said Clerk of the Crown in Ireland. 
‘4nd it is hereby also Ordered, That 
the said Report of the said Lord Chancellor 
be sent to the Clerk of the Crown in 
Ireland. 





PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


The LorD CHANCELLOR acquainted the 


had laid upon the Table the Certificates 


from the Examiners that the further 


Standing Orders applicable to the follow- 
ing Bills have been complied with— 


Horley Distriet Gas. 

Long Ea:on Gas. 

Tees Valley Water Board. 

Wells Corporation Water. 

Glasgow and Renfrew District Railway 
Transfer. 


, Also the Certificate that the Standing 


Orders applicable to the following Bill 

have been complied with : 

Gas and Water Orders Confirmation 
[H.L. ]. 


The same were ordered to lie on the 
Table. 


LEEDS CORPORATION WATER BILL 
[u.L.]. 


A witness ordered to attend the Select 


: Committee. 


SOUTH LANCASHIRE TRAMWAYS BILL 


[H.L.]. 
Reported from the Select Committee 


with Amendments. 
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BROADSTAIRS AND ST. PETER’S WATER 
AND IMPROVEMENT BILL [u.1.]. 
Reported from the Select Committee 

with Amendments. 


LONDON BRIDGE WIDENING BILL. 
RODGERS’ PATENT BILL [1.1.]. 
Reported with Amendments. 


RIPON CORPORATION BILL [1.1.}. 


Report from the Select Committee, 
That the Committee had not proceeded 
with the consideration of the Bill, the 
opposition thereto having been withdrawn; 
read, and ordered to lie on the Table ; 
the orders made on the 8th March and 
2nd May last discharged ; and Bill com- 
mitted. 





MIDLAND RAILWAY BILL. 
Report from the Select Committee, 
That the Committee had not proceeded 
with the consideration of the Bill, the 
opposition thereto having been withdrawn; 





House that the Clerk of the Parliaments | 


read, and ordered to lie on the Table ; 
the orders made on the 3rd and 6th May 
last discharged ; and Bill committed for 
Monday next. 


CARDIFF RAILWAY BILL [n.1.]. 


Committee (on Re-commitment) to 
meet on Monday next; Leave given to 
the Committee, if they think fit, to in- 
sert certain agreed amendments. 


DERWENT VALLEY WATER BOARD 
BILL. 


THAMES DEEP-WATER DOCK BILL 
Read 2%, and committed. 


POULTON-LE-FYLDE GAS BILL [u.1.} 


CHESTER CORPORATION TRAMWAYS. 
BILL [u.1.]. 


LONDON, ‘BRIGHTON, AND SOUTH 
COAST RAILWAY BILL [u.1.}. 


Read 3a, and passed, and sent to the 
Commons. 


ST. epics HOSPITAL BILL 
[H.L. J. 


SOUTHPORT WATER (TRANSFER) 
BILL [...]. 
WESTON-SUPER-MARE GAS BILL [a.1.]- 


GREAT SOUTHERN AND WESTERN 
RAILWAY BILL [x1]. 
Read 3, and passed, and sent to the 
Commons. 
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HONLEY URBAN DISTRICT COUNCIL , Act, 1899, Section 9) deemed to have 
(GAS) BILL. been read 2%; and reported from the 
Read 3+, and passed. Committee. Bills to be read 3¢ on 
Monday next. 
ALDERSHOT GAS AND WATER BILL. ——— 





CALEDONIAN RAILWAY BILL. RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
CLEVELAND AND DURHAM COUNTY ne 
ELECTRIC POWER BILL. TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 


No. 2595. Japan. 

No. 2596. France (Brest). 

SGD: No. 2597. Italy (Lombardy). 
LANCASHIRE AND YORKSHIRE RAIl-| No, 9598. Spain (Bilbao and District), 


KETTERING URBAN DISTRICT WATER 


LL. 


WAY (VARIOUS POWERS) BILL. No. 2599. Greece (the Cyclates). 
LLANDRINDOD WELLS URBAN DIS-| No. 2600. France (Nice). 
TRICT COUNCIL WATER BILL. No. 2601. China (Hankow). 
LONDON COUNTY COUNCIL (GENE- a 
RAL POWERS) BILL. NAVIGATION AND SHIPPING. 
LONDON RIVERSIDE FISH MARKET| , Annual statement of navigation and 
BILL. shipping of the United Kingdom for the 


year 1900. 
RICHMOND GAS BILL. ye 
ARMY. 


sT 1D GAS ILL. 
— we a Return of Military Forces in South 


Brought from the Commons ; read 1¢ ; | Africa, 1899-1901 (in continuation of 
and referred to the Examiners. | [Cd. 462.}). 








GRANGEMOUTH WATER PROVISIONAL| _ Presented (by command), and ordered 
ORDER CONFIRMATION BILL [u1.]. | to lie on the Table. 
| 


SCOTTISH PROVIDENT INSTITUTION | Gag anp w: i sali al 
na, Geek conmmma-|o oo YA Veen PAciieees 


TION BILL [u.1.]. P 
: Reports by the Board of Trade as to 
FOLKESTONE CORPORATION BILL [1.1-]. | dispensing with the consent— 
Returned from the Commons, agreed | I. OF the Pinner Parish Council. ix 
aris : 
to. the case of the Pinner Gas Pro- 
visional Order. 
II. Of the Horsham Urban District 





ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 6) BILL [#.1.}. 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL | Council, in the case of the Horsham 
ORDERS (No. 7) BILL [H.1.}. | Gas Provisional Order. 
Committed ; the Committees tobe pro-| Laid before the House (pursuant to 
posed by the Committee of Selection. | Act), and ordered to lie on the Table. 
| 


EDUCATION BOARD PROVISIONAL | i Pamir 
ORDER CONFIRMATION (ACTON) | yyy D 
BILL [1]. | NEW BILLS. 

Committed to a Committee of the | 

Whole House on Monday next. 


| 
| — 
|PRIVATE LEGISLATION PROCEDURE 
| (IRELAND) BILL [u.1.]. 

FALKIRK AND DISTRICT TRAMWAYS| A Bill to provide for improv ing and 
ORDER CONFIRMATION BILL. (No. 81.) | extending the procedure for obtaining 


ARDROSSAN HARBOUR ORDER CON- Parliamentary powers by way of Pro- 
FIRMATION BILL. (No 82.) visional Orders in matters relating to 
AYR HARBOUR ORDER CONFIRMATION | [teland, was al by the Earl of 
BILL. (No. 83.) Mayo; read 1%; and to be printed. 

(No. 77.) 





HIGHLAND RAILWAY ORDER CONFIR- | 
MATION BILL. (No. 84.) | CONVOCATIONS OF THE CLERGY BILL 
Brought from the Commons; read 14; | [H.L.]. 


to be printed; and (pursuant to the | A Bill to declare the law in regard to 
Private Legislation Procedure (Scotland) | the reform of the Convocations of Canter- 
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401 Habitual Drunkards 


bury and York, and to make provision 
for joint sittings of the said Convocations, 
was presented by the Lord Archbishop of 
Canterbury ; read 1¢; and to be printed. 
No. 78.) 





HABITUAL DRUNKARDS BILL [a.1.]. 


‘Order of the day for the House to be 
put into Committee read. 


My Lords, in moving that the House 
resolve itself into Committee on this Bill, 
[should like to explain my own position 
with reference to the measure of which 
[ have hitherto been the sponsor. 
Whether I am to remain sponsor or not 
[do not very clearly understand. Your 
lordships may remember that when, 
two months ago, I moved the Second 
Reading of the Bill I expressed an earnest 
hope that it might be possible for His 
Majesty's Government to take over the 
Bill, be responsible for it, and practically 
make it their own. I am exceedingly 
gad to find that the Government have 
ound it possible to do this, and, though 
there are only a few lines remaining of 
the actual wording of the Bill I intro- 
duced, the changes are changes of form 
rather than of substance, and, on the 
whole, the measure as redrafted is, in 
my judgment, improved and not injured. 
Speaking generally, I desire to say that 
| gratefully accept the changes which 
have been made in the Bill, and especially 
the additional clauses inserted by the 


two verbal points upon which criticism 
nay be desirable. It may not un- 


changes and additions are regarded, as 
they are, by myself and those responsible 


were they not inserted by us in the first 
Finstance? I think I made that point 
dear on the Second Reading stage. Our 
intention was to follow the advice given, 


burdened it with the additional clauses 
low contained in the Government 
} Amendments would have been, for a pri- 
vate Member, to ruin the prospects of 
the measure. Again, some of these 
\mendments and additions are of a 









he had the information and the other 
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| facilities possessed hy the Home Office. 


*THE LorD Bishop or WINCHESTER: | 


Government, though there are one or’ 
uaturally be asked, however, why, if these | 


fr the old Bill as improvements, why | 


J nd to produce a short Bill, and to have, 
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As they now stand I welcome them, and 
I trust that the Bill in its amended form, 
roughly speaking, may become law 
during the present session. 


Moved, That the House do now resolve 
itself into Committee on the said Bill.— 
(The Lord Bishop of Winchester.) 


Viscount CROSS: My Lords, I am 
sure the House ought to be grateful to 
the right rev. Prelate for having brought 
this question forward in the practical 
shape of a Bill that can be discussed. I 
am glad to hear that His Majesty’s 
Government are disposed to take charge 
of the Bill, and to improve it as far as it 
needs improving. I would call attention, 
however, to one fact in connection with 
the Bill, because I think that a new 
practice is being introduced which is 
inconvenient to the House and to the 
country. If your Lordships will look 
at the Bill you will see that the proposal 
of the Government is to strike out the 
whole of the first clause except the words 
‘““where a person is convicted,” and to 
insert a perfectly new clause. The whole 
of Clause 2, with the exception of the 
words “ where the husband of a married 
woman is an habitual drunkard,’’ are to 
be deleted, and a totally new clause 
introduced. So it is with the third and 
fourth clauses. By their Amendments, 
the Government have left only about 
five lines of the original Bill intact. I 
think your Lordships will see the incon- 
venience of this practice. The original 
Bill has been before the country, has been 
discussed at quarter sessions and else- 
where, and now it is proposed in Com- 
mittee practically to frame a new measure. 
It would be very much better if the 
Government had introduced a Bill of 
their own, and had not cut out the whole 
of the right rev. Prelate’s Bill and sub- 
stituted something entirely different. 


'It would be most inconvenient if this 


practice became general. 


THe Eart or MAYO: My Lords, I 
have hesitated, under the circumstances, 
to put down any Amendment to this Bill, 
but I hope that His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment will consider the advisability of 


tind which no one could well draft unless | applying the Bill to Ireland. I think it 


would be of great benefit there. 
P9 





Bill. 
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Lorp MONTEAGLE or BRANDON : | have been quite possible to move Amend- 
I should like to support from this side of | ments which would have introduced the 
the House the suggestion of the noble | proposals of the Government without 
Earl. In my judgment, there is no | cutting out so much of the Bill as is now 
reason why the Bill should not be applied | proposed ;_ but, after consideration, the 
to Ireland. The law ought to be the | Home Secretary decided that it would be 
same in both countries, and I hope His | better to make the Bill a complete one, 
Majesty’s Government will consider the | and to draft it in such a way as to carry 
suggestion. {out fully his proposals. The Amend- 





. |ments do not in any way touch the 
Lorp BELPER: My Lords, in reply | principle of the Bill. They alter the pro- 


| cedure in some respects and make it more 
|complete ; but, in addition, the Govern- 
ment propose clauses to which they 
attach very great importance, and which 
/were not contained in the right rev. 
Prelate’s Bill. If your Lordships adopt 
the Amendments which I have to make, 
it is the intention of the Government 
to take up the Bill in the other House 
'as a Government measure and _ press it 
forward as their own. It does not lie in 
my province to express any opinion as to 
whether or not it would have been 
better that the Bill should have been 
reintroduced as a fresh Bill. All I can 
say is, that I shall be most happy to give 
every opportunity for Amendments to 
be moved to the Bill at a subsequent 
stage. I hope the House will agree that 
the course which the Government have 
pursued has at all events been in the true 
‘interests of the passing of the measure, 
and that the chances of this Bill will be 
more favourable in another place than 
would be the case if the Government 
had waited till a later period in the 
session to introduce a Bill of their own. 


*EarL SPENCER: My Lords, I agree 
with the noble Viscount as to the incon- 
venience of the course followed by His 


to the remarks of the right rev. Prelate 
and my noble friend Lord Cross, I will 
explain the position of the Government 
in regard to this Bill. It will be in the 
recollection of your Lordships that this 
subject was referred to in the King’s 
Speech, and on behalf of the Home Secre- 
tary I have to say that in accordance with 
that announcement a Bill was prepared 
which my right hon. friend was anxious 
to introduce in the other House. When 
the Bishop of Winchester introduced his 
two Bills I then explained on behalf of the 
Government that the Government would 
aecept the Bills with certain modifica- 
tions, and that the Bills would be made 
not only to cover the ground which was 
covered by the right rev. Prelate’s Bill, 
but in many respects would go consider- 
ably further. I also stated that, as far as 
procedure permitted, the Government 
were very anxious to introduce a Bill in 
the other House. Since that time the 
Home Secretary has not been able to get 
an opportunity of introducing the Bill, 
and I now acknowledge the courtesy 
shown by the right rev. Prelate in post- 
poning the consideration of his Bill, so as 
to allow the proposals of the Government 
to be laid before Parliament as well as his 
own. 
not permitting the Government to intro- 
duce their own measure, it was decided, 
after full consideration, that it would be 
the most desirable and convenient course 


to graft the recommendations of the | 


Government Bill on the right rev. 
Prelate’s Bill applying to the same sub- 
ject. It is quite true that the Amend- 


ments which I shall have to move practi- | 
cally cut out a great proportion of the | 


right rev. Prelate’s measure. 
Viscount CROSS: They cut out the 
whole of it. 


Lorp BELPER: But they do not 
affect the principle of the Bill. It would 


But the state of public business | 


tions of the Bill, which is most unusual, 


very remarkable, and which should not | 
In the § 
gracious Speech from the Throne His | 


be accepted as a_ precedent. 





Majesty’s Government in their altera- | 


; 


Majesty, on the recommendation of His | 
| Ministers, no doubt, stated that a Bill on | 
‘this subject was to be introduced by | 


iment have 


is Government, but instead of intro- | 
ducing that Bill His Majesty’s Goverr- | 
entirely remodelled—not, | 


| perhaps, in principle, but in detail—the 
| Bill of the right rev. Prelate. How will | 


‘this Bill be described 2 Will it be called | 


‘the right rev. Prelate’s Bill or the Bill of 
|the Government ? I wish to know why 
the noble Marquess should not be content 
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with his own lay garments instead of 
assuming the lawn sleevesof the Episcopal 
Bench. The noble Lord who represents 
the Home Office said the Home Secretary 
would not have time to introduce the 
measure in another place. 


Lord BELPER: I said he had not 
yet had the opportunity. 


*EarL SPENCER: It may be difficult 
for the Government to introduce a Bill 
in the other House ; but that difficulty 
does not exist here. In the Speech from 
the Throne it is never stated in which 
House the Bill is to be introduced. I 
think it would have been much more 
dignified and more in accordance with 
precedent if the Government had intro- 
duced a Bill of their own instead of merely 
altering the Bill of the Bishop of Win- 
chester. 


THe PRIME MINISTER anp LORD 
PRIVY SEAL (The Marquess of Sa.is- 
puRY): The view of the noble Earl is 
somewhat punctilious. I have some 
difficulty in arguing with him, because I 
do not know precisely of what he com- 
plains. The point of difference seems to 
be very insignificant ; and if the noble 
Earl wishes for an apology I will give him 
a bushel of them. I have no particular 
prejudice in favour of the course 
which has been pursued, though under 
the circumstances it seemed the more 
convenient one. I will acknowledge that 
I rather wished to push into the fore- 
ground the fact that, by a strange chance, 
I was able to find myself in agreement 
with the right rev. Prelate. It was 
rather a satisfaction to know that for 
once we could, if I may use a vulgar 
phrase, pullin the same boat. But if the 
noble Earl wishes for any reparation, I 
shall be very glad to give him it ; and 
perhaps he would like some entry made 
upon the journals of this House to point 
out to future generations that this course 
which we have adopted is not to be taken 
asa precedent. I donot think it will have 
much effect, either upon the probability 
of this measure taking its place on the 
Statute-book or upon the destinies of 
His Majesty’s subjects, if it is placed 
there. Beyond this expression of opinion 
I find no material for continuing the 
discussion with the noble Earl. 
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On Question agreed to; House in 
Committee accordingly. 


Clause 1 :— 


Lorp BELPER: The main difference 
between the clause as proposed in the 
Bill and the words of the Amendment is 
that the Bill confines the power of mak- 
ing an order of detention to courts of 
summary Jurisdiction, while the Amend- 
ment follows the scheme of the Inebriates 
Act of 1898, and would enable any 
court before whom the offender is tried 
to make an order and send the notice. 
The clause at present contains a list of 
offences connected with drunkenness, on 
conviction of which, after a specified 
number of times, an order may be made 
declaring the offender to be an habitual 
drunkard. The amended clause con- 
fines the order to cases in which the 
court is of opinion that an order of 
detention could be made under Sectior. 
1 or 2 of the Inebriates Act, 1898. It 
has been thought much more convenient 
to adhere, in a new matter of this sort. to 
the limits of that Act, and not to make a 
new definition of the term “ habitual 
drunkard.” The Bill proposed that the 
court should determine within what 
area the offender should not be served by 
licence-holders. The Amendment does 
not specify any area, but leaves the 
serving of notices to licence-holders to 
the discretion of the police. The Bill 
provided for the serving of notices to 
holders of both on and off licences ;_ but 
the amended clause will be confined to 
on-licences only. The Bill proposed a 
penalty for the publican who served an 
habitual drunkard; and the amended 
clause will extend the penalty also to the 
habitual drunkard who asks to be served. 
But, practically, the clause in the Bill 
and the Amendment of the Government 
proceed on the same lines. 


Amendment moved— 


‘In Clause 1, page 1, line 5, to leave out 
from ‘ convicted,’ to the end of the clause, and 
to insert ‘of any offence under circumstances 
in which the court is of opinion that an order 
of detention could be made under Section 1 or 
Section 2 of the Inebriates Act, 1898, then, 
whether an order of detention is made or not, 
the court shall order that notiee of the con- 
viction, with such particulars as may be pre- 
scribed by a Secretary of State, be sent to the 
police authority (within the meaning of the 
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Police Act, 1890) for the police area in which 
the court is situate. 


‘*(2) Where a court in pursuance of this Act 
orders notice of a conviction to be sent to a 
police authority, the court shall inform the 
convicted person that the notice is to be so 
sent ; and— 


(a) if the convicted person within three 


years after the date of the conviction | 


purchases or attempts to purchase any 
intoxicating liquor at any licensed 


premises on which intoxicating liquor is | 


authorised to be consumed he shall be 
liable, on summary conviction, to a fine 
not exceeding, for the first offence, 


twenty shillings, and for any subse- | 


quent offence forty shillings ; and 

(6) if the holder of any licence authorising 
the consumption of intoxicating liquor 
upon the premises within that period 
knowingly sells or allows any person to 
sell intoxicating liquor to, or for the 
consumption of, any such person, he 
shall be liable, on summary conviction, 
for the first offence, to a fine not exceed- 
ing ten pounds, and for any subsequent 
offence in respect of the same person 
twenty pounds.’”—(Jord Belper.) 


*TuE Lorp Bishop or WINCHESTER : 
There is no difference between the 
views of the noble Lord and my own 
as to the substance of the clause, 
but there are one or two verbal Amend- 
ments which I should like to see made. 
I imagine that it would be better that 
verbal questions should be reserved for 
the Standing Committee, and I propose 
to take that course. 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 


Clause 1, as amended, agreed to. 


Clause 2 :— 

Lord BELPER: The object of this 
clause is to make habitual drunkenness a 
ground on which a separation order may 
be granted. The clause as it at present 
stands provides that where the husband 
of a married woman is an_ habitual 
drunkard within the meaning of the 
Act, the Summary Jurisdiction (Married 
Women) Act, 1895, shall apply in like 
manner as if he had been guilty of per- 
sistent cruelty to her. While the clause 
in the Bill only gives protection to the 
wife, the Amendment will extend the 
protection to the husband. 


Amendment moved— 


“In Clause 2, page 2, line 27, to leave out 
from ‘drunkard’ to the end of the clause, | 
and to insert ‘as defined by Section three of | 
1 


{LORDS} 
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the Habitual Drunkards Act, 1879, the 
| married woman shall be entitled to apply for 
an order under the Summary Jurisdiction 
(Married Women) Act, 1895, and that Act 
| shall apply accordingly. he 

| (2) Where the wife of a married man is an 
habitual drunkard as defined by Section three. 
of the Habitual Drunkards Acts, 1879, the 
married man shall be entitled to apply toa 
court of summary jurisdiction for an order 
under this sub-section, and on any such 
application the court may make one or more 
orders containing all or any of the following 
particulars :— 

(a) A provision that the applicant be 
no longer bound to cohabit with his 
wife (which provision while in force shall 
have the effect in all respects of a 
decree of judicial separation on the 
ground of cruelty) ; 

(b) A provision for the legal custody of 
any children of the marriage ; 

(c) A provision that the applicant shall 
| pay to his wife personally, or for her use 
toany officer of the court or other person 
on her behalf, such weekly sum not ex- 
ceeding two pounds as the court, having 
regard to the means both of the appli- 
cant and his wife, consider reasonable ; 
(d) A provision for payment by the 
| applicant or his wife, or both of them, 
of the costs of the court, and such 
| reasonable costs of either parties as the 
| court may think fit. 
| Subject to the foregoing provisions, the Sum- 
; mary Jurisdiction (Married Women) Act, 
| 1895, shall apply to an application and order 
,under this sub-section in like manner as it 
applies to an application and order under that 
Act, except that for references to a married 
woman and her husband shall be substituted 
references to a married man and his wife.’”’ 


—(Lord Belper). 


*TuHE Lorp Bishop or WINCHESTER: 
The difference between the clause and 
the Amendment is very large; but the 
| promoters of the Bill not only accept, 
| but most cordially welcome, the proposal 
| to give protection to a husband who has 
‘the misfortune to have a wife who isan 
‘habitual drunkard. The addition is 
eminently right, and I have had letters 
from every part of the country asking 
for it. The proposal was not included 
in the Bill simply because it was beyond 
my wit or power, with the limited 
materials at my command, to devise 
phraseology which would carry out such 
an amendment of the law. I am exceed- 
ingly glad the clause has been extended 
by His Majesty’s Government. 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 


Clause 2, as amended, agreed to. 
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Clause 3 :— 





the age of six years. 
the age is extended to seven years, and 
the word “apparently ” is introduced, 
because there would be no means of | 
ascertaining at the time of arrest whether 
the child was under the age of seven or 
not. 
was inflicted the age would have to be 
proved. It is thought desirable to give 
this power of arrest, even though it may 
turn out that the child was not under the | 
age of seven, 

Amendment moved— 

“In Clause 3, page 2, line 33, to leave out 
atter 
insert ‘apparently under the 
years, he may be apprehended. and shall, if 
the child is under that age, be liable on sum- 
mary conviction to a fine not exceediug forty | 
shillings, or toimprisonment, with or w vithout | 
hard labour, for any period not exceeding one | 
month. (2) If the child appears to the court 
to be under the age of seven, the child shall, 
for the purposes of this section, be deemed to 
be under that age unless the contrary is 
proved. (3) The offence under this section 
shall be included in the list of offences in the | 
First Schedule to the Inebriates Act, 1898.’ ””— 
(Lord Belper.) 


THe Earn or CAMPERDOWN : 
the Amendment is adopted the clause 
will read: If any person is found drunk 
in any highway or other public place | 
while having the charge of a child appar- | 
ently under the age of seven years “ he ”’ | 
may be apprehended. Is it intended to| 
limit this penalty to males? The clause | 
as it now stands refers to both sexes. I, 
should like to ask a further question— 
namely, What will become of the child 
while the offender in undergoing im- 
prisonment ? 


Lorp BELPER: I understand that 
the terms of the clause will include 
females in charge of children as well as 
males. 


or CAMPERDOWN : 


does not include a female ? 


E ARL 
“he” 


THE 








Surely 


Lorp BELPER: Under the General 
Interpretation Act “he” includes “ she.”’ 


{17 May 1901} 


LorD BELPER : This clause authorises 
the arrest of any person found drunk 
while having the charge of a child under 
By the Amendment 


If | 


| 





[am not prepared to answer the noble 
Earl’s second question, but I suppose 


\ Its object is to shift, to a certain extent, 
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| provision will be made for the child in the 
ordinary way. 


410 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 
Clause 3, as amended, agreed to. 
Lorp BELPER: The object of the 


new clause standing in my name is to 
give effect to the recommendation of the 


; | Royal Commission, who suggested that 
Of course, before any punishment | y 88 


there should be power of arrest in the case 
of a person who is merely drunk in a 
| public place, and not, as now, only in the 


‘case of a person who is drunk and dis- 


orderly. Under the Act of 1872 it is 


/ an offence for a person to be drunk in a 
' public place, but he can only be prose- 
| cuted 
US ' clause will give power of arrest. 
‘child’ to the end of the clause, and to | ; “ I 
age of seven | 


This 


by means of a summons. 


Amendment moved— 


“To insert as a new clause after Clause 3, 
‘If a person is found drunk in any highway 
or other public place, whether a building or 
not, or on any licensed premises, and appears 
to be incapable of taking care of himself, he 


| may be apprehended and proceedings may be 


taken against him for the offence.”—Lord 


Belper.) 
On Question, new clause agreed to. 


Lorp BELPER: There has been some 
question as to whether persons convicted 
of drunkenness can be required to give 
security for good behaviour. Sir John 
Bridge, when chief magistrate of the 
metropolis, occasionally used this power 
with very great advantage, but other 
magistrates have taken a different view 
and have not considered that the power 
existed. This clause has been introduced 
to make that matter clear. 


Amendment moved— 

‘‘To insert as a new ciause, ‘Where 
a person is convicted of any offence 
mentioned in the list of offences contained in 
the First Schedule to the Inebriates Act, 1898, 
as amended by this Act, the court may, either 
in addition to or in substitution for any other 
penalty, order the offender to enter into a 
recognisance and find sureties to be of good 
behaviour.”—(Lord Belper.) 


On Question, new clause agreed to. 


Lorp BELPER: The next Amend- 
ment carries out the recommendation 
of both parties on the Royal Commission. 
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the onus of proof. At present the prose- 
cution has to show that the licensed 
person did not take all reasonable steps 
for preventing drunkenness on the 
premises ; but the new clause will compel 
the licensed person to show that he took 
all reasonable steps. 


Amendment moved— 

“‘To insert as a new clause, ‘Where a 
licensed person is charged with permitting 
drunkenness on his premises, and it is proved 
that any person was drunk on his premises, it 
shall lie on the licensed person to prove thathe 
and the persons employed by him took all 
reasonable steps for preventing drunkenness on 
the premises.’ ”—(Lord Belper.) 


Lorp HENEAGE: I should like to 
ask the noble Lord what he means by 
the words ‘ took all reasonable steps for 
preventing drunkenness on thepremises.”’ 
Does he mean that the licensed person 
must prove that he did not serve the man 
with liquor after he believed him to be 
drunk, or that he did his best to have him 
removed ? The clause might work very 
unjustly. There are a number of small 
public-houses and beer-houses in the 
country in the hands of labourers who 
are at work all day. How is the wife, 
in such a case, to prove that she took all 
reasonable steps to prevent drunkenness 
on her premises if the police look in and 
find a man drunk there ? 


Lorp BELPER: I think it would be 
very indiscreet on my part to attempt to 
define the word “reasonable” in all 
eases. The very object of using the 
word is that the justices before whom 
the case is brought may form their own 
opinion as to whether the steps taken 
were reasonable or not. 


On Question, new clause agreed to. 


Clause 4 :— 
Lorp BELPER: It is the universal 


opinion that the existing system of en- 
dorsing convictions on licences has not 
proved successful, and my Amendment 
to Clause 4, by doing away with that 
system, gives effect to a recommendation 
of both parties on the Royal Commission. 
The Amendment proposes that a register 
shall be kept of all convictions, which shall 
always be before the magistrates when 
they have to come to a decision. Where 


Lord Belper. 
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a licensed person is convicted before any 
court of any offence committed by him 
as such, it will be the duty of the clerk 
of the licensing justices to enter notice of 
every such conviction on the register, and 
on any application for the grant, renewal, 
or transfer of a licence, the licensing 
justices are to have regard to any entries 
in the register of convictions relating 
either to the person by whom, or to the 
premises in respect of which, the licence 
is to be held. There is a further proviso 
that if the number of registered con- 
victions exceeds five within a period of 
five years, the licensing justices shall, 
if they grant the licence, record their 
reasons for so doing, and the police autho- 
rity are given power to oppose the con- 
firmation of the licence. 1 think it will 
be agreed that this is likely to work more 
fairly than the present system. 


Amendment moved — 


“In Clause 4, page 2, line 38, to leave out 
from ‘convicted’ to the end of the clause, and 
to insert ‘ before any court of any offence com- 
mitted by him as such, it shall be the duty of 
the clerk of the licensing justices to enter 
notice of every such conviction in the register 
of licences kept by him, and if the clerk of the 
court is not the clerk of the licensing justices, 
he shall forthwith send notice of the conviction 
to the clerk of the licensing justices. 

(2) Onany application for the grant, renewal, 
or transfer of a licence the licensing justices 
shall have regard to any entries in the register 
of convictions relating either to the person by 
whom, or to the premises in respect of which, 
the licence is to be held. 

(3) If the number of registered convictions 
relating to the person or to the premises, or 
either of them, exceeds five within a period of 
five years immediately preceding the licensing 
sessions, the licensing justices shall, if they 
grant, renew, or transfer the licence, record in 
writingon the register their reasons for sodoing, 
and the police authority (within the meaning 
of the Police Act, 1890) for the police area in 
which the licensing sessions are held, may, in 
the case of a new licence, oppose the confirma- 
tion of the licence, and, in the case of renewal 
or transfer, appeal against the decision of the 
licensing —. 

(4) It shall not be necessary to record any 
conviction on a licence.’ ”—(Lord Belper.) 


*TnE Lorp Bishop or WINCHESTER: 
I think Sub-section 3 of the proposed 
new clause requires careful consideration. 
As it stands, it would seem to imply that 
a new licence might be given to a man 
who had been convicted four times, or 
a licence renewed to a_public-house 
which had offended in a similar manner. 
I venture to think that no existing 
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bench of magistrates, without this clause, 
would think of granting or renewing a 
licence under those circumstances. But 
by this Amendment it would seem that 
five previous convictions are to be re- 
garded as necessary in order to make it 
undesirable for the magistrates to grant 
the licence. Speaking of the clause as 
a whole, I welcome it with all my heart. 
One very important provision in the origi- 
nal clause, to which the noble Lord has 
not referred, is cut out by the Amend- 
ment—namely, the section which pro- 
vides that— 

“When the court has power under this Act 

to impose a fine of twenty pounds on a licensed 
person, the court may, in its discretion, instead 
of imposing a fine, suspend the licence for any 
period not exceeding three months.” 
Iam quite aware that that would be a 
very drastic measure, but the majority 
as well as the minority of the Royal Com- 
mission distinctly recommended that the 
power of suspending licences should 
be given. 


*EarL STANHOPE: I hope that my 
noble friend will agree to the omission of 
Sub-section 8, which does not improve 
the existing law, and is liable to misin- 
terpretation. It would imply that the 
magistrates could not refuse the licence 
unless there had been five convictions. 


Lorp HENEAGE: I entirely agree 
with what has been said by the noble 
Earl who has just sat down. There are 
several objections to the sub-section. 
If a publican committed an offence once 
a year for four years, and then missed 
a year, he would escape scot-free, because 
he would not have been convicted five 
times in five years. The number of five 
offences is, I think, too many, and if the 
clause is to remain in the Bill, I shall 
move to substitute three. It is a very 
inconvenient sub-section, and I think 
the Government would do well to drop it. 


Lorp BELPER: The objections of 
the noble Lord opposite are based upon 
4 misconception of the meaning of the 
clause. The object of the clause is to 
do away with the endorsement of licences, 
and to provide that there shall be a record 
of the conviction in the register of 
licences. The matter will be considered, 
as at present, on each occasion, but if the 
magistrates do grant the licence after 
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five offences they are to explain their 
reasons for so doing, and there is to be 
an appeal against their decision. I will 
consider the suggestion of my noble 
friend Earl Stanhope as to the omission 
of the sub-section at a later stage of the 
Bill, but for the present I must ask your 
Lordships to pass the clause in its existing 
form. 


Tue Eart or CAMPERDOWN : I do 
not know whether it is intended to do 
away with the endorsement of licences 
altoget her. 


Lorp BELPER: The clause says so. 


THe Eart or CAMPERDOWN : Ii 
the noble Lord will look at the clause 
he will see that it provides that, where 
a man is convicted of an offence, it shall 
be the duty of the clerk to enter notice 
of the conviction in the register ; but, 
with regard to the endorsement of the 
licence, all the clause says is that “ It 
shall not be necessary to record any con- 
viction on a licence.” I do not gather 
that the endorsement of licences is 
thereby altogether abolished. I think 
it would be better to omit Sub-section 3 
now, and bring up a new provision at a 
later stage. Under this sub-section five 
convictions would be necessary before 
the licensing justices could consider 
the matter. 


Lorp BELPER: Not at all. 
case they consider the matter. 


In every 


Tue Eart or CAMPERDOWN: Ac- 
cording to my reading of Sub-section 3, 
if would require five offences in the five 
years immediately preceding the licensing 
sessions in order to do away with the 
licence. 


Lorp BELPER: Not at all. 


Tue Ear, or CAMPERDOWN : Per- 
haps I am wrong, but I should certainly 
interpret it in that way. 


Lorp BELPER: I am _ perfectly 
willing to consider the matter between 
this and the next stage of the Bill, but I 
cannot agree to cut out the sub-section 
now. With regard to the omission of 
the section giving power to s spend 
licences, I have to inform the right rev. 
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Prelate that. in the opinion of the Govern- 
ment, the original proposal was im- 
practicable. 


Licensing Sessions 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 
Clause 4, as amended, agreed to. 
Clause 5 amended, and agreed to. 


LorD BELPER: The Bill is not ex- 
tended to Scotland and Ireland because, 
as the licensing laws in those countries 
differ in many respects from those of 
England, it is thought more expedient 
that they should be dealt with separately. 


Moved, ‘“‘ That the Bill, as amended» 
be reported to the House.”—(Lord | 
Bel per.) 


Lorp TWEEDMOUTH : I should like 
to ask whether the Government will now 
take charge of the measure. As intro- 
duced by the Bishop of Winchester the 
Bill consisted of four operative clauses 
and sixty-eight lines. Of those sixty- 
eight but four and a half remain, and 
they are merely the preambles of the four 
clauses. In these circumstances I wish 
to know whether the Government will 
accept it as a Government Bill in this 
House, and give it the advantages of a 
Government Bill in the other House. 


THe Marquess or SALISBURY: I 
de not know what precisely are the 
advantages that would accrue to the Bill 
if it was called a Government Bill in this 
House. I quite agree, however, that 
there are distinct advantages to be gained 
by adopting that course in the House of 
Commons, and it is the intention, if the 
Bill is passed by your Lordships, that it 
shall be treated in the other House as a 
Government Bill. 


On Question, motion agreed to. 


Bill recommitted to the Standing 
Committee; and to be printed as 
amended. [No. 79.] 


LICENSING SESSIONS BILL [H..]. 


Order of the Day for the House to be 
put into Committee read. 


*Tur Lorp Bisnor or WINCHESTER : 
My Lords, in moving that the House | 


Lord Belper. 


{LORDS} 
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resolve itself into Committee on this Bill, 
I should like ‘to point out that, although 
the sheet of Amendments is a small one, 
and the apparent differences between 
the previous Bill and the Bill as it is to 
be amended are less than they were in 
the Habitual Drunkards Bill which has 
just passed through Committee, the 
real differences which the Govern- 
ment desires to bring about are very 
much greater than in the former 
case. In the case of the Habitual Drunk- 
ards Bill it was the wording rather than 
the substance that was altered ; but it 
is proposed to alter this Bill in substance. 
The changes are very material indeed, 
and I do not quite understand in what 
position this Bill stands as compared 
with the Bill which has just passed 
through Committee. Perhaps the noble 
Lord who represents the Government 
will explain, so that I may know exactly 
how I stand. 


Moved, That the House do now resolve 
itself into Committee on the said Bill. — 
(The Lord Bishop of Winchester.) 


Lord BELPER: The Amendments 
I have to move on behalf of the Govern- 
ment are in line with the criticisms which 
I made when the Bill was read a second 
time, and it was subject to these Amend- 
ments that the Government accepted 
the Second Reading of the Bill. We do 
not propose to move additional clauses 
or deal in any other way with the Bill. 


On Question, agreed to. 
House in Committee accordingly. 
Clause 1 :— 


*Tne Lord Bishop or WINCHESTER : 
The words “only of being interested,” 
which | propose to substitute for “ of 
his holding shares,” correspond with 
the wording of Section 60 of the 
Licensing Act, 1872, and it is thought 
that they cover the ground better 
than the words as they now stand. The 
clause as amended will read as follows— 


“* A justice shall not be disqualified to act for 
any purpose under the Licensing Acts by reason 


| only of being interested in a railway company 


owning or occupying licensed refreshment 


rooms or hotels.” 
Amendment moved— 


‘*In Clause 1, page 1, line 6, to leave out ‘ of 
his holding shares,’ and to insert ‘only of 
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being interested.””—(The Lord Bishop of 


Winchester). 


Lord BELPER: The Government 


have no objection to this Amendment, | 


which they consider a proper one. 
On Question, Amendment agreed to. 
Clause 1, as amended, agreed to. 
Clause 2 :— 


Lorp BELPER: I have to move the 
deletion of Sub-sections (1) and (2), which 
provide— 


(1) That no person who would be disquali- 
fied by Section 60 of the Licensing Act, 1872, 
toact under the Licensing Acts in a district 
shall be appointed a member of watch com- 
mittee, or a clerk of the peace, petty sessions, 
borough justices, or watch committee in that 
district ; (2) that no person shall be appointed 
to act inany such office as the aforesaid who is 
in partnership with any person holding a pro- 
fessional appointment under a brewery or 
distillery company or an association for the 
protection of the interests of persons engaged 
in the liquor trade.” 


In the place of these sub-sections I move to 
insert a provision making Section 60 of 


the Licensing Act, 1872, as amended by | 


this Act,apply to a clerk to justices in like 
manner as it applies to a justice. 
Amendment, which the Government 
think is necessary, practically carries 
out the unanimous recommendation 
of the Royal Commission, for it provides 
that the same disqualification shall 
apply to clerks to justices as applies at 
present to the justices themselves. 
clause as it stands goes very much further. 
As drawn, the measure would absolutely 
prevent a clerk of the peace, petty sessions, 
borough justices, or watch committee 
from being appointed who was dis- 
qualified to act as a justice under the 
Licensing Act of 1872. As to clerks of 
the peace, the only occasions on which 
their action comes in question are when | 
they fulfil the duties of clerks of quarter 
sessions, and I do not think that in any 
matter of licensing appeal those courts | 
are likely to act at the instigation of the | 
clerk. They are in a much more inde- | 
pendent position than one or _ two) 
justices acting with their own clerk. | 
This is a Bill to alter the qualifications 
of licensing authorities and the time of | 
holding licensing sessions, and its short | 
title is the Licensing Sessions Act. 
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| mittees. 


This | 


| committees 


Bill. 41& 
| Watch committees are in no_ sense 
| licensing authorities, and the Govern- 
| ment do not think the Bill ought to deal 


| with them. 


Amendment moved— 


“In Clause 2, page 1, line 6, to leave out 
| sub-clauses ‘(1) and (2) and to insert—(1) Sec- 
| tion 60 of the Licensing Act, 1872, which 
| relates to disqualifications of justices shall, as 
|amended by this Act, apply to a clerk to 
| justices in like manner as it applies to a 
| Justice.”—(Lord Belper.) 


| 
| 
| 


*TuHE Lorp Bishop or WINCHESTER : 
I gladly accept the alteration proposed 
with regard to justices’ clerks. The 
more one looks into the subject the more 
complicated it seems. | think the 
clause as now proposed—though | have 
some difficulty in judging how it will 
operate in practice—is better than the 
one | inserted in the Bill. But I feel 
great difficulty about the watch com- 
This point is one on which 
great emphasis was laid by the witnesses 
before the Royal Commission and by 
both parties in the Report of the Com- 
mission itself. I believe the noble Lord, 
_with his knowledge of the affairs of the 
Home Office, will bear me out in saying 
that recent months have not shown the 
alleged evil to be a fanciful one. It 
would in these circumstances be a very 
great loss to decline to deal with the 
matter. There has been abundant evi- 
dence of the grossness of the abuse in 
some places where the men who are 





‘disqualified from sitting as_ licensing 


The | 


justices are called upon to deal with the 
very same problem as members of the 
watch committee. Nothing would be 
more disappointing to us than the 
necessity, if it bea necessity, of striking 
out the provision which deals with the 
watch committees. I admit that watch 
would not naturally fall 
within the title of the Bill, but I under- 
stand that when we postpone the title 
on going into Committee, we do so in 
order that, if any provision is carried 
which is contrary to the title as originally 
drafted, it may be altered. I should be 
very sorry if on so technical a point a 
great reform is to be postponed. 

*EarL SPENCER: | hope the Goverr- 
ment will carefully consider what has 
been said by the right rev. Prelate, 


| because there is no more important 








419 


part of the Report of the Royal Com- 
mission than that which deals with this 
subject .Anybody who reads the Report 
of the Royal Commission will see that 
there are very grave cases indeed in 
which the watch committees have pre- 
vented the police from acting vigorously 
and properly. As to the clerks of the 
peace, it is suggested that they seldom, 
when licensing appeals are heard, advise 
the court. I cannot speak from actual 


Licensing Sessions 


experience, but what I have heard tends | 
to show that in other cases which come | 


before the courts the clerk of the peace is 
almost always consulted and gives advice. 
I trust the provision relating to clerks 
of the peace will be retained. 


- {LORDS} 


{ 
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extended to the watch committee, it 
must be extended not only to the Joint 
Committee of the county, but to the chief 
constable of the county also. It seems 
rather a strong thing that a man who has 
been elected by the ratepayers as a fit 
and proper person to be returned to the 
town council should be debarred from 
doing his duty simply on account of his 
trade. I am myself connected with a 
borough in which the watch committee 
are entirely under the thumb of the 
extremest section of the temperance 
party, and the police complain quite as 
much of interference with their duty 
from those members as they do in other 
boroughs of interference from those con- 
nected with the trade. I cannot see why 


Lorp BELPER: I am assured that/a man should be excluded from serving 
watch committees would be entirely | on the watch committee because he is 
outside the scope of the Bill, but after interested in the sale of beer and spirits, 
what has been said I will take care to any more than a man interested in the 


again consult 
I can, however, give no pledge on the 
matter. 


the Home Secretary. | sale of soda-water and ginger-beer. 


On question, Amendment agreed to. 


*Eart SPENCER: If the watch com- | Lorp BELPER: Sub-section 3. of 


mittee is included, the County Standing 
Joint Committee ought to be included, 
for it stands in the same position in the 
county as the watch committee does in 
the borough. 


Lorp BELPER: I have never heard 
the same objections raised to the Standing 
Joint Committee of the county as are 
raised in the case of the watch com- 
mittee, but undoubtedly they stand on 
the same footing. They are both purely 
police committees, and do not deal with 
licensing questions. I think that what 
the noble Earl has said shows how diffi- 
cult it would be to deal with watch 
committees in this Bill. 


*THE Lorp BisHop or WINCHESTER: 
Do I understand that the question of the 
watch committee will be reconsidered ? 


Lorp BELPER: I cannot in the least 
‘say that it will be reconsidered, but I have 
promised to bring what has been said 
before the Home Secretary. 


Lord HENEAGE: This question of 
the watch committee is a very difficult 
one. I support the Government Amend- 
ment, because, if disqualification is to be 


Earl Spencer. 





Clause 2 provides that no solicitor, being 
a clerk of licensing justices, or being in 
partnership with such clerk, shall, as 
solicitor for any person, conduct or act in 
any application for or in respect of a 
licence or any other proceedings what- 
soever under the Licensing Acts, except 
so far as relates to the preparation of 
notices or forms. The Amendment stand- 
ing in my name will render solicitors 
contravening this sub-section liable on 
summary conviction to a fine of £100. 


Amendment moved— 

“In Clause 2, page 1, line 27, after “‘ forms’ 
to insert ‘and if any solicitor contravenes this 
provision, he shall be liable, on summary con- 


viction, to a fine not exceeding one hundred 
pounds.’ ”—(Lord Belper 


On question, Amendment agreed to. 


Amendment moved— 


“In Clause 2, page 2, line 1, to leave out 
Sub-lause 4.”—(Lord Belper.) 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 
Clause 2, as amended, agreed to. 


Clauses 3 to 5 agreed to. 
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Clause 6 :— 


*Tue Lorp Bishop or WINCHESTER : 
I beg to move the Amendment standing 
in my name, altering the title of the 
Bill to “ The Licensing Bill.” 


Amendment moved— 
“In Clause 6, page 2, line 33, to leave out 


‘Sessions.’ °—(The Lord Bishop of Winchester.) 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 


Bill recommitted to the Standing Com- | 


mittee ; and to be reprinted as amended. 


[No. 80.] 


PRISONS (SCOTLAND) BILL [u.1.] 
Amendment reported (according to 
order), and Bill to be read 3* on Monday 
next. 


MARRIAGES LEGALISATION BILL [1.1]. 


Amendment reported (according to 
order), and Bill to be read 3* on Monday 
next. 


ALKALI, ETC., WORKS REGULATION 
BILL [u.1.]. 
Amendments reported (according to 
order), and Bill to be read 3* on Monday 
next. 


VOLUNTEER RANGES. 

Tue Eart or DARTMOUTH: I beg 
to ask the Under Secretary of State for 
War if he will state how much of the 
grant of £100,000 taken for Volunteer 
ranges last year has been expended, and 
how it has been applied; and whether 
the unexpended balance of £4,778 of 
the original grant of £40,000 taken for 
this purpose in the Military Works Loan 
Act, 1889 (Head 3, Sub-head 2) has yet 
been allocated, and in what manner. I 
do not propose to-day to do more than 
ask the question, but I hope to have an 
opportunity after the Whitsun recess of 
dealing more fully with this very impor- 
tant matter. 


Lorp HARRIS : Before the noble Lord 
the Under Secretary replies I should like 
to call attention to the Report of the Com- 
mittee over which I had the honour to 
preside, in which they suggested that 
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‘ranges which had been provided out of 
| Government funds should be at the dis- 
| posal of the Yeomanry equally with any 
bowed branch of His Majesty’s forces. I 
| have not observed that any reply has. 
| been made by the Secretary of State to 
|that suggestion, either in his speeches 
or in any communication to officers com- 
|manding yeomanry regiments. This is a 
| matter of vital importance to yeomanry 
regiments, because the contingent grant 
| depends upon whether a yeoman has 
_made himself efficient in musketry, as 
well as in other ways. The Yeomanry 
feel under the deepest obligation—I do 
| certainly— toVolunteer corps who have 
|put themselves to considerable incon- 
venience in order to assist neighbouring 
yeomanry regiments to obtain grants, as 
they have not the funds to obtain ranges 
for themselves. The large increase which 
is proposed in the Yeomanry will, of 
course, increase the difficulty, and I 
trust that the War Office will consider 
the matter. 


Ranges. 


THe Marquess oF AILESBURY 
called attention to the great inconveni- 
ence caused by the closing of ranges at 
Swindon. 


*Toe UNDER SECRETARY or STATE 
ror WAR (Lord Racian): I do not 
know that it is possible to ear-mark 
what actual portions of these separate 
sums have been expended, because they 
were lumped togother. But, as far as 
the expenditure has been made up to: 
date, about £77,000 has been allotted 
out of £170,000, leaving a balance of 
£93,000, which we have still to deal 
with. I am sure the noble Earl will 
agree with me that it would be impos- 
sible, in the limits of an answer, to give 
details of the amounts that have been 
expended on the different ranges, but 
there will be no objection to a Paper 
being laid on the Table, similar to last 
year, giving the details. As to the use: 
of the ranges by the Yeomanry, if the 
noble Lord will give notice of the ques- 
tion, I shall be glad to give him a reply 
on a future occasion. I was not aware 
that the ranges at Swindon had been 
closed. I fear, however, that this is 
not the only place where ranges have 
been closed in consequence of the 
improvement of the rifle. We have in 
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hand the sum of money I have mentioned, | 


out of which we are prepared to assist 
any well-devised scheme brought for- 
ward. 


Tue Eart or DARTMOUTH :I should 
like to ask whether any conditions 
wil! be attached to the allocation of the 
money, 


*Lorp RAGLAN: I am afraid I am 
not in a position to answer that question. 


House adjourned at five minutes 
past Six of the clock to 
Monday next, a quarter 
before Eleven of the clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Friday, 17th May, 1901. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


DUBLIN CORPORATION (MARKETS, Etc.) 
BILL. (By Orper). 


Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.), 


in moving to recommit the Bill in respect 


of a new clause (Pensions to Fire Brigade | 


men), thanked the Chairman of Com- 
mittees and Officers of the House for 
the great consideration they had given 
him in endeavouring to repair a very 
small slip in the Committee on this Bill. 
The motion was approved by the Dublin 
Corporation, as the clause was quite 
accidentally omitted. 


Mr. HARRINGTON (Dublin Har- 
hour): I beg to accept the motion on 
behalf of the promoters of the Bill. 


Order of the 14th instant for Consider- 
ation of the Bill, as amended, read, and 
discharged :—Bill re-committed to the 
former Committee ; Committee to have 


leave to sit and proceed forthwith.— | 


(Mr. T. M. Healy.) 


INCLOSURE (SUTTON) PROVISIONAL 
ORDER BILL (By Orper). 


Order for Second Reading read. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the Bill be now read a second 
time.” 


Lord Raglan. 


{COMMONS} 
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*Mr. PURVIS (Peterborough) opposed 
the Second Reading of this Bill, the 
object of which was, he explained, to 
confirm a Provisional Order to en- 
close 477 acres of open fields and 133 
acres of open heath, situated about six 


miles from Peterborough. As _repre- 
_sentative of that city he desired to give 
some explanation of the matter. As 


regarded the enclosure of 477 acres of 
open fields, he had no objection to offer, 
for he and those on behalf of whom he 
| was speaking willingly allowed that to 
hedge in fields hitherto unhedged meant 
at least better cultivation. If nobody 
else cried ‘‘ Hold,” he certainly was not 
going todo so. But the inhabitants of 
Peterborough did object most strongly 
to the proposed enclosure of 133 acres of 
open heath. Peterborough was a most 
|important railway centre, and its sub- 
/urbs had grown to an extraordinary 
‘extent within the last few years. A 
large number of extensive brick works, 
employing very many working men, 
had been established, and, in short, the 


whole place had become an _ active, 
| swarming, growing commuiity. Now, 


the heath which it was proposed to 
enclose was close to the railway station 
of Wansford Road, connecting it with 
Peterborough. Moreover, in these days 
of cycling, a distance of six miles was as 
nothing, and if the heath were let alone 
it would year by year grow a more 
popular resort for botanising, picnic- 
ing, und other modes of recreation and 
healthy pastime for the working classes. 
Such pleasant places as now remained 
open to the public of Peterborough and 
neighbourhood were already far too 
few, and he took leave to say that they 
‘ought not to be made fewer. It would 
be a serious loss to the whole district if 
this heath were enclosed. The only 
/ compensation which it was even alleged 
was to be made to the people for the 
| shutting up of the heath was to be the 
|making of a road across it to connect 


| Sutton with Stamford. But Stamford 
ilay away from Peterborough. It was 
| situated N.W. from Sutton, while 


| Peterborough was east of that place. 
| Stamford and Peterborough thus, in 
| this matter, had nothing whatever to do 
' with each other, and the proposed road 
'would be no imaginable recompense to 
Peterborough for the enclosure of so 





425 


large 
had 
man 
land 
man 
clerg 
he, | 
entel 
said 
to el 
were 
he ir 
the 7 
be m 
thing 
prefe 
come 
man 
reap 
atfore 
to Sté 
road. 
nicips 
the m 
requle 
had u 
again 
and 1 
prope 
was O 
in th 
and a 
that t 
action 
too la 
addres 
Again 
reasor 
use of 
of the 
that, 1 
were ( 
ality, 1 
with t 
He th 
Bill be 
month 


Am 
“To 
end of | 
this day 


Que 
“now | 


Mr. 
shire, 


424 


osed 
the 
, to 
en- 
133 
| Six 
pre- 
give 
As 
s of 
fer, 
1 he 
t to 
pant 
ody 
not 
s of 
igly 
Ss of 
10st 
ub- 
ary 

A 
rks, 
Len, 
the 
ive, 
ow, 

to 
ion 
‘ith 
ays 
3 as 
one 
ore 
nie- 
ind 
Ses, 
ied 
ind 
too 
ley 
ild 
tif 
aly 
red 
he 
he 
ct 
rd 
“as 
ile 
20, 
in 
do 
ad 
to 


so 





425 Inclosure (Sutton) 


large a common to which the public 
had hitherto had access. The gentle- 
man who sought to enclose the whole 
land in question was the lord of the 
manor, the Rev. William Hopkinson, a 
clergyman and gentleman for whom 
he, like everyone else who knew him, 
entertained the sincerest respect. He 
said that the 133 acres he proposed 
to enclose for his own use and behoof 
were to be compensation for the expense 
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supporting the Amendment. This seemed 
to be one of the cases which the House 
might very well be asked to postpone 
for consideration to another year. Peter- 
borough had been accidentally excluded 
from having a locus standi before the 
Committee, and consequently only one 
side of the case had apparently been 
heard. He had no wish to pass any 
criticism on the action of the lord of the 
manor, who, he believed, was a most 
excellent landlord. But undoubtedly the 





he incurred in making the road. But 
the public never asked for the road to 
be made. They did not want it. The 
thing was not good enough, and they 
preferred to keep the land open for all 
comers. Moreover, if the rev. gentle- 
man made the road, he himself would 
reap the advantage. in so far as it would 
atford easier access from his own property 
to Stamford Town by the Great Northern 


road. It might be said that the mu- 
nicipal corporation ot Peterborough, | 


the members of which had unanimously 


requested him to oppose the Bill, and | 


had under their common seal petitioned 


against it, were afraid of the expense, 


| passing of this Bill would confer solid 
advantages on his estate. He wished 
to take this opportunity of entering a 
|caveat against the way in which public 
rights seemed to be disappearing, and 
against the gradual absorption in private 
estates of common lands and open fields. 
This was a matter which deserved the 
consideration of the House. There was 
one fact which had not yet been alluded 
to, and that was that of the number of 
cottages which had common rights in 
respect of these open fields and heath 
(five in all) a short time since, three had 
been allowed to fall into disrepair, and 


and were, consequently, not taking the|as the tenants had given up possession 
proper steps, a course of procedure which | the common rights had fallen through. 


was of course rank heresy and sacrilege | 
in the eyes of the Parliamentary Bar, | 
and all their belongings. It was true 


that the corporation were late in taking | way. 


He thought it was lamentable that 
rights with regard to the user of common 
lands should be allowed to lapse in that 
He had a theory with regard to 


action in opposing, but they were not | all these lands that power should be 


too late, or he would not be in order in | 
addressing the House at that moment. | 
Again, tardiness in action constituted no | 
reason for depriving the people of the 
use of the common, and one function 
of the House of Commons was to secure 
that, where any of ‘its Standing Orders 
were deficient by reason of their gener- 
ality, right should be done in accordance 
with the merits of each particular case. 
He therefore begged to move that the 
Bill be read a second time this day six 
months. 


Amendment proposed— 


“To leave out the word ‘now,’ and at the 
end of the Question to add the words ‘upon 
this day six months.’”’—\Mr. Purvis.) 


Question proposed, “That the word 


given to county councils to acquire them 
in the public interest. 


*Mr. JEFFREYS (Hampshire, N.), as 
chairman of the Committee before 
which the Provisional Order came, 
explained that it was a very large Com- 
mittee and that there was a good attend- 
ance of Members on the day on which the 
Inclosure Award was considered. Had 
it been an ordinary Select Committee, 
evidence would not have been taken, 
because there was no opposition to the 
scheme, and when his hon. friend sug- 
gested that possibly the absence of oppo- 
sition in this case was due to unwillingness 
to incur expense, he was afraid he was 
not aware that there was no expense 
either for parliamentary fees or lawyers 
beyond that of railway fares incurred 





‘now’ stand part of the Question.” 


Mr. CHANNING 


| 


in appearing before such a Committee. 
Although there was no opposition to 


(Northampton- | the Order, the Committee went carefully 


shire, E.) said he had great pleasure in | through the whole of the evidence which 
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had been taken in regard to it, asking 
questions on particular points in order 
to make sure that there was no mistake 
about the award. It might be well to 
explain that when an Inclosure Award 
was asked for, the Board of Agriculture 
sent down an inspector, who held public 
meetings in the parish, and notices of 
such meetings were circulated over a 
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not considered the award and had not 
deemed it worth while to attend before 
the Committee. As this gentleman had 
not given any notice of opposition or of 
his intended appearance before the 
Committee, the chairman decided that, 
according to the Rules of Committee, 
he had no locus standi, and therefore 
could not be heard. It should be 


radius of six miles, so that everybody | remembered that the heath was only 


who felt that they had any concern in 
the matter might attend and _ protest 
against the enclosure if they thought 





just within six miles of Peterborough. 
The Committee were unanimous in 
approving the Order, and he must 


it desirable. He particularly asked the | observe that the hon. Member for 
inspector at the outset if due notice | Peterborough was that day adopting 
were given of these meetings and if the|/a most unusual course in asking the 
gatherings took place. He was told in| House to dissent from their decision. He 
reply that the meetings both morn-| would be very much surprised if it did so. 





ing and evening were held after full 


notice, and that no opposition what- | 
The | 
witness was also asked about existing | 


ever was offered to the scheme. 


common rights, and replied that there 
were none in the ordinary sense of the 
word so far as the open fields were con- 
cerned, while as to the heath the Com- 


such rights, three had been pulled down 
and the others belonged to Mr. Hopkinson, 
who, as owner of the land, let the cottages 
together with the right. His hon. 
friend had described the heath 
charming place for the people of Peter- 
borough to visit. 


being resorted to for recreative purposes 
was when the London and North Western 


Railway was being laid forty-five years | 
since, and then the navvies used to resort | 
| 


to the place on Sundays to fight out 


their battles. Nobody in Peterborough | 
or neighbourhood ever used the land as a 


recreation ground, and undoubtedly ac- 
cording to the evidence the making of 
the road across the heath would be a 
great advantage to the inhabitants of 
Sutton and other parishes. Although 
nobody offered any opposition before 
the Committee, a gentleman did, towards 
the close of the proceedings, say he was a 
member of the Peterborough town 
council, and would like to give evidence. 
But he admitted that he had no repre- 
sentative authority, and that the Peter- 
borough Town Council, although notice 


|eedure on which it now acted. 
. 'were always two aspects ‘ sti 
mittee were told that although there | y a oe 


were originally five cottages possessing | 


‘answerable case. 


as a| 








had been duly received by its clerk, had 
Mr. Jeffreys. 


Lord EDMOND  FITZMAURICE 
(Wiltshire, Cricklade) said that in former 
years he had the honour of being a 
member of the Committee which dealt 


| with these Orders, and, indeed, he took 


some humble part in framing the pro- 
There 


of this nature, however, one technical 
and the other a broader one. As for the 
technical aspect, his hon. friend the chair- 
man of the Committee had got an un- 
Proper notices had 
been served, and meetings had been 
held, no opposition had been offered at 


‘ ithe local inquiry, < -rovisi 
Bist the ‘Witnots the | he lo nquiry, and the Provisional 
| 


Committee had before them said the only | 
time he could remember the heath | 


Order had been, made in the usual course. 
But, looking at the matter from the 
broader aspect, he hoped the House 
would be induced to postpone the question 
for another year. In so doing it would 
not imply any kind of censure either 
on the Committee or on its chairman. 
It had been shown by the hon. Member 
for Peterborough that the corporation 
and other public bodies of Peterborough 
were not represented at the local inquiry, 
and should the House decide to send the 
Bill over for another year it might 
accompany its decision with an expression 
that the Peterborough Corporation should 
“execute ” its own town clerk for his lack 
of zeal in the matter. The House had 
to consider was it right or fair that a 
great number of working men should 
suffer because of a lack of duty on the 
part of the town clerk, who had not 
thought it worth his while to bring the 
matter before the corporation. It was 
his business to have seen that the town 
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council were represented at the inquiry, |tunity offered to the Town Council of 
of which he had due notice. But he did | Peterborough to protest against the 
nothing of the kind, and, therefore, would | enclosure, but they had no less than four 
it not be reasonable for the House to | opportunities. Notices were sent to 
postpone the Bill another year and give | them formally, but they never once took 
the public of Peterborough a full oppor-|any notice of them. After all, it is 
tunity of placing their views before the | only by a mere technicality that Peter- 
commissioners and before Parliament?) borough comes into the matter at all, 
The House should not forget that under | because the law presumes that no place 
the Act of 1876, which was passed at | beyond six miles from a common pro- 
the termination of a long controversy, | posed to be enclosed has any interest in 
they had to consider, not merely the /it. A portion of the parish of Sutton is 
interests of owners of land, but also | within six miles, so that it is by a mere 
those of the neighbourhood generally, | technicality that Peterborough comes in. 
and of the public at large. That was It so happens that Mr. Hopkinson, the 
distinctly set forth in the preamble of | lord of the manor, is the owner practically 
the Act. He thought it was desirable of the whole of this parish. There are no 
that the House should postpone the common rights at all, except one, and 
matter another year. even in regard to this the Committee had 

| grave doubts whether it should be dealt 
*Tue PRESIDENT or THE BOARD or | with by the Board of Agriculture ; but it 
AGRICULTURE (Mr. Hansury, Pres- | was decided ultimately that certain rights: 
ton): As long as I am connected with | might arise if Mr. Hopkinson sold his. 
the Board of Agriculture I shall take care property. When Mr. Hopkinson took 
that no common is enclosed without | the procedure he has taken, it was under- 
sufficient reasons. It struck me as stood that certain conditions would be 
peculiar that the noble Lord, who was so | imposed on him, which he was perfectly 
much interested in the preservation of | willing to accept, and I am bound to say 
commons at the time the Bill on that | that the conditions imposed on him will 
subject was before the House, and who certainly more than recoup the parish 
is responsible for the special form of proce- | for the enclosure of the common. In 
dure adopted in regard to these Bills, | the first place, the whole of the district 
should now come forward and ask that round about is perfectly satisfied with 
the Committee, which he was instru- this proposal. No objection has come 
mental in establishing, should be treated | from any other place than Peterborough, 
as practically of no consequence. No | which did not think it worth while to 
Bills, except money Bills, are treated with take notice of any of the notices sent. 
the same solemnity of procedure in this We have had representatives from every 
House. No Bill referring to a Provi- parish round about in support of this 
sional order for the enclosure of acommon__ Bill, and for this reason. Mr. Hopkinson 
can be passed without the appointment is going to give five acres of his own land 
ad hoc of a Committee of a particular. for a recreation ground, and six acres 
character to consider whether there is more for allotments for the cottages in 
good reason for the enclosure being made. the parish, which have already a quarter 
What happened in this case? Such a | of an acre attached to each. He is going 
Committee was set up, and took evidence. | to spend nearly £1,000 in making a road 
There was no opposition before that | through the heath, which will be a great 
Committee, and they were unanimous | advantage, not only to the parish, but to 
on the subject. There was no opposition |the whole district round. The com- 
at any other stage of the proceedings, missioner informs me that Mr. Hopkin- 
and it is all very fine for the noble Lord|son could have enclosed the whole 
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to say that the Town Clerk of Peter-| property without having conditions of 


borough did not give notice to the Town 
Council of Peterborough ; but that city is 
only six miles off, and is presumed to 
have a great interest in thiscommon. It 
is said that they knew nothing whatever 
about it. There was not only one oppor- 
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any kind imposed on him. He need not 
have given a recreation ground or spent 
£1,000 on a road Therefore, it is by a 


| mere technicality that the whole proce- 


dure has come before the Board of Agri- 
culture in this matter. What are the 


Q 
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facts? Peterborough is six miles off,|in the House itself small questions 


and is just at the extreme limit of distance | which had been before Committees, 


which is supposed to qualify a district for| He knew the whole circumstances of | 
having an interest ina common. This, | this case. Mr. Hopkinson had shewn | 


after all, isa place where, asthe Chairman the utmost liberality in the matter. 


of the Committee has said, practically | He had increased the original offer with | 
nobody goes ; no picnics take place there, | respect to the recreation ground and | 


and it is never used for the purpose of |the allotments, and he was going to 


recreation. On the whole, therefore, || spend a sum of money in improving | 
think that Peterborough’s interest is communication between the village of | 
On | Sutton and the city of Peterborough. | 


exceedingly small in this common. 
the other hand, we have the great) 
advantages I have mentioned accruing to; Mr. THOMAS BAYLEY 
the whole parish. Mr. Hopkinson is | shire, Chesterfield) said the House had 
conferring a great boon on the neigh-| not received such information from the 
bourhood, and therefore J ask the House | Government as they ought to have 
to pass the Bill. /got. They had been told that five 
/acres were to be given for recreation 
purposes, but they had heard nothing 
amptonshire, Mid) said the right hon. as to what the county council said 
Gentleman had tried to dazzle the|on this question. Five acres out 
House with the munificent liberality of | of 130 to be enclosed was only about 
Mr. Hopkinson, but had quite omitted| 4 per cent. for recreation grounds. 
to state the cause of the whole dispute. | Something was also said about certain 
namely, that Peterborough wished to | allotments, but had the people who 
have this common as a _ recreation had rights in this common been put 
ground. He asked the House to reject | on these allotments? They must look 
the Bill. round with suspicion when the rights 
‘of the public were being invaded with- 
Mr. SACKVILLE (Northamptonshire, | out the knowledge of the county coun- 
N.) said he had the honour to represent | cil. It was quite time that the House 
the district of Sutton, and he believed | should look at this question of commons 
that not a single dissentient note had) enclosure seriously, and he thought 
been raised there with respect to the/ more time should be given to the county 
scheme of the present Bill. His recol-| council and the local authorities for 
lection of the House of Commons went} consultation with the borough of Peter- 
back to 1876, when the Commons Bill| borough as to whether this was a fair 
became law. He asked the House! and reasonable bargain. 
whether they would not be reversing pre- 
vious legislation if they reversed the 
decision of the Committee appointed 
ad hoc. In the present day there was) The 
too much tendency to revise and reverse! Noes, 144. 


*Mr. ROBERT SPENCER (North- 


Question put. 





House divided :—Ayes, 151; 
(Division List No. 191.) 


AYES. 





(Derby. | 





Acland-Hood,Capt. SirAlex.F. 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Allsopp, Hon. George 
Anstruther, H. T. 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 

Bain, Col. James Robert 
Baldwin, Alfred 

Balfour, Rt. Hon. A.J.(Mane’r) 
Banburv, Frederick George 
Barry. Sir Francis T.( Windsor) 
Bartley, George C. T. 
Beach, Rt. Hn.Sir M.H.(Bristol 
Bill, Charles 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 





Boseawen, Arthur Griffith 
Boulnois, Edmund 


Mr. Hanbury. 


Bowles,Capt. H.F.(Middlesex) 
Bowles, TGibson (King’s Lynn 
Brassey, Albert 

3rookfield, Colonel Montagu 
Campbell, RtHnJ. A.(Glasgow 
Carew, James Laurence 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lancs.) 
Cavendish, V. C. W.(Derbysh. 
Chamberlain, Rt.Hon.J.(Birm. 
Chamberlain,J Austen(Wore’r 
Chapman, Edward 

Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Colomb, Sir John Chas. Ready 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Corbett, A. C. (Glasgow) 
Cranborne, Viscount 





Cross, Herb. Shepherd( Bolton) 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Digby, John K. D. Wingfield- 
Dimsdale,Sir Joseph Cocktield 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxford,SirWilliam Theodore 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edw. 
Fergusson, RtHn Sir J.(Mane'r 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fletcher, Sir Henry 

Flower, Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
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Gallowa; 
Garfit, \ 





Hamilton 
Hanbur 

Hardy, L 
Hay, Ho 
Hope, J. F 
Howard, 
Howard,. 
Hozier, 
Johnston 
Kay-Shu 
Kenyon, ] 
Kenyon,. 
Lawrence 
Lawson, . 
Lee, Arth 
Legge, Co 
Leveson-( 
Loder, Ge 
Lonsdale, 
Lowther, 
Lowther, | 
Loyd, Ar 
Lucas,Col 


Abraham. 
Allan, W 
Allen, Chi 
Ambrose, 

Asher, Al 
Ashton, 
Austin, S: 
Barry, E. 

Bayley, T 
Beoumont 
Bigwood, 

Blake, Ed 
Boland, J 
Boyle, Ja 
Brand, He 
Brigg, Jol 
Brunner, § 
Bryce, Rt. 
Burke, E. 
Caldwell, 

Campbell, 
Campbell- 
Carvill, Ps 
Cawley, F 
Channing, 
Claney, Jc 
Colville, J 


9 Condon, T 


Craig, Rot 
Crean, Eu 
Crombie, « 
Cullinan, . 
Daly, Jam 
Davies,M. 
Delany, W 
Dewar, J, 
Dilke, Rt. 
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Galloway, William Johnson 
Garfit, William 

Godson, Sir Augustus Fredk. 
Gordon, J. Seema 8.) 
Gordon, MajEvans- (T’rH’ml’s 


Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Green, WalfordD.(Wednesb’ry 
Greene,SirE W(B’rySEdm’nds 
Grenfell, William Henry 
Greville, Hon. Ronald 

Hain, Edward 

Hamilton, RtHn. Ld.G(Midd’x 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. Robt. Wm. 
Hardy, Laurence(KentAshf'rd 








Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Hope,J. F. (Shefti’ld, Brightside | 
Howard, John (Kent, Faversh. | 
Howard, J.(Midd.,Tortenham) | 
Hozier, Hn. Jas. Henry Cecil 

Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) | 
Kay-Shuttleworth,RtHnSirU | 
Kenyon, Hon.Geo.T.(Denbigh | 
Kenyon,James (Lanes., Bury) | 
Lawrence, Wm. F.(Liverpool | 
Lawson, John Grant | 
Lee, ArthurH(Hants, Fareham | 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leveson-Gower,FrederickN.S. | 
Loder, Gerald W. Erskine 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 

Lowther, Rt. Hon. Jas. (Kent | 
Lowther, RtHnJ W(Cum.Penr. | 
Leyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas,Col. Francis (Lowestoft) | 


Abraham, William(Cork,N.E. 
Allan, William (Gateshead) 
Allen, Chas. P.(Gloue.,Stroud 
Ambrose, Robert 

Asher, Alexander 

Ashton, Thomas Gair 

Austin, Sir John 

Barry, E. (Cork, S.) 

Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Beoumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Bigwood, James 

Blake, Edward 

Boland, John 

Boyle, James 

Brand, Hon. Arthur G. 

Brigg, John 

Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 

Burke, E. Haviland- 
Caldwell, James 

Campbell, John (Armagh, S.) 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Carvill, PatrickGeo. Hamilton 
Cawley, Frederick 

Channing, Francis Allston 
Clancy, John Joseph 

Colville, John 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Craig, Robert Hunter 

Crean, Eugene 

Crombie, John Willian 
Cullinan, J. 

Daly, James 

Davies,M. Vaughan-(Cardigan | 
Delany, William 

Dewar, J, A. (Inverness-shire) 
Dilke, Rt. Hn. Sir Charles 
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Lucas, ReginaldJ.(Portsmouth 
Macartney, KtHn. WGEllison 
M‘Calmont,Col,J.(Antrim,E. ) 
M‘Iver, Sir L. (Edinburgh, W.) 
M‘Killop,James(Stirlingshire) 
Malcolm, Ian 

Mellor,Rt. Hon. John William 
Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Moore, William (Antrim, N.) 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morris, Hon. Martin Henry F. 
Morton,ArthurH. A.(Deptford 
Mount, William Arthur 
Muntz, Philip A. 


| Murray, Rt. Hn. A. G. (Bute) 


Myers, William Henry 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O’Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Parker, Gilbert 

Pease, Herbt. P. (Darlington) 
Peel, Hn. Wm. Robt. Wellesley 


| Pemberton, John S. G. 


Penn, John 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 


| Randles, John S. 


Rankin, Sir James 

Ratcliffe, R. F. 

Reid, James (Greenock, 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Ridley, Hn. M. W. (Stalybridge 


NOES. 
Dillon, John 
Donelan, Captain A. 
Doogan, P. C. 
Duncan, J. Hastings 
Dunn, Sir William 
Edwards, Frank 


| Emmott, Alfred ' 


Esmonde, Sir Thomas 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Farrell, James Patrick 
Ffrench, Peter 

Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
Fuller, J. M. F. 

Gilhooly, James 

Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Hardie, J. K.(MerthyrTydvil) 
Harwood, George 

Hayden, John Patrick 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Chas. Seale- 
Healy, Timothy Michael 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Chas. H. 
Hobhouse, C. E.H. (Bristol, E. ) 
Holland, William Henry 
Hope, John D. (Fife, West) 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Jacoby, James Alfred 


_ Jameson, Major J. Eustace 
| Joicey, Sir James 


Jones, Dav. Brynmor(Swansea) 
Joyce, Michael 
Kinloch,SirJohnGeorgeSmyth 
Lambert, George 


| Layland-Barratt, Francis 
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Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Rollit, Sir Albert 

Ropner, Colonel Robert 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Samuel, Harry S. (Limehouse 
Saunderson, Rt. HnCol. Edw. J. 
Seely ,CharlesHilton (Lincoln) 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Shaw-Stewart,M. H.(Renfrew) 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Smith, HC.(North’d.,:Tyneside 
Smith,James Parker (Lanarks 
Spear, John Ward 

Stanley, Hn. Arthur(Ormskirk 
Stanley, Lord (Lancs. ) 
Stewart,SirMarkJ M‘Taggart 
Stroyan, John 

Thomas, F. Freeman-( Hastings 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 

Tuke, Sir John Batty 
Valentia, Viscount 

Walrond, RtHn.SirWilliamH. 
Wason,JohnCathcart (Orkney) 
Welby, Lt.-Col. ACE(Taunton) 
Williams, RtHnJ Powell (Birm 
Wilson-Todd, Wm. H. (Yorks) 
Wodehouse, Rt. HnE. R.(Bath) 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Younger, William 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Mr. Jeffreys and Colonel 
Stopford-Sackville. 


Leamy, Edmund 

Leng, Sir John 

Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 

MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
M‘Cann, James 


' M‘Crae, George 


M‘Laren, Charles Benjamin 
Mansfield, Horace Rendall 
Mooney, John J. 

Morgan,J. Lloyd(Carmarthen) 
Murphy, J. 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Norman, Henr 


| Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
| O’Brien, Kendal(T’pp’rary Mid 


‘Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O’Connor, J. (Wicklow, W.) 
O’Donnell, John (Mayo, S.) 
O'Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 

O’ Dowd, John 

O’ Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 

O’Shee, James John 

Palmer, Sir C. M. (Durham) 
Partington, Oswald 

Paulton, James Mellor 
Philipps, John Wynford 
Power, Patrick Joseph 

Price, Robert John 

Rea, Russell 

Reddy, M. 

Redmond,John E. (Waterford) 
Rickett, J. Compton 

Rigg, Richard 
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Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) | Taylor, Theodore Cooke | White, Luke (York, E.R.) 
Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) | Tennant, Harold J. White, Patrick (Meath, North 
Roche, John Thomas,JA(Glamorgan,Gow’r | Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Schwann, Charles E. Thomson, F.W. (York, W.R.) | Williams,Osmond(Merioneth) 
Scott, Chas. P. (Leigh) Tomkinson, James Wilson, John (Durham, Mid) 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) Trevelyan, Charles Philips Wilson,J W(WorcestershireN, 
Shipman, Dr. John G. Tully, Jasper Woodhouse, SirJ T(Hudders’fd 
Sinclair, Capt. J. (Forfarshire | Wallace, Robert Young, Samuel (Cavan, East) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) | Yoxall, James Henry 
Soares, Ernest J. Warner, ThomasCourtenayT. | TELLERS FOR THE NoEs— 
Strachey, Edward Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan Mr. Purvis and Mr. Chas. 
Sullivan, Donal White, George (Norfolk) Spencer. 

Main Question put, and agreed to. | GLASGOW AND SOUTH WESTERN RAIL- 

Bill read a second time, and com | ae Seen 

itted = | LANCASHIRE AND YORKSHIRE RAIL 
mitted, | WAY (DEARNE VALLEY JUNCTION 


RAILWAYS) BILL. 


PRIVATE BILLS [Lords] (STANDING | TAN DW 
ORDERS NOT PREVIOUSLY INQUIRED | SWANAGE GAS AND WATER BILL. 
INTO COMPLIED WITH ) | As amended, considered ; to be read 


Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table! the third time. 
Report from one of the Examiners of | : ’ - 
Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the} seem ee hegre JUNC. 
ease of the following Bill, originating asta tal te 
in the Lords, and referred on the First | 
Reading thereof, the Standing Orders | 
not previously inquired into, and which | 


are ¢ ice > , have | = 
ire applicable thereto, have been com | PEMBROKE URBAN DISTRICT COUNCIL 


As amended, considered; Amend- 
ments made ; Bill to be read the third 
time. 


plied with, viz. :— | (COUNTY OF DUBLIN) BILL (BY ORDER.) 
Sutton-in-Ashfield Urban District} Ag amended. considered : to be read 
(Water) Bill [Lords]. ‘the third time. : 
Ordered, That the Bill be read a} 
second time. | DUBLIN (EQUALISATION OF RATES) 


BILL (BY ORDER.) 


PRIVATE BILLS (PETITION FOR ADDI-| As amended, considered ; to be read 

ORDERS NOT COMPLIED WITH.) | 

Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table | DERBY CORPORATION BILL. 
Report from yt of the _Examiners of | Ordered, That the Minutes of Evidence 
Petitions for Private Bills, Phat, M/ taken before the Committee on the 
the case of the Petition for additional | Derby Corporation (Extension _ of 
Provision in the following Bill, the | Borough &c.) Bill, of Session 1877, 
Standing Orders have not been com-| be referred to the Committee on Group 
plied with, viz. :— L in respect of the Derby Corporation 

Cromer Water Bill. Bill—(Mr. Caldwell.) 

Ordered, That the Report be referred | 


to the Select Committee on Standing LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
| ORDER (PORT). 


‘si Bill fi Provisional Ord 
—s i ul to confirm a Provisional Order 
— esnips | of the Local Government Board relating 
MANSFIELD CORP ORATION BILL. | to the Port of Manchester, ordered to be 
Read the third time, and passed. | brought in by Mr. Grant Lawson and 


| Mr. Long. 

ARLESEY GAS BILL [Lords]. | 

As amended, considered ; to be read| LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
the third time. ORDER (PORT) BILL. 
| “To confirm a Provisional Order of 
BRITISH GAS LIGHT COMPANY BILL. | the Local Government Board relating 

As amended, considered ; an Amend-|to the Port of Manchester,” presented 
ment made; Bill to be read the third | accordingly, and read the first time ; to 
time. be referred to the Examiners of Petitions 
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for Private Bills, and to be printed. | 

[Bill 192. ] | 

METROPOLITAN WATER COMPANIES | 
(AMENDMENT OF ACTS) BILL 


Reported, without Amendment; Re- | 
port to lie upon the Table. 


METROPOLITAN ELECTRIC SUPPLY 
BILL. 


Reported, with Amendments ; Report | 
to lie upon the Table. 
MOND GAS BILL. 


Reported, with Amendments ; Report 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


CLYDE VALLEY ELECTRICAL POWER | 
(SUBSTITUTED) BILL. 

Reported, with Amendments ; Report | 

to lie upon the Table. | 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL | 
ORDERS (No. 3) BILL. 


Reported, without Amendment [Pro- | 
visional Orders confirmed]; Report to 
lie upon the Table. 

Bill to be read the third time upon 
Monday next. 


IRISH PRESBYTERIAN CHURCH BILL. 
Reported, without Amendment; Re-| 

port to lie upon the Table. 
Bill to be read the third time. 


CAMBRIAN RAILWAYS BILL. | 


ALDEBURGH CORPORATION (WATER) | 


ITLL. 


| 

Reported, with Amendments ; Reports | 

to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. | 

LONDON COUNTY COUNCIL (MONEY) | 

| BILL. | 

Reported, without Amendment; Re- | 
port to lie upon the Table. 


Bill to be read the third time. 


} 


| 


‘TORRINGTON AND OKEHAMPTON 
RAILWAY BILL. 


ALFRETON GAS BILL [Lords]. 


Reported, with Amendments ; Reports 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


OMAGH GAS BILL [Lords]. 
Reported, with Amendments ; Report 


{17 May 1901} 





to lie upon the Table. 


the Lords. 
SHEFFIELD DISTRICT RAILWAY 
[Lords]. 
Reported, with an Amendment ; Re- 
port to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. 


438 
BILL 


WEST OF 
SOCIETY 


BRISTOL, 
ENGLAND 
BILL [Lords]. 
Reported, without Amendment; Re- 

port to lie upon the Table. 


Bill to be read the third time. 


CLIFTON, AND 
ZOOLOGICAL 


DUBLIN CORPORATION (MARKETS, 
ETC.) (RE-COMMITTED) BILL. 
Reported, with an Amendment ; Re- 
port to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 

That they have passed a Bill, intituled, 
“An Act to confer further powers upon 
the Lord Mayor, Aldermen, and Citizens 
of the City of Manchester, with reference 
to the construction of tramways and 
streets, and the acquisition and appro- 
priation of lands, and with respect to 
children trading in the streets, and other 
matters affecting the health and good 
government of the city, and for other 
purposes.” Manchester Corporation Bill 
[Lords]. 

Also, a Bill, intituled, “‘ An Act for 
incorporating and conferring powers on 
the Faversham Water Company.” 
Faversham Water Bill [Lords]. 

Also, a Bill, intituled, ““ An Act to 
empower the Urban District Councils of 
Cowes and East Cowes to take on lease the 


| existing Royal Ferry across the River 


Medina between their respective districts, 
and to work and manage the same ; and 
for other purposes.” Cowes Ferry Bill 
[Lords]. 

And, also, a Bill, intituled, “‘ An Act 
to enable the South Eastern Railway 
Company to make new works ; to acquire 
additional lands; to provide for the 
application of capital of the South 
Eastern and London, Chatham, and 
Dover Railway Companies; to make 
further provisions as to the Managing 
Committee of those Companies ; and for 
other purposes.” South Eastern and 
London, Chatham, and Dover Railways 
Bill [Lords]. 
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MANCHESTER — BILL | Blackheath ; Driffield ; Chelsea ; Traw-; 
Ords |}. 


FAVERSHAM WATER BILL [Lords]. 
COWES FERRY BILL [Lords]. 


SOUTH EASTERN AND _ LONDON, 
CHATHAM, AND DOVER RAILWAYS 
BILL [Lords]. 


Read the first time; and referred to 
the Examiners of Petitions for Private 


Bills. 


PETITIONS. 


FINANCE BILL. 


Petition from Faversham, for altera- 
tion ; to lie upon the Table. 


HOUSING OF WORKING CLASSES (RE- 
PAYMENT OF LOANS) BILL. 


Petitions, in favour, from South- 
molton ; Plymouth ; and Halifax; to lie 
upon the Table. 


LOCAL AUTHORITIES OFFICERS’ 
SUPERANNUATION BILL. 
Petition from Stoke-upon-Trent, in 
favour ; to lie upon the Table. 
MARRIAGE WITH A DECEASED 
WIFE’S SISTER BILL. 


Petition from Fulham, against ; to lie 
upon the Table. 


MINES (EIGHT HOURS) BILL. 


Petition from Werndda, in favour ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS ON 
SUNDAY BILL. 





den; Seven Kings; Yorkshire; Ilford 
(two); Little Ilford: York; East 
London; Moulton; Holbeach (five) ; 
and Whaplode St. Catherines; to lie 
upon the Table. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO 
CHILDREN (SCOTLAND) BILL. 


Petitions, in favour, from Biggar ; 
Tarves ; Longside ; Peebles (two) ; Kirk- 
michael ; Comrie ; and Logicrait ; to lie 
upon the Table. 


SOVEREIGN’S OATH ON ACCESSION 
BILL. 


Petition from Stirling, against ; to lie 
upon the Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 


Copies presented, of Diplomatic and 
Consular Reports, Annual Series, Nos. 
2599 to 2601 [by Command]; to lie 
upon the Table. 

REVENUE AND EXPENDITURE (ENG- 

LAND, SCOTLAND, AND IRELAND). 


Copy ordered, “ of Provisional Staie- 
ment showing for the year ended the 


| 31st day of March, 1901; (1) the Esti- 


mated Amount contributed by England, 
Scotland, and Ireland respectively to the 
Revenue collected by Imperial Officers ; 
(2) the Estimated Expenditure incurred 
on English, Scottish, and Irish Services. 
chargeable against such Revenue ; and 
(3) the Consequent Balances of Revenue 


| which were available for Imperial Ex- 


Petitions, in favour, from West Ken-| penditure.”——(Mr. Austen Chamber- 


sington; Benson ; 


borough (two); Whaplode; Scalby 
and Whaplode St. Catherine’s; to lie 
upon the Table. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS To 
CHILDREN BILL. 

Petitions, in favour, from Launceston 
(six); Longton; Barrow - in- Furness ; 
Barrow ; Cardiff; Prestwich; Brent- 
wood ; Walkden ; Clydach ; Bayswater ; 
Woburn Sands; Portsmouth (two) ; 


Notting Hill; Plymouth ; Weardstone ; 
Halifax ; Highgate Hill; Dunfermline ; 








Loughborough ; | lain.) 
Dewsbury Moor; Birmingham ; Hing- 
ham ; Sheffield ; Holbeach (four) ; Scar- 


Copy presented accordingly ; to lie 
upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 
182.] 


QUESTIONS. 


SOUTH AFRICAN WAR—FARM 
BURNING. 

Mr. FLAVIN (Kerry, N.): I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for the Colonies 
whether the Government intend on the 
restoration of peace or at any other time 
to rebuild the 600 farmhouses approxi- 
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the Return recently published. 


THe SECRETARY or STATE For 
maze COLONIES (Mr. CHAMBERLAIN, 
Birmingham, W.): No, Sir. 


Mr. FLAVIN: May I ask whether 
the right hon. Gentleman would approve 
of Mr. De Wet burning Highbury ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order ! 


SOUTH AFRICAN CONCESSIONS 
COMMITTEE—REPORT. 

Mr. THOMAS BAYLEY (Derbyshire, 
Chesterfield) : I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for the Colonies whether he can 
state when the Report of the South 
African Concessions Committee will be 
laid upon the Table of the House. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : 
able at present to fix the date. 


I am not 


WAR HONOURS—WARRANT OFFICERS 
OF THE NAVY. 

Mr. KEARLEY (Devonport): I beg 
to ask the Secretary to the Admiralty 
whether he can now state whether any 
decision has been arrived at as to the 
participation of warrant officers of the 
Navy in the promotions and honours 
recently awarded and officially announced 
in connection with the South African 
campaign ; and whether the statutes of 
the orders governing the Distinguished 
Service Order have been so revised as to 
enable naval warrant officers to be 
eligible for this distinction, and so place 
them upon a similar footing to non- 
commissioned officers and men in the 
Army. 


THe SECRETARY To tHe ADMI- 
RALTY (Mr. ARNoLD-ForstTer, Belfast, 
W.): The question of a decoration for 
officers of warrant rank in the Royal 
Navy has now been settled, and steps 
will be taken at the earliest possible 
opportunity to give effect to the decision. 
The arrangements made do not affect 
the statutes of the Distinguished Service 
Order. 


ROYAL ARMY MEDICAL CORPS. 


Sirk JOHN TUKE (Edinburgh and 
St. Andrew University): I beg to ask 
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mately stated to have been burnt in the|the Secretary of State for War whether 
Transvaal and Orange Free States in| he proposes to adopt the suggestion 
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/contained in the Report of the Royal 
| Commission appointed to consider and 
report upon the care and treatment 
of the sick and wounded during the 
South African campaign to appoint a 
departmental or other Committee of 
experts to inquire into and report upon 
the steps needed to effect certain reforms 
in the Royal Army Medical Corps ; and, 
if so, whether he is prepared to state the 
composition of such Committee. 


THe FINANCIAL SECRETARY To 
THE WAR OFFICE (Lord STANLEY, 
Lan-ishire, Westhoughton): The Secre- 
tary of State is preparing various pro- 
posals tosubmit to a Committee of experts, 
but the composition of the Committee 
cannot be at present stated. 


VOLUNTEER SERVICE COMPANY, 
WELSH REGIMENT—REGIMENTAL 
PETS. 

LIEUTENANT-COLONEL PRYCE-JONES 
(Montgomery Boroughs): I beg to ask 
the President of the Board of Agri- 
culture whether he will grant a dis- 
pensation entitling the goat recently 
presented to the Volunteer Service 
Company of the Welsh Regiment in 
South Africa, and now quarantined on 
board the “‘ Tagus ” at Southampton, to 
be handed over to the officercommanding, 
notwithstanding the restrictions laid 
down in the Foreign Animals Order of 
1896. 


*THe PRESIDENT or Tue BOARD oF 
AGRICULTURE (Mr. Hansury, Pres- 
ton): An exception can only be made 
if the War Office recognise the goat as a 
regimental pet, in the same way as the 
goats of the Regular battalions. 


NORTH QUEENSFERRY FORTIFICA- 
TIONS. 


Mr. JOHN HOPE (Fifeshire, W.) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War whether it is proposed to carry 
the north boundary fence of the proposed 
fortifications at Carlingnose, North 
Queensferry, down to the sea at Port 
Laing; and whether he is aware that 
such boundary fence would be an inter- 
ference with a public right of way from 
Cruickness to North Queensferry. 
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Lorp STANLEY: There is no inten-| tion available as to the exports from the 
tion of interfering with any right of way | United Kingdom of “‘ Arms, ammunition 
from Cruickness to North Queensferry, | and military and naval stores” during 
nor have any instructions been given to! the last five years is contained in the 
earry a continuous boundary fence along | recently published “‘ Annual Statement 
the north limit of the War Department | of the Trade of the United Kingdom ” 
property. | for 1900, Vol. 1 (Parliamentary Paper, 

| Cd. 549), at pages 307-321, as regards 

Lorp BALCARRES (Lancashire, Chor- | exports of the produce or manufacture 
fey): Will steps be taken to fence in the | of the United Kingdom, and at pages 
fortification, seeing that the public now | 569-570 as regards exports of foreign 
have access, and can make drawings and!and colonial produce. There are no 
measurements of the work as it proceeds ?! separate particulars as to the value of 

| war ships exported; but figures as to 

Lorp STANLEY: I cannot answer | the number and tonnage of such vessels 
that without notice, but I think that} built in the United Kingdom for 
what the noble Lord says tends to show | foreigners are given in the volumes of the 
that there is a necessity for doing some-|‘‘ Annual Statement of the Navigation 





thing of the kind. jand Shipping of the United Kingdom ” 
‘foreach year. In these circumstances I 

WEST SOMERSET YEOMANRY | do not think it necessary that a separate 
TRAINING. ‘Return should be prepared dealing 


CotoneL WELBY (Taunton): I beg | with this subject. 

to ask the Secretary of State for War 

why the special permission granted to; BURMESE RUBBER-PRODUCING TREES. 
the West Somerset Yeomanry on 9th} \r. SHARPE (Kensington, N.): I 
May to go into lodgings at Taunton and | beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
do their training from there was revoked | [ndia whether he can stace what steps, 
by telegram on 13th May, forty-eight! if any, the Indian Government is taking 
hours before the regiment was to as-/ to develop the cultivation of rubber- 
semble ; and whether he is aware that this | producing trees in Burma; is he aware 
sudden change at the last has caused the| that in Ceylon and other eastern 
regiment much expense, and the in-|¢olonies attempts are being made by 
habitants of Taunton expenditure in| private proprietors to develop the same 
preparations of welcome, and whether | cultivation ; and will he say what pre- 
he can see his way to granting the officers | cautions, if any, it is proposed to take to 
and men a special allowance to cover the| prevent the results of the Government 
unusual expense they have been put to. | operations interfering with the success 


' of private enterprise. 
Lorp STANLEY : I am afraid I can- 
not at the present moment give an| Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror 
answer to this question. The matter is} INDIA (Lord G. HamiLton, Middlesex, 
under consideration, and I hope to beable | Ealing): The Government of India have 
to give a favourable reply in the course | recently authorised an extensive experi- 
of the next two or three days. mental plantation of the Para-rubber 
tree in the Tenasserim Division of Burma, 
£XPORTS OF MUNITIONS OF WAR AND] where the climate and the other con- 
WAR SHIPS. ditions are believed to be favourable. | 
Mr. JACOBY (Derbyshire, Mid): I|am aware that attempts are being made 
beg to ask the President of the Board of| to develop the production of rubber in 
Trade if the Government will grant a} Ceylon and elsewhere by private enter- 
Return showing the exportation of! prise, but I do not think that this is a 
munitions of war and war ships during | reason why the Government of India 
the last five years. should not do their best to develop the 
resources of that country and encourage 
Toe PRESIDENT or THe BOARD oF | private enterprise by showing that this 
TRADE (Mr. GeraLp Batrour, Leeds, | tree can be profitably cultivated in parts 
Central): The most complete informa- |! of India. 
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INDIAN TELEGRAPH RATE—THE| for Foreign Affairs if information has 
GERMAN EMDEN-IRELAND CABLE. bene as Foreign Office concerning a 
Sir EDWARD SASSOON (Hythe) : | massacre of Christians by Kurds in the 

I beg to ask the Secretary to the Treasury, | ‘Tiyari district, vilayet of Mosul ; whether 

as representing the Postmaster General, |a Kurdish chief named Reschid Bey, 

whether, in view of the fact that the | after murdering fifteen Christians in the 
reduction in the Indian telegraphic rate | said district, has, with 1,000 Kurds, 
is being delayed in consequence of the| withdrawn to the mountains, with the 
obstruction offered by Germany, he object of attacking other Christians ; and 
would state the reasons which militate | whether any representations to the Porte 





against the grant to the German Post 
Office of the right to land their Emden- 
New York cable at Waterville. 


Tut FINANCIAL SECRETARY to 
THE TREASURY (Mr. AusTEN CHAMBER- 
LAIN, Worcestershire, E.): The cable 
of the German Post Office from Emden 
to the West of Ireland at present 
lands at Valentia. Germany has no 
cable of its own between Ireland and 
New York. The question of the transfer 
of the landing place from Valentia to 


Waterville is at present the subject of | 


negotiation, and it would not be expedient | peremptory instructions had been sent to 


| the local authorities to hold the Kurds in 


that any statement should be made on 
the subject. 


EDUCATION IN TRINIDAD. 

*Mr. COMPTON RICKETT (Sear- 
borough): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for the Colonies whether he is 
aware that it has been proposed by the 
Committee of Education in Trinidad to 
close eight of the Government schools, to 
transfer fifteen others to Roman Catholic, 
seven to Church of England, and one to 
Presbyterian management, and to only 
maintain the remaining twenty-six 
Government schools for the present ; 
whether this change in educational policy 
has been discussed and approved by the 
inhabitants of the colony; whether it 
has received the sanction of the Colonial 
Office ; and whether the correspondence 
on the subject can be produced. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: I am 
aware of the proposals referred to by the 
hon. Member. Objections to these pro- 
posals have now been raised in the Legis- 
lative Council, and I am awaiting a 
further report by the Governor before 
arriving at a final decision in the matter. 


TURKEY—MASSACRES OF CHRISTIANS 
AT MOSUL. 


Mr. YOXALL (Nottingham, W.): I 
beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 


} 


|of Tiyari and some neighbouring tribes, 


| and that on learning recently that there 


| have been or will be made. 

| *Tue UNDER SECRETARY or STATE 
|For FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Viscount 
| CRANBORNE, Rochester): The British 
| Consular Agent at Mosul reported to- 


|wards the end of April that 10,000 
| Kurds had gone to the Tiyari mountains 
| with the intention of robbing and killing 
| Christians, of whom fifteen were said to 
‘have been already massacred. His 
| Majesty’s Ambassador at Constantinople 
| at once brought the matter to the notice 
of the Porte, and was informed that 


check, and to prevent outrages. Sir N. 
| O’Conor has since been informed by the 


| Turkish Government that there had been 


a long-standing feud between the people 


was danger of an outbreak the Vali of 
|Mosul had taken steps to prevent a 
\collision. He had also addressed a warn- 
‘ing to the Kurdish Chief, which had 
| resulted in the removal of the cause of 
‘dispute between the two parties. The 
|reported massacre of fifteen Christians 


| was denied. 


Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.): On the 
occasion referred to were any Kurds 
massacred ? 


*ViscounT CRANBORNE: I do not 
know. 


FOREIGN POST OFFICES IN CON- 
STANTINOPLE. 

Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) : 
I beg to ask the Under Secretary of 
State for Foreign Affairs whether he is 
aware of any treaty or any other inter- 
national document giving either to Great 
Britain or to any other foreign nation the 
right of maintaining its own post office 








in Turkey; if not, by virtue of what 
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authority is the British post office main-| of State for Foreign Affairs if he will 
tained there; does the maintenance of | kindly request the British Consul at 
foreign post offices in Turkey deprive the | Patras to supply, if possible, some details 
Turkish Government of any portion of | of the imports into Morea of British-made 
the postal revenues which would other- | goods. 

wise accrue to it; is he aware that the | 

mails consigned to these foreign post) * ViscounT CRANBORNE: Some in- 
offices, and distributed by them, often | formation on this subject is contained 
convey packets of watches and other | in the Report No. 2,573, Annual Series, 
valuable articles, which thus evade the | issued last month. If the hon. Member 
Turkish customs duties; and do His | desires further particulars, and will specify 
Majesty’s Government propose them-| them, I shall be happy to endeavour to 


Questions. 


selves to continue to maintain in Turkey | procure them. 


a system of foreign post offices which | 
lends itself to an evasion of duties and a | CHINA—YANG-TSZE 


PROVINCES—TRI- 


diminution of a portion of the securities | ENNIAL LITERARY EXAMINATIONS. 


pledged to foreign bondholders. 
*ViscountT CRANBORNE: 


| 


tributed by a special Russian post office | 
in the Consulate General for many | 
years. French, British, and German | 
post offices were subsequently established | 
on the ground that those countries are | 
entitled under their Treaties with the | 
Porte to the same privileges as are en- 
joyed by others. These arrangements, 
therefore, are of long standing, and have | 
beeu necessitated by the absence of any | 
secu ty that the Turkish Government | 
can efficiently replace the foreign post | 
offices. No doubt the Turkish revenue | 
suffers to some extent in consequence, | 
but it is quite understood that articles | 
which would otherwise be liable to Turk- | 
ish Customs dues are not transmissible | 
by letter post through our post office in 
Constantinople, and articles sent by 
parcel post are delivered through the, 
lurkish Custom House. In accordance 
with what I have said above, His Majesty’s | 
Government are not prepared to admit | 
that any portion of the securities pledged 
to the bondholders are infringed. With | 
regard to the continued maintenance of 
the foreign post oftices, I have nothing 
to add to my answers of the 9th and 
13th instant, in which the attitude of | 
His Majesty’s Government was fully ex- 
plained.t 


a f= 


MOREA—IMPORTS OF BRITISH GOODS. | 
'#Mr. BRIGG (Yorkshire, W.R., Keigh- 
ley): I beg to ask the Under Secretary 





+ See preceding volume, pages 1152 and | 
1457. 


In pur-| 
suance of the provisions of the treaty of | 
1783 the Russian mails have been dis- | 


Mr. HERBERT ROBERTS (Den- 
bighshire, W.): I beg to ask the Under 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
whether, owing to disquieting rumours 
of possible disturbances in the Yang-tsze 
provinces, the usual triennial literary 
examinations to be held this summer are 
to be abandoned by Imperial decree ; and 
whether the Government have any 
further information as to the source of 
the expected trouble. 


*ViscounT CRANBORN#: We have 
not heard of the issue of any Imperial 
decree to the effect mentioned. With 
regard to the last paragraph of the ques- 
tion, I would refer the hon. Member to 
the answer which I gave him on this 
subject on the 6th instantt—we have no 
later information. 


ANGLO-RUSSIAN DISPUTE AT 
TIENTSIN. 

Mr. HERBERT ROBERTS: I beg to 
ask the Under Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs whether he is in a position 
to make a statement as to the settlement 
of the question of ownership of the land 
at Tientsin which occasioned the recent 
Anglo-Russian railway dispute ; whether, 
despite the temporary agreement agreed 
to by the two Governments to suspend 
work on the land referred to, the Russians 
are proceeding to make roads through the 
land claimed by the railway company; 
and whether, in view of the grave issues 


‘at stake, the Government are able to give 


an assurance to the House that a speedy 
settlement will be arrived at and that 
the rights of the railway company will be 
fully maintained. 


ge 749, 





+ See preceding volume, 
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*ViscounT CRANBORNE: No taste the work expeditiously on behalf of His. 
ment has yet been arrived at with regard | Majesty's Government. I should like to 
to the ownership of the land referred to ;| add that we have every reason to be satis- 
but under the agreement with the Rus-| fied with their readiness to meet our 
sian Government all questions of title | wishes. 
and propri tary rights are reserved for | 
discussion between that Government | sugar DUTY—INCREASED} CHARGES. 
and ourselves; and the claim of the | BY DEALERS. 
hi seme ae ee . | Mr. YOXALL: I beg to ask Mr. 
Ri <P teste br eh enene: ‘le y the | Chancellor of the Exchequer whether he: 
ussian authorities meanwhile. /is aware that the London Wholesale 
| Sugar Dealers Association, a body of 


x x i |influence upon the trade, has decided 
rSir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester. | to add an extra charge of 6d. per cwt. to 


shire, Forest of Dean): Was it not stated | the 4s. 2d. duty per ewt. placed on sugar- 


there was to be some kind of arbitration | : . ; 4 
ts Shdis enater 4 | by the Budget resolution, and whether 


| he is prepared to allow rebate on contracts. 

~ . _ | P S aerate + 4s 
“viscous CRANBORNE: T have no| ma under the rules of thi toition 
information beyond that contained in|. ai y 
my answer. hee cone 








| Tur CHANCELLOR~ orf THe" EX- 
CHEEFOO—WEI-HAI-WEI CABLE. | CHEQUER (Sir M. “Hicks Bracu, 
Sir EDWARD SASSOON : I beg to Bristol, W.): I have no knowledge of 
ask the Secretary to the Treasury, as; any such extra charge as that indicated 
representing the Postmaster General, in the question; but, if such addition 
whether a public tender for the con-| were made, it would be outside the letter 
struction of the Chefoo—Wei-hai-wei of the law, and its payment must depend 
cable was asked for ; and whether he can upon the free will of the contractees. | 
explain why, in the interests of the public | see no ground whatever for allowing any: 
service and in view of the terms granted such rebate as suggested. 
to the contracting company, the Govern- 
ment did not undertake the construction LEAD POISONING RETURNS. 


aiiaee demon *Sirn CHARLES DILKE: I beg to ask 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : (1) | the Secretary of State for the Home 
The question of calling for public tenders Department whether the increase in the: 
was carefully considered, but it was found more serious forms of lead poisoning, and 
that the ‘arrangements between the | decrease in the less serious, shown by the 
Chinese Government and the Eastern) Return Lead Poisoning (Parliamentary 
Extension and Great Northern Telegraph | Paper, No. 126), can be accounted for by 
Companies as to landing rights in China, @1y reasons which can be stated to the 
ete., rendered competition impossible. House in reply to a question. 


(2) The Chefoo— Wei-hai-wei cable forms : Pers eee ero ere 
a spur to the existing system of the *THE SECRETARY or STATE For 


Eastern Extension Company in China, THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. 
and the advantages of having it worked RiTcute, Croydon) : I cannot accept 
by them, under due restrictions as to the | without qualification the hon. Baronet’s 
nationality of the staff, etc., are held | statement that the more serious cases 
to greatly outweigh any disadvantages | of lead poisoning have increased. The 
resulting therefrom. The agreement pro- most serious cases—the fatal ones— 
vides for the termination of the working | have, as appears from the Return, been 
agreement at any time at short notice if | reduced by one half—from sixteen in 
the arrangement is found unsatisfactory. | 1899 to eight in 1900. In the current 
(3) At the time the cable was laid the | year, up to the present only two deaths. 
need for communication was urgent, and| have been reported. With regard to 
the Eastern Extension Company were in | other serious cases, there was an increase 
an exceptionally good condition to do|}among males and a decrease among 
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4emales of cases of paralysis ; a decrease | ing in regard to proceedings under the 
among males and an increase among! Truck Acts in England was deliberately 
females of cases presenting brain sym-| adopted after full consideration of the 
ptoms. These are the accidental fluctua-| whole question and all the cases bearing 
tions which will always occur in dealing | on it, and to that course I propose to 
with small numbers. The truth seems | adhere. 
to be that, owing to the greater pre- 
<autions now adopted, there has been 4 . i ¥ 
general decrease of lead poisoning, | BUTTER ADULTERATION. 
which in the more serious cases is qualified | Mr. O'SHAUGHNESSY (Limerick, 
to some extent by the effects of | W.): I beg to ask the President of the 
extending back to former years. | Board of Agriculture whether his atten- 
tion has been called to the fact that new 
‘CONVEYANCE OF PRISONERS—DEATH | milk, heavily charged with boracic acid, 
IN A PRISON VAN. is forced by means of a spiral machine 
Dr. FARQUHARSON (Aberdeenshire, | into butter to defraud the consumer 
W.): I beg to ask the Secretary of State! by greatly increasing its weight and bulk; 
for the Home Department whether his|that a prosecution against Pearks, 
attention has been called to a recent | Ginston, and Lee, Limited, at ee, for 
death in a prison van, and whether he | selling fresh butter containing 24-2 per 
will consider the propriety of abolishing | cent. of water failed because the added 
or improving this method of conveyance. water might have found its way into the 
| butter by means of milk ; and whether, 
*Mr. RITCHIE: No death, so far as I| under these circumstances, he will take 
am aware, has occurred in a prison van. | steps to prevent such practices in the 
I presume, however, that the hon. Mem- | future. 
ber is referring to the case of James | 
Atkin, who died in Holloway Prison on| *Mr. HANBURY: The facts as stated 
the 2nd instant. This man, who was in the question are, | believe, accurate. 
‘suffering from delirium tremens, had a| At Longton, on the day following the 
violent struggle with the police in the | Bath decision, a conviction was obtained 
prison van while being conveyed from the | against the same firm—and I understand 
police court to prison, and died in prison | | ‘that it is to be appealed against. Other 
from syncope on the same day ; but his | prosecutions are being held over until the 
death does not appear to have been in | decision on appeal has been given. 
any way due to the construction of the 
van, and I see no reason for making any BUTTER STANDARDS. 
alteration in the present arrangements. 





Mr. O'SHAUGHNESSY: I beg to 
TRUCK ACTS—SQUIRE v. SWEENEY. | 28k the President of the Board of Agri- 
Mr. TENNANT (Berwickshire): I culture will he explain why the Board of 

beg to ask the Secretary of State for the Agriculture have not yet fixed the 

Home Department whether he is aware standard of water in butter which they 

that in the case of Squire v. Sweeney, have been empowered to do by legislation. 


under the Truck Acts, the judgment ” . 
of the Irish court was based ae the| "Me. HANBURY 
decision in Ingram v. Barnes ; and, as 
this was an English case, whether he is 
advised that his Department may safely 
continue to take proceedings, if necessity 
arise, in circumstances similar to those 
recently found in Cornwall. 


: The power of fixing 
what is somewhat inaccurately described 
as a standard of milk and butter was first 
given to the Board in January of last 
year. It was then decided that a Com- 
mittee should first inquire into the ques- 
tion of milk, and that Committee was 
appointed 29th January, 1900, and 
reported in January of this year. We 
are now working in concert with the 
Irish Department in preparing the 
necessary evidence to submit to a Com- 
+ See preceding volume, page 429. mittee dealing with butter. 


*Mr. RITCHIE: The course which, 
in answer to the hon. Member some days 
ago,t I indicated my intention of pursu- 
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AGRICULTURAL LABOUR CONTRACTS. | 
Mr. LLOYD MORGAN (Carmarthen, | 
W.): I beg to ask the President of the | 
Board of Agriculture whether he has | 
received a copy of a resolution, passed by | 
the members of the Carmarthen Chamber 
of Agriculture, calling attention to the 
difficulties in which farmers in the 
county of Carmarthen and elsewhere are 
frequently placed owing to agricultural 
servants in breach of their contract 
leaving the service of their masters after | 
the winter months are over and before 
the harvest begins ; and whether, owing 
to the fact that such servants are always 
engaged by the year, and that they 
refuse to sign any written agreement, he 
will consider the question of introducing 
a Bill to amend the fourth section of the 
Statute of Frauds so as to make it un- 
necessary (in order to recover damages. 
for breach of contract) for any agreement 
of service between farmer and servant to 
be in writing, even though it be an agree- | 
ment which cannot be performed within 
a year of the time of the making thereof. 


*Mr. HANBURY: I do not think that 

Parliament can reasonably be asked to | 
place contracts for agricultural labour 
on a different footing to other contracts 
in respect of the evidence required to 
prove the contracts by the Statute of 
Frauds. 


LOCAL TAXATION—AID FROM 
IMPERIAL SOURCES. 
Mr. ASHTON (Bedfordshire, Luton) : | 
I beg to ask the Secretary to the Treasury 
will he state what sums, during the last 
financial year, were contributed out of 
revenue derived from Imperial taxation 
in relief of local taxation, and through 
what channels were they paid ; and in 
particular, what payments in relief of 
local taxation were made otherwise than 
through the local taxation accounts. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: I 
am not sure that I quite understand the 
hon. Gentleman’s question, but I think | 
he will find the information he requires 
in the Return of National Public Income | 
and Expenditure annually presented to 
Parliament. The figures for last year 
are not yet available. 


SCOTTISH CONGESTED DISTRICTS— 
ISLAND OF CAVA. | 


Mr. CATHCART WASON (Orkney | 
and Shetland): I beg to ask the Lord 


{17 May 1901} 


|of adjacent land or 
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Advocate if the Congested Districts 
Board will inquire into the circumstances. 
of the Island of Cava, with the view of 
affording some relief to the parish of 
Orphir, of which the said island forms a 
part, the charges borne by the parish in 
respect of the said island amounting to 
£86 19s. 10d., the total gross rent of the 
island being only £31 5s. 


*THE LORD ADVOCATE (Mr. A. 

GRAHAM Murray, Buteshire): I am 
informed by the Local Government 
Board for Scotland, within whose pro- 
vince the matter primarily rests, that im 
1891 the population of the island was. 
thirteen—five males and eight females, 
and there are only three inhabited houses: 
—the island being only a mile long. 
Without further information as to the- 
data on which the figures stated in the- 
question are based I am unable to give: 
any reply ; but the Local Government 
Board’s general superintendent will make 
inquiry into the circumstances when he: 
next visits the parish. 


NATIONAL GALLERY—FIRE 
PRECAUTIONS. 

Dr. FARQUHARSON: I beg to. 
ask the First Commissioner of Works. 
whether he can state to the House 
the precise nature of the steps he 
intends to take, by the acquisition 
otherwise, to: 
ensure the collection of pictures in the: 
National Gallery from a repetition of the- 
dangerous fire referred to in the last 
report of the trustees. 


Tue FIRST COMMISSIONER or 
WORKS (Mr. Akers Douc.as, Kent, 
St. Augustine’s): I am taking steps for: 
the acquisition of the premises imme- 
diately adjacent to the National Gallery,. 


| so as to secure the isolation of that build- 


ing. Parliamentary powers are needed 
for this purpose, and a Bill has been for 
some weeks before the House awaiting 
Second Reading. 


LOANS TO IRISH FARMERS. 


Mr. DALY (Monaghan, S8.): I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he can 


\state if the Department of Agriculture: 


and Technical Instruction would be 
prepared to advance money to farmers. 
in Ireland to help them to purchase: 











455 Questions. {COMMONS} Questions. 456 


machinery for either crop saving or{ IRISH INTERMEDIATE EDUCATION 

dairying purposes ; and, if so, whether | EXAMINATIONS. 

he can state the terms of repayment, Mr. WILLIAM JOHNSTON (Bel 
of such advances. | fast, S.): I beg to ask the Chief Secre. 


| tary to the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland 


‘Tue CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- | whether he can explain why the pro 
LAND (Mr. Wynpnam, Dover): The | gramme and rules for the Manel 4 
question of granting loans to farmers | examinations of 1902, due about Ist 
for either of the purposes mentioned | April, are not published yet, though 
is “under consideration by the Depart-|the announcement of some important 


ment. changes, and the prospect of others, 


Mr. DALY: When is the right hon. | makes ample notice particularly neces- 


Gentleman likely to be in a position | TY; and whether, as the delay in this 
to make an announcement of the point ? | and pr evious years has been complained 
of as causing inconvenience, the intro- 
Mr. WYNDHAM: I hope shortly. | duction of changes will be deferred until 
[ am in communication with the Depart- | notice can be given. 
ment. | 
Mr. WYNDHAM: The programme 


BALLIVOR PETTY SESSIONS—HEDGE. | 224 rules for 1902 required very careful 
CUTTING PROSECUTIONS. | consideration by the Intermediate Edu- 


Mr. CAREW (Meath, S.): I beg to | cation Board. They are now, I under- 
ask Mr. Attorney General for Ireland | stand, practically settled, and will shortly 
whether he can explain why the magis- | be made public. 
trates at petty sessions held in Ballivor, | 
county Meath, on 12th January last, VESEY STONEY’S ESTATE, CO. MAYO. 
dismissed four summonses brought by! Dr. AMBROSE (Mayo, W.): I beg 
road contractors, acting under the to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
county surveyor’s instructions, to compel | Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
the defendants to cut and trim their aware that the estate of Mr. Vesey 
hedges along the roadside ; is he aware Stoney, of Rosturk Castle, county Mayo, 
that, while the small occupiers obey the | has been sold to the Congested Districts 
surveyor’s orders, some of the largest | Board ; and that, since the purchase, Mr. 
owners neglect to do so, to the injury | Stoney has prevented the tenants taking 
of the roads in the district ; and whether seaweed off the shore adjoining to and 
he will take steps, by legislation or part of the estate ; whether such action 
otherwise, to empower magistrates to has been taken with the knowledge or 
enforce obedience to the surveyor’s by the authority of the Board; and 
orders by both occupiers and owners, | whether the Board will take steps to 


Tus ATTORNEY GENERAL ror prevent such action in the future. 
IRELAND (Mr. ATKINSON, London- _ MR. WYNDHAM: The Congested 
derry, N.): The four summonses , Districts Board is negotiating for the 
referred to were brought against two acquisition of the seaweed rights on 
defendants, one of whom is a land- this property, already purchased, and 
owner and the other a tenant farmer. until these rights have been acquired 
Both defendants had endeavoured to} the Board could not intervene as sug- 
comply with the road contractor’s re- gested. 
quirements to a certain extent. The 
summonses were dismissed on tech- | LABOURERS’ COTTAGES IN THE RATH- 
nical grounds and mainly because the | DRUM UNION. 
notices which the moving party is bund) Mr. JAMES O’CONNOR  (Wick- 
to serve, and upon which the preceedings low, W.): I beg to ask the Chief Secre- 
were founded, were informal. The law tary to the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland 
is clearly laid down in such cases in| whether he is aware that a sworn in- 
Section 9, Sub-section 8, of the 14 & 15 | quiry was, twelve months ago, held in 
Vict., cap. 92, and no further legislation | Rathdrum (county Wicklow) Union into 
is called for. la scheme for the erection of labourers’ 

\ 
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cottages, and that no arbitrator has yet | sale of land is blocked in Wexford for 
been sent down by the Local Govern- | want of funds, and as he has promised to 
ment Board; that an inquiry into a| bring in a Bill to make special arrange- 
second scheme has been held, and that | ments for such cases, he can inform the 
a third inquiry is pending ; and whether | House when he will be able to bring in 
he will advise the Local Government | the Bill. 
Board to remove the block in the way of 
erecting labourers’ cottages in the Rath-| Sir THOMAS ESMONDE (North 
drum Union by sending an arbitrator to| Wexford): I beg also to ask the Chief 
complete the necessary preliminaries. | Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
| Ireland if he can state what are the inten 
Mr. WYNDHAM: A Provisional | tions of the Government with regard to 
Order was made by the Local Govern-| facilitating land purchase in county 
ment Board on the 28th February last Wexford; and when he proposes to 
confirming the scheme which formed introduce a Bill to deal with the situation 
the subject of inquiry in July, 1900. | in that county. 


An arbitrator can only be appointed | 
upon the application of the district. Mr. WYNDHAM: The Government 


council, and no such application has yet | has framed a Bill to remove the existing 
been made. A second inquiry was held obstruction to further sales in county 
in March last; a third inquiry is not} Wexford, and to provide against similar 
pending. The responsibility for delay | contingencies in the event of their 
in appointing an arbitrator does not | arising elsewhere. [ propose to ask 
rest with the Local Government Board. | leave to introduce the Bill on Monday 

| at the commencement of public business. 





ROYAL IRISH CONSTABULARY 
PENSIONS. Mr. FFRENCH: Are there any funds 


Mr. TULLY (Leitrim, S.): I beg to | at present available 


ok it Wensiliedd to the Lied 
dheadigepirary Meteg hped ae Es ee 


Lieutenant of Ireland whether he can) : ‘ are | 
state the number of police officers and funds available, which the Bill will re- 


head constables of the Royal Irish Con- | lease. 
stabulary in receipt of pensions, and | 
amounts paid respectively to each. | GREAT SOUTHERN AND WESTERN RAIL 
| WAY OF IRELAND—THROUGH RATES 
Mr. WYNDHAM: The numbers and) FOR IRISH PRODUCE, 
amounts are :—Officers, 99, £27,207;) Mr. MOONEY (Dublin County, S.): 
head constables, 588, £46,320, | On behalf of the hon. Member for the 
St. Patrick Division of Dublin, I beg to 
ne, ae - | ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
CENSU PERE SEARS oe IRELAND. | Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
Mr. THOMAS O'DONNELL (Kerry, | aware that, owing to the Great Southern 
W.): I beg to ask the Chiet Secretary to | and Western Railway Company omitting 
the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether | to carry out their statutory obligations 
the Returns regarding the number of | to put through rates in force vid Dublin, 
Irish speakers in Ireland, as disclosed by [rish produce from that district is de- 
the last Census, could be laid before the; barred from the most expeditious and 
House before Tuesday next. safe service ; and whether he will take 
oe | steps to remedy this state of affairs. 
Mr. WYNDHAM: I am informed | 
that it would be quite impossible to give) | beg also to ask the President of the 


this information before Tuesday next. | Board of Trade whether his attention 
'has been called to the question of the 

LAND PURCHASE IN COUNTY _ | provision of facilities by the Great 
WEXFORD. /Southern and Western Railway Com- 


Mr. FFRENCH (Wexford, S8.): I beg | pany, Ireland, under Section 34, 63, and 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord | 64 Vic., of 1900, for through traffic to 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether, as the | and from stations on what was originally 
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the Waterford, Limerick, and Western 
Railway, through the port of Dublin 
and port of Waterford respectively ; 
whether he can state what facilities are 
being provided by the Great Southern 
and Western Railway Company for the 
stations aforesaid, and whether he is 
aware that the Port of Dublin is being 
injuriously affected; and whether he 


Questions. 


will take any steps to have the Act of | 


Parliament duly carried into effect. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I will 


{COMMONS} 
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Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: 


The class of provincial clerks in charge 
is being allowed to die out, and no new 
appointments are made to it. There are 
officers of the Cork staff who still retain 
the title. The duties of the class are 
performed by those persons who still 
remain on it, and also by any other 
officer who may be selected by the sur- 
| Veyor from time to time to take charge 
(of an office, and a list of suitable ofticers 
|is kept by the surveyor. Those persons 
_are selected for the duty whose character 








answer these questions together. If|and knowledge of the duties to be per- 
the hon. Member will be good enough to | formed are held to justify their selection, 
read Sub-section 5 of the section to which | It is not proposed to make any alteration 


he refers he will see that a special remedy 
is provided and can be applied at the 
instance of the Dublin Port and Docks 


Board or other persons or bodies named | 


therein. 


KILRUSH POSTMASTERSHIP 


Masor JAMESON (Clare, W.): I beg 
to ask the Secretary to the Treasury, as 
representing the Postmaster General, 
with reference to the vacancy for a post- 
master or postmistress in Kilrush, will 
he state whether any appointment has 
yet been made ; and, if so, who has been 
appointed ; if not, can he say whether 


|in the existing system. 


| EDUCATION BILL—EFFECT OF REPEAL 
CLAUSE ON IRISH TECHNICAL EDU- 
CATION. 

| Mr. LOYD (Berkshire, Abingdon): 
\I beg to ask the Vice-President of 
\the Committee of Council on Educa- 
tion whether the exclusion of Ireland 
‘from the extent of the Bill in Clause 1} 
(1) of the Education Bill will suffice, under 
| the general rule for construing a statute 
| by its intent, to keep alive the Technical 
Instruction Acts, 1889 and 1891, in 
_lreland, notwithstanding the unqualified 


| 


it is intended to fill the office by appoint- | terms in which those Acts are repealed 
ing the person now in the employment | by Clause 10 and the Schedule. 


of the postal service. | #Twz SECRETARY 10 tue LOCAL 

Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: No | GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. Grayt 
appointment has yet been made to fill | Lawson, Yorkshire, N.R., Thirsk) (for 
the vacancy for a postmaster at Kilrush, | Sir_ J. Gorst): My right hon. friend 
nor can it vet be stated who will be | Wishes me to say that the answer to this 


appointed. | question is in the affirmative. 


CORK POST OFFICE—PROVINCIAL  sinanoninrna, RATING AND TITHE- 
CLERKS IN CHARGE. RENT ACTS. 

Mr. J. F. X. O’BRIEN (Cork): I beg} MR. HERBERT ROBERTS: I beg 
to ask the Secretary to the Treasury, as | to ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
representing the Postmaster General, | whether he will state whether it is the 
whether the grade of provincial clerk | intention of the Government to ask the 
in charge is still in existence at Cork | House to renew the Agricultural Rating 
post office; whether the duties of this | Act and the Tithe-Rent (Rates) Act this 
class are confined to the same portion of | Session in one Bill, or will separate 
the staff ; and what are the qualifications | measures be introduced for this purpose. 
necessary to entitle one of the staff to | 


those duties; and whether he will have) Tue FIRST LORD or tue TREA- 


the names of those possessing the neces- SURY (Mr. A. J. BaALFour, Manchester, 
sary qualifications placed on a list, and| E.): I hope the hon. Gentleman will 
the list posted in the office, and the 
qualified officers deputed to fill those 
duties in turn. 


wait till the Bill is introduced. It is not 
very convenient to give a preliminary 
account of the form which legislation is 
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to take. The proper occasion is when] *Sir CHARLES DILKE: Will the 
the Minister brings in the Bill and declares | Army Votes be taken on Friday 2 


the policy of the Government. 
Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: On Thursday 
or Friday. 








BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 
Siz THOMAS ESMONDE: I beg to/ Mp GIBSON BOWLES: Is it pro- 


ask the First Lord of the Treasury if he | posed to continue the discussion on the 
will state when he proposes to conclude | Finance Bill after twelve o'clock on 
the debate on the Second Reading of | Weiday nicks? : i; 

the Finance Bill, and whether he hh elit 
poses to have a morning sitting of the/ Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I do not 
House on Friday next. Perhaps the | contemplate a long sitting, but I do not 
right hon. Gentleman will also say what | think the debate need stop when the 
will be the course of business next week. | clock strikes twelve. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: It is not | Mr. FLOWER (Bradford, W.): Can 
possible to forecast accurately the course | we have notice when the Local Govern- 
of business next week. We propose | ment Board Vote will be taken ? 
to begin on Monday the discussion of the Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: 


Finance Bill, and I think, from such q d : -\ a 
inquiries as I have been able to make, hom. Mi to Give notice. Nl oe 
that there ought to be no difficulty in | ie Member will be oo bcolibcen 
arriving at a decision on the Amend-| Mary notice at — 
. | ment of the week, when I usually state 


ment to be moved from the front Oppo- - Spang 
sition bench at or before the conclusion | the business for the following Friday. 


| 
| 
| 





I will en- 


of the morning sitting on Tuesday. It <a 
the House would be content to allow NEW BILLS. 


the Second Reading to be taken at the 
same time, it would be, | think, for| COUNTY COUNCILS (LEGISLATION). 
the general convenience of Members. Bill to enable County Councils to pro- 
With regard to the remainder of the week | mote Legislation, ordered to be brought 
I propose to take the motion for the holi- | jn by Mr. Bigwood, Mr. Joseph Howard, 
day adjournment as first Order on Thurs- | gir ‘John Dorington, Mr. Henry Hob- 
day ; and I hope before we separate to| house, Mr. Broadhurst, and Lord Ed- 
get the Second Reading of the Civil | ciieial Wibaaitice: 

List Bill, the very small fragment of the | 

Committee stage of the Demise of the} CoUNTY COUNCILS (LEGISLATION) 
Crown Bill which still remains to be | BILL. 

taken, and Vote 10, and, if possible, the | _ To enable County Counceils to pro- 
Ordnance Vote for the Army. The} mote Legislation,” presented, and read 
House will rise on Friday, but I do not | the first time ; to be read a second time 
know whether it will be possible to have | ypon Wednesday next, and to be printed. 
a morning sitting on that day. There | [Bill 193.] 

is an intention, I believe, on the part of 

the Irish Members to raise the question) BURGH POLICE AND PUBLIC HEALTH 
of the financial relations upon the Second | (SCOTLAND). 

Reading of the Finance Bill. That | Bill to amend the Law relating to the 
would not be a very convenient oppor- | Police and Public Health Administration 
tunity for taking issue upon that subject, | of Burghs in Scotland, ordered to be 
because the possibility of dividing on an! brought in by Mr. Asher, Sir Robert 
Amendment will be exhausted by the} Reid, Sir Herbert Maxwell, Mr. Parker 
division which will take place on the Smith, Mr. M‘Crae, and Mr. John Dewar. 
Amendment of the right hon. Member for | 

East Wolverhampton. But this isa new | BURGH POLICE AND PUBLIC HEALTH 
Parliament, and I think that an oppor- (SCOTLAND) BILL. 

tunity should be given for the discussion; ‘‘ To amend the Law relating to the 
of the question. I therefore propose to | Police and Public Health Administration 
find a day for that discussion before the | of Burghs in Scotland,” presented, and 





end of the session. read the first time ; to be read a second 


VOL. XCIV.  [FourtH Serizs.] Rk 
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time upon Wednesday, 19th June, and to | filled the two posts, but he drew no 
| salary in respect of this particular office, 


[Bill 194.) 


STEAMSHIP SUBSIDIES SELECT 
COMMITTEE. 


Ordered, That Mr. William Field be 
discharged from the Select Committee 
on Steamship Subsidies. 


Ordered, 


be printed. 


Esmonde.) 


SUPPLY. AtLorrep Day.] 
Considered in Committee :— 


(In the Committee.) 


(7TH 


[Mr. J. W. Lowrner (Cumberland, 
Penrith) in the Chair. | 
Civi Service AND REVENUE DEPART- 
MENTS ESTIMATES, 1901-2. 
Cuiass II. 


fe 1. Motion made, 
posed, “That a sum, not exceeding 
£7,300, be granted to His Majesty, to 
complete the sum necessary to defray 
the Charge which will come in course 
of payment during the year ending on 
the 31st day of March, 1902, for the 
Salaries and Expenses of the Depart- 
ment of His Majesty’s Most Honourable 
Privy Council.” 


*Mr. GODDARD (Ipswich) said he 
desired to move a reduction of the Vote 
by £1,000 for several reasons, the first | 
of which was that of economy. In these | 
days of very large Estimates one could | 
not reduce the expenditure of the country | 
by great sums, and it was therefore | 
their duty to scrutinise the Votes, and 
especially the smaller ones, very closely, 
in order to see if there were money now 
being expended which could be saved. 
This Vote afforded a reasonable oppor-| 
tunity of doing that. The office to} 
which it referred was more or less a sine- 
cure. The President of the Council 
had very little work to do, and w hile, | 
formerly, no doubt, it was a very im- 
portant position, at the present time) 
the duties were of a very slight character. | 
When the last Liberal Government! 





was in office it was held that the office 
was so little required, and the duties 
were so light, that they might be per- 
formed by the Secretary of State for 
India. 


Lord Kimberley accordingly 


well be followed now. 


That was an example which might 
He knew it was 


| argued in 1893 that this was an ancient 


That Mr. William Redmond ' 
be added to the Committee.—(Sir Thomas | 
| was no reason why the heads of respective 


and Question pro- | 


office and ought not, therefore, to be 


abolished. But that surely was no reason 
for maintaining it, and spending £2,000 
a year on it. The Lord President of 
the Council was supposed to be answer- 
able for all Orders in Council, but there 


Departments should not be made answer- 
able for such Orders as affected their 
respective Departments. The Lord Presi- 
dent of the Council, too, was head of the 
Education Department. It was not at 
all clear what duties he rendered to the 
State in that capacity. Their experience 
in this House was that when the Vice- 
President was driven into a corner, 
he found it convenient to hide himself 
behind the broad back of his noble 
friend. But no one would maintain 
that it was reasonable to pay £2,000 a 
year merely in order to provide such a 
defence for the Vice-President. They 
ought to have some explanation of the 
duties of the Lord President, because 
really the practical work was carried 
out by the Vice-President. He hoped 
the Committee would agree to the reduc- 
tion of the Vote which he advocated, 
on the ground that this was an un- 
necessary office, and that the occupier 
| of it, having little to do, should require 
| no salary from the State. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That Item A (Salaries) be reduced by 
£1,000, in respect of the Salary of the 
President of the Council.”—(Mr. God- 
dard.) 

THe FINANCIAL SECRETARY 10 
THE TREASURY (Mr. Austen CHAM- 
BERLAIN, Worcestershire, E.) said the 
reduction of the Vote had been moved 
| on the ground that the office of Lord 
President was a sinecure, and that the 
occupant of it did no public work in 
return for the salary he received. Now, 
whatever might be said of former Lord 
| Presidents. he did not think it could be 
| asserted of the present holder of the office 
that he was in such a position. He had, 
indeed, very important duties in con- 
nection with theeducation of the country, 
and the interest he had shown and the 


trouble he had taken in regard to that. 
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were well known to all Members of the] *THze CHAIRMAN: Order, order! 
House. Besides that, the Lord President | It is not my business to save time. I 
was responsible for many other most | have to see that the rules of the House 
important matters to which he was com- | are observed. That point must be re- 


pelled to give his personal attention, | served until the present Amendment 
and he did not think, therefore, it could | has been disposed of. 


be seriously contended that the salary | si aiaittaciae soins 

placed on the Votes in accordance with | Mr. LABOUCHERE (Northampton) 
ractice for an office held in connection | 844 he thought that there were a good 
P many salaries which might be cut down 


with another high office was not deserved. | 


Supply—Civil 





| with moreadvantagethan that of the Lord 
Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.) said the Lord 
President of the Council was President 


of the Committee of Council on Educa- | 


tion, a body which constituted one of the 
greatest absurdities of the day. There 


was, in fact, no Committee of Council. | 


All the work was done by the Lord Presi- 
dent and by the Vice-President, and he 
ventured to assert that, in view of the 


great necessity for economy in these | 


days, there were many public men in 


this House who would gladly fill the | 
position with advantage to the highest | 


educational interests of the country, 
without asking a salary for the perform- 
ance of the duties. Why should the 
Lord President get £2,000 a year tor 
carrying out merely nominal duties? 
Men in high places were very apt to 
decry the Radical idea of economy, that 
money should only be paid for work done. 
It was not surprising, tor whenever 
there was a fat salary to be obtained 
without good work being done for it 
they were the very ones to secure the 


House, had during the last few weeks 
been loud in their demands for retrench- 
ment, would assist the hon. Member for 
Ipswich in getting a reduction of the 
Vote for a large sum of money for an 
office which practically had no duties 
attached to it. 


Mr. WHITLEY (Halifax) said he had 


| President of the Council. The Financial 
‘Secretary to the Treasury had stated 
that the Lord President showed an 
|interest in education. They all showed 
/an interest in education, but they had 
no opportunity of developing it. He 
imagined that the real business of the 
Lord President was to look after the Vice- 
President. He was paid a salary because 
he was one of the odd men of the Cabinet 
who was ready to make speeches in the 
House of Lords and the country, and to 
receive deputations. An hon. friend re- 
/ minded him that the Lord President was 
a sleeping partner—and certainly he was 
not a very wakeful partner—but still he 
fulfilled the duties expected of him by the 
Cabinet. There was a good deal to be 
said for the view expressed by his hon. 
friend that all these salaries should be 
eut down. He had, however, observed 
in history that, at the time of the war 
with Napoleon, Ministers of the Crown 
contributed a considerable part of their 


e the salaries to relieve the burdens of the 
posts. He hoped that those who, sitting | 
above the gangway on that side of the ; 


people, and he believed that the present 
Ministers were doing the same. They 
were modest men, and did not like it 
known, but when he saw conscience 
money acknowledged in the newspapers 
he believed it came from one or other of 
them. No doubt even the Vice-Presi- 
dent contributed a part of his modest 


salary in the form of conscience money 
towards the relief of the taxpayers. 


He 





4 
| 
@ 
i 


intended, to move the reduction of the) knew it would be an agreeable task for 
Vote in order to raise another question, | the Vice-I resident to defend the Lord 


but it would save time perhaps if, on | President, and he would listen with the 
the present motion, he brought forward | greatest pleasure to him. 

the subject in which he was more par-| Question put. 
ticularly interested—an item in the) bi 

second line of the Vote, as to the salary| The Committee divided :—Ayes, 128 ; 
of the Clerk of the Council. | Noes, 178. (Division List No. 192.) 


AYES. 
Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 
Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Blake, Edward 
| Boland, John 


| Boyle, James 

Brigg, John 

Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Burke, E. Haviland- 


Abraham, William(Cork, N, E, 

Allen,CharlesP(Gloue., Stroud) 
Ambrose, Rubert 
Asher, Alexander 
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Burns, John Healy, Timothy Michael 
Caine, William Sproston Hemphill, Rt. Hon. CharlesH. 


Caldwell, James 


| 
| Holland, William vor! 
Campbell, John (Armagh, S.) | , West) 


Hope,John Deans (Fife. 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Jacoby, James Alfred 
Jones,D. Brynmor (Swansea) 
Jones, William (Carnarvonsh. ) 


Carvill, Patrick Geo. Hamilton 
Cawley, Frederick 

Channing, Francis Allston 
Clancy, John Joseph 

Colvilie, John Joyce, Michael 

Condon, Thomas Joseph Kinloch,SirJohnGeorgeSmyth 
Craig, Robert Hunter | Lambert, George 

Crean, Eugene | Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Crombie, John William Leamy, Edmund 

Cullinan, J. Leng, Sir John 

Daly, James Lundon, W. 

Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan | MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
Delany, William M‘Arthur, William(Cornwall) 
Dewar, John A. (Inverness-sh | 


M‘Cann, James 
Dillon, John 


M‘Crae, George 
Donelan, Captain A. Mooney, John J. 
Doogan, P. C. Morgan, J. Lloyd (Carmarthen 
Duncan, J. Hastings Morton, Edw. J.C. (Devonport 
Dunn, Sir William 


Murphy, J. 
Edwards, Frank Nannetti, Joseph P. 
Emmott, Alfred 


Norman, Henry 
Esmonde, Sir Thomas Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert Nussey, Thomas Willans 
Farrell, James Patrick O’Brien, Kendal(TipperaryMd | 
Ffrench, Peter 


| O’Brien, Patrick omen | 
Flavin, Michael Joseph | O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
Flynn, James Christopher 


| O’Connor, Jas. (Wicklow, W.) 
Foster, Sir Walter (DerbyCo. | O’Donnell, John (Mayo, S.) 
Fuller, J. M. F. QO’ Donnell, T.-(Kerry, W.) 
Gilhooly, James | O’ Dowd, John 
Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton O'Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester O’Malley, William 
Harrington, Timothy O'Mara, James 
Harwood, George O’Shaughnessy, P. J. | 
Hayden, John Patrick O’Shee, James John 

Hayne, Rt. Hon. Chas. Seale- | 


Palmer, Sir Chas. M. (Durham 
NOES. 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hon.J.(Birm. | 
Chamberlain, J. Austen( Wore. 

Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Chapman, Edward 
Cochrane, Hon. T. H. A. E. 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb,SirJohnCharlesReady | 


Acland-Hood,Capt.SirAlex. F 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Allsopp, Hon. George 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Austin, Sir John 
Bagot,Capt.Josceline FitzRoy 
Bain, Col. James Robert | Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Baird, John George Alexander | Corbett,A.Cameron (Glasgow) | 
Balearres, Lord | Cranborne, Viscount 
Baldwin, Alfred | Cross, Herb. S. (Bolton) 
Balfour, Rt. Hon. A.J.(Manch’r | Cubitt, Hon. Henry 
Balfour, RtHnGeraldW.(Leeds | Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Balfour, Maj. K.R. (Christeh.) | Dickson, Charles Scott 
Banbury, Frederick George Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Barry,SirFrancis T.(Windsor) | Dixon-Hartland, Sir Fred. D. | 
Bartley, George C. T. Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- | 
Beach, Rt. Hn.SirM. H.(Bristol | Doxford,SirWilliam Theodore | 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin | 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. Dyke, Rt. Hon. Sir Wm. Hart | 
Bigwood, James Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas | 
Bill, Charles Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edw. 
Blundell, Col. Henry Fergusson ,Rt. Hn.$'rJ.(Mane. 
Boscawen, Arthur Griflith- Fielden, Edward brocklehurst 
Boulnois, Edmund Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne | 
Bowles,Capt.H.F.(Middlesex) | Fisher, William Hayes 
Bowles,T.Gibson (King’sLynn | Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Brassey, Albert Fletcher, Sir Henry 
Campbell, Rt. HnJ.A(Glasgow | Flower, Ernest 
Cavendish,V.C.W. (Derbysh.) | Foster, Sir M. (Lond. Univ.) 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William | Garfit, William | 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) | Godson, Sir Augustus Fredk. | 
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Partington, Oswald 

Power, Patrick Joseph 

Rea, Russell 

Reddy, M. 

Redmond,John E. (Waterford) 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Rickett, J. Compton 

Rigg, Richard 

Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Roche, John 

Schwann, Charles E. 

Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinelair,CaptJohn(Forfarshire 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Soares, Ernest J. 
Sullivan, Donal 
Taylor, Theodore Cooke 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, Alfred(Glamorgan, E. 
Thomas, F. Freeman-( Hastings 
Thomson, F. W. (York, W. R.) 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Tully, Jasper 
Ure, Alexander 
Wallace, Robert 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsbury) 
Warner, Thomas CourtenayT. 
Wason,Eugene(Clackmannan 


| White, Luke (York, E. R.) 


White, Patrick (Meath, North) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 


| Williams,Osmond (Merioneth) 


Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Young, Samuel (Cavan, East) 
Yoxall, James Henry 


AYES— 
Mr. 


TELLERS FOR THE 
Mr. Goddard and 
Charles Hobhouse. 


Gordon, J. (Londonderry, S.) 
Gordon, Maj Evans-(T’rH’ml'ts 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John E. 


| Goschen, Hn. George Joachim 
| Goulding, Edward Alfred 

| Grenfell, William Henry 

| Hamilton, Rt. HnLordG(Mid’x 
| Hamilton,Marq.of (L’d’nd’rry) 


Hanbury, Rt. Hn. Robert W. 
Hardy, Laurence( Kent, Ashfd. 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Hayter, Rt. Hn. Sir Arthur D. 
Heath, Arthur H. (Hanley) 
Heath, James (Staffs., N. W.) 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Hickman, Sir Alfred 
Hobhouse, Henry(Somerset, E. 
Hope,J. F.(Sh’flield, Brightside 
Howard, John( Kent, Faversh. ) 
Hozier, Hon. JamesHenryCecil 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Kay-Shuttleworth, RtHnSirU 
Kenyon, James (Lanes. Bury) 
Kimber, Henry 

Law, Andrew Bonar 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool 
Lawson, John Grant 

Lee, ArthurH(Hants, Fareham 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leveson-Gower, Fredk. N. 5. 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter(Bristol,5 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
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Lowe, Francis William 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 


é Platt-Higgins 
Lueas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft) 


Macartney, Rt. Hn. WG Ellison 
Maedona, John Cumming 
Maconochie, A, W. 
M‘Calmont,Col.J.(Antrim,E. ) 


Pym, C. Guy 





M‘Killop, James (Stirlingsh.) 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Malcolm, Ian 

Maxwell, W..J.H(Dumfries-sh. 
Mellor, Rt. Hon. John Wm. 
Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 
Moore, William (Antrim, N,) 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morris, Hon. Martin Henry F. 


Rolleston, Sir 


Nicholson, William Graham | Sackville, Col. 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Parker, Gilbert 

Parkes, Ebenezer 


Original Question again proposed. 


Mr. WHITLEY said he desired to eall 
attention to an item with regard to 
which he thought the Committee was 
entitled to some explanation. He noticed 
in the Estimates an item of £1,250, salary 
ior the Clerk to the Council. This 
gentleman was appointed at a salary of 
£1,200, rising at the end of five years to 
£1,500; but it appeared to him the 
Committee was being asked before the 


five vears had expired to vote an amount | 


oi £50 in excess of his salary. Another 
item with regard to which he should like 


some explanation was “ Private Secretary | 


to the Lord President, £300.” The Com- | 
mittee would notice that that amount was 
paid to a senior examiner of the Board of 
Education. He objected to the multiply- | 
ing of offices in this manner, which he | 
thought was most undesirable. The | 
Estimates showed that there were nine | 
senior examiners, but there was nothing | 
to show which of these gentlemen was | 
the one referred to. He understood | 

| 

| 


that it was the rule when a gentleman 
vecupied a dual appointment to put a star 
wainst his name, but that had not been 
done in this case. There was another 
item on page 56—‘‘ A temporary acting | 
allowance of £100” For all he knew, that | 
might be a third salary for this particular 
gentleman. He thought the Vice-Presi- 
dent of the Council should give some 
explanation of these items, and say how 
It came about that this senior examiner 
had so little to do that he was enabled to 
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Peel, Hon. Wm. Robert W. 
, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 

Lucas, ReginaldJ.(Portsmouth | Purvis, Robert _ 


Quilter, Sir Cuthbert 
Randles, John 8S. 

fankin, Sir James 
M'Iver, Sir L. (Edinburgh, W.) | Ratelitte, R. F. 

Reid, James (Greenock) 
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'should be properly starred. 
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Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Smith, HC( North’ mb. Tyneside 
Smith, James P. (Lanarks.) 
Stanley, Lord (Lancs. ) 
Stirling-Maxwell,Sir John M. 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Tuke, Sir John Batty 
Valentia, Viscount 
Wason,JohnCatheart(Orkney) 
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Wilson, J.W.(Worcestersh. N. 
Wilson-Todd, Wm. H.(Yorks.) 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Wortley, Rt. Hn.C. B. Stuart- 
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John F. L. 


S. G. Stopford- 
S. (Limehouse) 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 





take up this additional duty. He also 
hoped that the right hon. Gentleman 
would undertake that in future the names 
of any persons receiving extra salaries 
The salaries 
of the senior examiners were by no means 
small. These gentlemen started at £650, 
and rose to £800 a year. He moved the 


‘reduction of the vote by £300. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That Item A (Salaries) be reduced by 
£300, in respect of the salary of the 
Private Secretary to the Lord President.” 


|—(Mr. Wh##l-.. ’ 


THE VICE-PRESIDENT oF THE 
BOARD or EDUCATION (Sir J. Gorst, 
Cambridge University): The hon. 
Gentleman is, perhaps, unaware that 
a few years ago the House of Com- 
mons sanctioned the appointment of 
a private secretary to the Lord Presi- 
dent. I can assure the Committee 
that the office of President of the Board 
of Education is no sinecure. The noble 
Lord who at present fills that office has 
very responsible duties to perform, and 
requires the assistance of officials cog- 
nisant of the whole of the intricate 


| system known as the Education Depart- 


ment of this country. For many years 
past the noble Lord, as President of the 
Council, has had a private secretary from 
among the examiners of the Education 
Department. This is not the only duty the 
noble Lord has to perform. A very 
onerous part of his duty is to preside at 
the Council and do such work as that con- 
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nected with the periodical examinations. 


He also has to read a great quantity of | 


papers and consider minutes and ques- 
tions of considerable importance, and 
it is absolutely essential that he 
should have this assistance. 
gentleman referred to is one of the 
examiners, and, from personal know- 
ledge, I can say he is extremely well versed 
in the intricacies of the Department. 
Without this assistance my noble friend 
would be quite incapable of conducting 
the affairs of the Board in the 
manner in which it is necessary to 
conduct them. [lIronical cheers.] I 
know why hon. Members cheer in that 
ironical fashion. It is because it has 
been said in comic papers that the Lord 
President of the Council has nothing 
to do as President of the Board of Educa- 
tion. If hon. Members opposite would 
take my place for a week they would 
find that the Lord President has a great 
deal to do. The position is by no means 
the dignified sinecure which it is the 
fashion to represent it to be, and it would 
be unfortunate for the Board of Educa- 
tion and for the interests of the country 
if this salary were cut off and the Presi- 
dent deprived of the assistance of an 
expert official. 

Mr. BLAKE (Longford, 8.) said he 
agreed that the position of the President 
of the Board of Education was not a 
sinecure. The President had to manage 
the Vice-President, and that was a task 
which, prima facie, it was difficult to 
perform. The gentleman who had been 
put in this high position, who inspired 


the President and helped him to manage | 


the Vice-President, should not be allowed 
to blush unseen—what was his name ? 
Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : Mr. 
Walrond. 
Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON (Dun- 
dee) asked whether this gentleman, while 


acting as private secretary, continued | 


his duties as a senior examiner. 

Srr J. GORST said he did not act as 
an examiner. He could not attend to 
two duties. 
on the front bench who had not as _ his 
private secretary an official of the Depart- 
ment with which he was connected. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON : Then 
I understand he has no other duties to 
perform ? 


Sir J. Gorst. 


{COMMONS} 


The. 


There was not a Minister | 
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Sir J. GORST: No; he could not do 
anything else. 

Str BRAMPTON GURDON (Nor. 
folk, N.) regretted that an old rule seemed 
to have fallen into abeyance which pro- 
hibited a senior clerk from acting as 
private secretary. It was not a good 
thing that senior officials should be 
allowed to act as private secretaries, and 
the old rule was that if they were per- 
mitted to do so, it was only upon the con- 
dition that they gave up a part of their 
salaries. 


Mr. GODDARD thought the reply 
which had been given did not meet the 
point of the objection. This gentleman 
held two positions ; he appeared in the 
Vote under consideration as receiving 
£300 a year; he was “ starred,” and the 
star referred to the Education Depart- 
ment. Inthe Vote for that Department, 
however, he was not “starred.” It 
might be a small matter, but it was an 
offence against one of the regulations 
which had been laid down by the House 
to prevent the plurality of offices which 
had been such a mistake in times gone 
by. This gentleman received a large 
salary as one of the examiners under the 
Education Department, but the Com- 
mittee were now told that he did no work 
for that salary, because the whole of his 
time was taken up by his secretarial 
duties. The explanation was not at all 
satisfactory, and if the reduction was 

| pressed to a division he should vote for it. 

Sir J. GORST said that this officer 
certainly ought to be “ starred” in the 
Education Estimates, and he would take 
care that that was done next year. 


Mr. FLYNN complained that the 
Committee were discussing on the Privy 
Council Vote an item which really ought 
to be discussed on the Education Vote. 
This official was described as senior 
examiner in the Education Office, and 
he ought, therefore, to be paid by that 
Office. He should have thought that an 
intelligent shorthand writer and typist 
would have been very well able to do 
the work required of a private secretary, 
but if an educational specialist was 
required his salary should be borne on 
‘the Educational Vote. ‘The accounts 
were hopelessly entangled, and the mover 
lof the reduction would be justified in 
going to a division as a protest. 
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Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) 
thought that as the President of the 
Council was also President of the Board 
of Education and President of the 
National Defence Committee of the 
Cabinet, he was thoroughly entitled to a 
private secretary. But he never had 
before heard of a private secretary 
getting as much as £300 a year on one 
Vote and £800 on another. A private 
secretary at £1,100 was too costly a 
luxury, and probably the Financial 
Secretary of the Treasury, who, as a 
guardian of the public purse, 
always ready to prevent excessive ex- 
penditure, would be prepared, if the 
Amendment was withdrawn, to 
sider the case. 
private secretary was, at 


salary was more than that the gentleman 


secretary or a permanent official. 
Mr. AUSTEN 
This gentleman is a permanent official. 
Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: If that is so 
he should appear as such, and not as 
private secretary. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: 
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Was ; 


recon- | 
The usual salary of a_ 
the outside, | 
£200 or £300 a year all told, and if the | 


CHAMBERLAIN : | 
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is speaking; they are official private 
secretaries. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES thought the 
Financial Secretary was in error. These 
private secretaries did come and go with 
Ministers. If a new Lord President 
of the Council took office he might or 
might not, as he pleased, reappoint this 
private secretary ; it wasa purely personal 
office. He strongly objected to these 
dual appointments. If they had no other 
inconvenience, they frequently forced 
Members to discuss the merits of a 
gentleman upon a Vote to which it 


‘really did not belong. That was the case 


in the present instance. If this particular 
private secretary was a necessity for the 
Lord President of the Council in respect 
of education, the salary ought to be on 
the Education Vote. It was inconvenient 


was not a private secretary, but an official | that a public servant should be on two 


Votes at all, but if he had to be, he should 
be on the Vote to which he most properly 
belonged. This gentleman evidently did 
not belong to the Privy Council, be- 
cause he did no Privy Council work 
whatever, and yet the Committee were 
discussing his salary on the Privy Council 
Vote. While he certainly hoped the 


I think the hon. Member is under some | reduction would not be pressed, he as 


ss 
misapprehension. ‘This is 


the way in| certainly thought the Financial Secre- 


which on every Vote private secretaries | tary of the Treasury should reconsider 


of the same class as this gentleman appear. | 
They are permanent civil servants of the | 
Crown, who are taken away from the | 
ordinary routine of office duties in order | 
to act as private secretaries to Ministers. | 
They are not personal private secretaries | 
who come and go with the Ministers in | 
the sense in which the hon. Member 


in the first place the salary of this private 
secretary, and in the second place, whether 
this sum of £300 should not be placed 
on the Education Vote. 


Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 141 ; 
Noes, 187. (Division List No. 193.) 


AYES. 


Abraham, William(Cork,N.E. | 
Allen,CharlesP(Glouc.,Stroud | Colville, John 
Ambrose, Robert 

Asher, Alexander 

Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 

Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Blake, Edward 

Boland, Jolin 

Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Boyle, James 

Brigg, John | 
Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Barke, E. Haviland- 

Burns, John 

Caine, William Sproston 
Caldwell, James 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Carvill, PatrickGeo. Hamilton 
Cawley, Frederick 


Crean, Eugene 


Cullinan, J. 
Daly, James 


Dillon, John 


Doogan, P. 


| Channing, Francis Allston 
Allan, William (Gateshead) | Clancy, John Joseph 


Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Craig, Robert Hunter 


Crombie, John William 


Davies,M. Vaughan-(Cardigan | 
Delany, William 

Dewar, JohnA.(Inverness-sh. ) 
| Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 


Donelan, Cz _— A. 


Duncan, J. Hastings 
Dunn, Sir William 
Edwards, Frank 
Emmott, Alfred 
Esmonde, Sir Thomas 

| Evans, 8S. T. (Glamorgan) 


Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Farrell, James Patrick 
Ferguson, R. C. M. (Leith) 
Ffrench, Peter 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster,Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
| Gilhooly, James 
Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
| Harrington, Timothy 
Harwood, George 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Hayne, Rt. Hon.Charles Seale- 
Healy, Timothy Michael 
Hobhouse,C. E. H. (Bristol, E.) 
Holland, William Henry 
Hope, John Deans (Fife, West) 
Horniman, Frederick John 
| Jacoby, James Alfred 
| Joicey, Sir James 

Jones, Dav. Brynmor (Swansea 
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Jones, William(Carnarvonsh. ) 
Joyce, Michael 
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Redmond, J. E. (Waterford) 
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Rigg, Richard 





Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) | Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Norman, Henry | Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) | 
Norton, Capt. Cecil William | Roche, John 





Nussey, Thomas Willans 
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O’Brien, Patrick (hilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
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Allsopp, Hon. George 

Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
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Arrol, Sir William 
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Austin, Sir John 
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Baird, John George Alexander 
Balearres, Lord 

Baldwin, Alfred 


Balfour, Rt. Hon. A. J.(Manceh’r 
Balfour, Rt HnGeraldW.(Leeds 


Balfour, Maj K R( Christchurch 
Banbury, Frederick George 


Barry, Sir Francis T.( Windsor 


y 


Bartley, George C. T. 
Beach, ht. Hn. SirM. H. (Bristol 
Bell, Richard 

Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bigwood, James 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Boulnois, Edmund 
Bowles,Capt. H. F. (Middlesex 
Bowles, T.Gibson( King’s Lynn 
Bull, William James 


Campbell, Rt. Hn.J A(Glasgow 


Cavendish, V.C. W.(Derbysh.) 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
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Chamberlain, Rt. Hon. J.(Birm. 
Chamberlain,J Austen(Wore’r 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Chapman, Edward 

Cochrane, Hon. T. H. A. E. 
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Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb, Sir John Charles R. 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. A. 
Corbett, A. C. (Glasgow) 
Cox, Irwin Edward B. 
Cranborne, Viscount 


| Henderson, Alexander 


| Hope,J. F.(Shetti’ld, Brightside 


| Hudson, George Bickersteth 
| Johnston, William (Belfast) 


| Samuel, S. M. (Whitechapel) 
' Schwann, Charles E. 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick Bb.) 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair,Capt. J. (Forfarshire) 


NOES. 
Cripps, Charles Alfred 
Cross, H. Shepherd (Bolton) 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Dewar,TR.(T’rH’mlets,S.Geo. 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dixon-Hartland,SirFred Dixon 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxtford,SirW illiamTheodore 
Durning-Lawrence, SirEd win 
Dyke, Rt. Hon. Sir Wm. H. 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edw. 
Fergusson,Rt Hn.SirJ.(Mane’r 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
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Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Fletcher, Sir Henry 
Flower, Ernest 
Forster, Henry William 
Foster,SirMichael(Lond. Univ. 
Gartit, William 
Godson, Sir Augustus Fred. 
Gordon, J. (Londonderry, 8.) 
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Hain, Edward 
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Heath, Arthur H. (Hanley) 
| Heath, Jas. (Staffords., N.W.) 
Heaton, John Henniker 


| Hobhouse, Hy. (Somerset, E.) 
Howard, John (Kent, Faversh. 


Hozier, HonJamesHenryCecil 


Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 





Kenyon, James (Lanes., Bury) 
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Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Soares, Ernest J. 
Strachey, Edward 
Sullivan, Donal 
Taylor, Theodore Cooke 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, Alfred (Glamorgan,E 
Thomson, F. W. (York, W.R.} 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Tully, Jasper 
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Wallace, Robert 
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Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
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Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Young, Samuel (Cavan, East) 
Yoxall, James Henry 
TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Mr. Whitley and Mr. God- 


dard. 
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Kimber, Henry 
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Lawrence,Joseph(Mon mouth) 
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Milton, Viscount 
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Nicol, Donald Ninian 
O’Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
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Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Parker, Gilbert 

Parkes, Ebenezer 

Pease, Herb. Pike (Darlington) 
Pilkington, Lt.-Col. Richard 
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Pretyman, Ernest George 
Purvis, Robert 
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Rankin, Sir James 
Ratcliffe, R. F. 
Reid, James (Greenock) 


Remnant, James Farquharson | 


Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Rentoul, James Alexander 
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Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) | 
Seely, Charles H. (Lincoln) 
Sharpe, William Edward T. | 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Smith, JamesParker(Lanarks. 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
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Welby, Lt.-Col. ACE(Taunton}) 
Whitley, H. (Ashton-u.-Lyne) 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, Col. R. (Dorset) 
Williams, RtHnJ. Powell. (Bir. 
Wilson-Todd, Wm. H.(Yorks.)- 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E. R.(Bath 





Ridley, Hon. M.W.(St'lybridge | 
Ridley, S. F. (Bethnal Green) 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 
Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
Ropner, Col. Robert 

Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Samuel, Harry S. (Limehouse) 
Saunderson,Rt. Hn. Col. EdwJ. 


Stirling-Maxw 
| Stroyan, John 


Original Question again proposed. 


Mr. SOAMES (Norfolk, 8.) called 
attention to the salary of the chief clerk 
in the Judicial Department. His com- 
mencing salary was £500 a year, rising 
by annual increments of £20 until £650 
was reached. In the last column but 
one it was stated that this official was to 
have a rise of £50 and not £20. He 
thought this point required a little ex- 
planation. 

*THe CHAIRMAN: Order, order! 
The hon. Member is going back to an 
item before that upon which the Com- 
mittee has just pronounced an opinion. 


Mr. SOAMES : 
down. 


*THe CHAIRMAN: I beg the hons 
Member’s pardon. I thought he was 
referring to an item higher up in the list. 


Mr. 


No, Sir, it is lower 


was called upon to perform. 
of the registrar of the Privy Council 


could afford to pay such large salaries to 
the registrar, and to the clerk to the 
Privy Council as well. 
of the Exchequer was very fond of 
lecturing them upon economy, but he | 
wished the right hon. Gentleman would | 
carry his principles out in his own Depart- | 
ment. Each year they cheerfully voted 
large sums for the Army and Navy, and 
as regarded the Civil Service Estimates 
he thought they ought to have a very 
considerable reduction this year. So 
long as they had these heavy demands 
made upon them by the Army and Navy 
he did not think they could do better 
than begin economising upon the Vote 
for the Privy Council Office. He begged 


Spear, John Ward | 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 


Thorburn, Sir Walter 

| Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Valentia, Viscount 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 
Wason,John Cathcart (Orkney 


| 
| 
| 
| 


The Chancellor | 


Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Wortley, Rt.Hn. C. B. Stuart- 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Younger, William 


ell,Sir John M. 


| TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


to move a reduction of the salary of the 
registrar of the Privy Council by £100 ; 
for it was clear that in the Privy Council 
Office there was a large number_ of 
gentlemen enjoying large salaries with 
very little to do. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That Item A (Salaries) be reduced by 
£100, in respect of the Salary of the 
Registrar of the Privy Council.”—(Mr. 
Coghill.) 

*Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE (Bristol, 


E.) said the registrar of the Privy Council, 
like all other civil servants, ought to 
enter his name in the book when he com- 
menced work in the morning and 
when he finished work in the evening. 
It was laid down that in any Govern- 
ment Department, whether it was the 
|lowest clerk or the Permanent Under 


| Secretary of State, he had to write his 
| name in the book, put down the time he 


COGHILL (Stoke-upon-Trent) | 
thought £600 a year was a very large | time he finished his work. 
sum for the work which the chief clerk | 
The salary | 
| his duties. 
was £1,500, and he did not think they | 


commenced duties at the office, and the 
His vote 
would be very much influenced by the 
amount of time this official devoted to 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: I 

cannot say whether that is the practice 
or not in regard to this official, but I 
think such a regulation is entirely un- 
necessary in this case. ‘The registrar 
has entirely separate and distinct duties 
to perform, mostly connected with the 
judicial work of the Council. I think it 
will be apparent to hon. Members that 
it is not necessary for this official to record 
in a book the time of his arrival and 
departure, as is done in the case of junior 
clerks. 
*Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE: But 
it is done in the case of Permanent 
Under Secretaries of State also. I believe: 
[ am right in this statement. 
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Mr. JOHN BURNS (Battersea) said 
he did not object to the hon. Member 
knowing what time this official entered 
upon his business and left it, and he 
thought every State officer ought to sign 
the book, as every other public official 
‘did. But the mere fact of signing the 
book at ten or eleven o'clock in the 
morning, or when he left at four or five 
in the evening, was no indication what- 
ever of his capacity for work in the 
‘interval. He might be reading three- 
volume novels or The Times, or taking 
a long luncheon hour. He wanted to 
know what the official did between 
signing the book in the morning and 
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leaving at night. They ought to 
have a little more information from 


the Minister responsible to the House 
as to whether the Registrar of the 
Privy Council earned his _ salary. 
There might be a satisfactory explana- 


tion, but so far they had not received it. | 


What did he do? If they were doing 
this officer an injustice unintentionally, 


s information should be given with | ,, ag ari : 
ome information should be given with | Gouncil discharged judicial functions, 


regard to his duties, so that he might be 
reinstated in the good opinion of the 
House. 

Mr. AUSTEN 
This gentleman is in attendance on the 
Privy Council whenever it sits as a 
judicial body. 


{COMMONS} 


CHAMBERLAIN : | 


He is responsible for the | Noes, 203. 
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records of the court, and has to discharge 
duties similar to those performed in the 
high court by the masters. He is a very 
important official, charged with very 
important and responsible work. 


Mr. COGHILL asked what duties 
were performed by another gentleman 
in the same Department, who received 
a salary of £450. 

Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN said 
these officers assisted the Registrar in 
keeping the records of the court, and for 
the performance of their duties they 
required some legal knowledge. 


Mr. TAYLOR (Lancashire, Radcliffe) 
asked how many months of the year 
these officials were occupied. Was the 
Privy Council always exercising judicial 
functions, and if not, what duties were 
these officials performing during the 
intervals ? 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN said 


they were employed only when the Privy 
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The duties attached to the oftices were, in 
his opinion, quite sufficient to justify 
the salaries paid. 


Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 136; 
(Division List No. 194.) 


AYES. 


Abraham, Wm. (Cork, N.E.) 
Allan, William (Gateshead) 
Allen, Chas. P. (Gloue.,Stroud 
Ambrose, Kobert 

Asher, Alexander 

Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 

Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Bell, Richard 

Boland, John 

Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Boyle, James 

Brigg, John 

Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Burke, E. Haviland- 

Burns, John 

Caine, William Sproston 
Caldwell, James 


' Dillon, John 


Doogan, P. C. 


| Ffrench, Peter 


‘Carvill, Patrick Geo. Hamilton 
Cawley, Frederick 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Clancy, John Joseph 
Colville, John 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
‘Craig, Robert Hunter 
Crean, Eugene 

Cremer, William Randal 
Crombie, John William 
‘Cullinan, J. 


Dalziel, James Henry 
Davies,M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 
Delany, William 
| Dewar, John A.(Inverness-sh. | 
| Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 


Donelan, Captain A. 


| Dunean, J. Hastings 
Dunn, Sir William 
| Esmonde, Sir Thomas 
| Evans, Samuel T.(Glamorgan) 
| Farrell, James Patrick 


| Flavin, Michael Joseph 
| Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster, Sir Walter (DerbyCo.) 
| Gilhooly, James 
Campbell, John (Armagh, 8.) | Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Gurdon, Sir W. 
| Harrington, Timothy 
Harwood, George 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Hayne,Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
| Healy, Timothy Michael 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon.Charles H. 
Hobhouse,C. E. 
Holland, William Henry 
Hope, John D. (Fife, West) 
Horniman, Frederick John 


Jacoby, James Alfred 
Joicey, Sir James 
Jones, Wm. (Carnarvonshire) 
Joyce, Michael 
Kinloch, Sir John George 5. 
Lambert, George 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leamy, Edmund 
Leng, Sir John 
| Lundon, W. 
MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
M‘Cann, James 
| M‘Crae, George 
| M‘Kenna, Reginald 
M‘Laren, Charles Benjamin 
| Markham, Arthur Basil 
Mooney, John J. 
Morgan, J. L. (Carmarthen) 
Morton, E. J. C. (Devonport) 
| Murphy, J. 
| Nannetti, Joseph P. 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Norman, Henry 
Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
O’Brien, Kendal(Tipper’y, Mid 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
(Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O’Connor,James( Wicklow, W 


Brampton 


H.(Bristol,E.) 
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0’Donn 
0’Donon 
0’ Dowe 
0’Kelly 
0’Malle 
0’Mara 
()’Shau; 
0’Shee, 
Palmer, 
Parting 
Power, | 
Priestle 
Rea, Ru 
Reddy, 

Redmon 
Redmon 
Rickett, 


Acland- 

Agnew, 

Allsopp, 

Anson, $ 
Arkwrig 
Arnold-. 
Arrol, S 

Atkinso 

Austin, | 
Bagot, C 
Bain, Cc 
Baird, .J. 
Balearre 
Baldwin 
Balfour, 

Balfour, 

Balfour, 
Banbury 
Barry, 8 
Bartley, 

Beach, R 
Bentinck 
Bhowna; 
Blundell 
Boscawe 
Boulnois 
Bowles,’ 
Butcher, 
Campbel 
Campbe' 
Cantley, 
Cavendi: 
Cavendis 
Cayzer, 

Cecil, Ex 
Chambei 
Chambe: 
Chapma: 
Cochran 
Cohen, I 
Collings, 
Colston, 
Corbett,. 
Corbett, 
Cox, Irw 
Cranbort 
Cripps, ¢ 
Cross, H 
Cubitt, I 
Dalrymp 
Dewar, T 
Dickson, 
Dixon-H 
Douglas, 
Doxford, 
Duke, H 
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Q’Donnell, John (Mayo, 8.) 
0’Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
0’Dowd, John 

(Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O'Malley, William 

0’Mara, James 
0'Shaughnessy, P. J. 

0’Shee, James John 

Palmer, SirCharlesM(Durham 
Partington, Oswald 

Power, Patrick Joseph 
Priestley, Arthur 

Rea, Russell 

Reddy, M. 

Redmond, J. E. (Waterford) 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Rickett, J. Compton 


Acland-Hood,Capt.SirAlex.F. 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Allsopp, Hon. George 
Anson, Sir Wm. Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Austin, Sir John 
Bagot, Capt. Josceline FitzRoy 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Baird, John George Alexander | 
Balearres, Lord | 
| 
| 





Baldwin, Alfred 

Balfour, Rt. Hn. A.J. (Manch’r) 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. G.W.(Leeds) | 
Balfour, Maj. KR(Christchurch 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Barry, Sir F. T. (Windser) 
Bartley, George C. T. 

Beach, Rt. Hn. Sir. M H( Bristol) 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Boulnois, Edmund 

Bowles, T. Gibson( King’sLynn) 
Butcher, John George 
Campbell, Rt. Hn. J.A(Glasg’w 
a ag ey Sir H. 
Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V.C. W.(Derbysh. ) 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Chamberlain,Rt. Hn.J.(Birm.) | 
Chamberlain,J Austen (Wore’r 
Chapman, Edward 

Cochrane, Hon. T. H. A. E. 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colston, Charles Edw. H. A. 
Corbett, A. Cameron(Glasgow) 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cox, Irwin Edw. Bainbridge 
Cranborne, Viscount 

Cripps, Charles Alfred 

Cross, Herbert S. (Bolton) 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles; 
Dewar, T. R.(‘T’rH’mlts,S.Geo. 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dixon-Hartland, Sir F. Dixon 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- | 
Doxford, SirWilliamTheodore 
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Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) | 
Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) | 
Roche, John 
Samuel, S. M. (Whitechapel) 
Schwann, Charles E. 

Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair,|Capt. J. (Forfarshire) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Sullivan, Donal 

Taylor, Theodore Cooke 


| Tennant, Harold John 


Thomas, A bel(Carmarthen,E.) | 
Thomson, F. W. (York, W.R.) | 
Tully, Jasper | 
Ure, Alexander 

NOES. 
Durning-Lawrence,Sir Edwin | 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Emmott, Alfred 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Fellowes, Hon. AilwynEdward 
Fergusson,Rt. Hn.SirJ(Mane’r | 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne | 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fitzroy,Hn.Edward Algernon 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Fletcher, Sir Henry 
Flower, Ernest 
Forster, Henry William 
Garfit, William 
Gibbs, Hn. A.G- H(CityofLond. 
Gladstone, RtHn. HerbertJohn 
Godson,SirAugustusFrederick 


| Gordon, J. (Londonderry, 8.) | 
| Gordon,Maj Evans-(TrH’mlets | 
| Morton, A. H. A. (Deptford) 


Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John E. 
Goschen, Hon. George Joachim | 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Hain, Edward 

Haldane, Richard Burdon 
Hamilton, Kt HnLordG. (Mid’x 
Hamilton, Marq. of(L’nd’derry) 
Hanbury, Rt. Hn. RobertWm. 
Hardy, Laurence (Kent, Ashf’d | 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heath, Arthur Howard(Hanley 
Heath,James (Staffords. N. W. 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Henderson, Alexander 
Hobhouse, Henry(Somerset, E. 
Hope,J.F,(Sheftield, Brightside 
Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Henry. | 
Howard, J. (Kent, Faversham 
Hozier, Hon. JamesHenryCecil 
Hudson,,Geo. Bickersteth 
Jessel,Captain Herbert Merton 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Jones, Dav. Brynmor (Swansea 
Kay-Shuttleworth,RtHnsSirU 
Law, Andrew Bonar 
Lawrence, Joseph (Monmouth 
Lawrence, Wm. F.(Liverpool) 
Lawson, John Grant 

Lee, ArthurH(Hants,Fareham | 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leveson-Gower,Frederick N.S 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter (Bristol,S 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 


’ 
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Wallace, Robert 

Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Warner, Thomas CourtenayT. 
Wason, Eugene(Clackmannan 


| White, Luke (York, E. R.) 


White,Patrick (Meath, North) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams,Osmond(Merioneth) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Young, Samuel (Cavan, East) 


| Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Mr. Strachey and Mr. Cog- 
hill. 


Lowe, Francis William 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 


| Lueas,Col. Francis (Lowestoft 
| Lueas, R. J. (Portsmouth) 


Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
Macartney, Rt. Hn. W. G. E. 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maconochie, A. W. 
M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall) 
M‘Calmont,Col.J.(Antrim,E. ) 
M‘Iver,SirLewis(Edinb’gh, W. 


| M‘Killop, J. (Stirlingshire) 


Malcolm, Ian 
Martin, Richard Biddulph 


| Maxwell, W.J.H(Dumfriessh. ) 


Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 
Milton, Viscount 

Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Moore, William (Antrim, N.) 
Morrell, George Herbert 


Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Murray, RtHnA.Graham(Bute 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
O'Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Parker, Gilbert 

Parkes, Ebenezer 


| Pearson, Sir Weetman D. 


Pease, Herb. Pike( Darlington) 
Pease, Sir J. W. (Durham) 
Pemberton, John S. G. 


| Pilkington, Lt.-Col. Richard 


Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Purvis, Robert 
Pym, ©. Guy 
Quilter, Sir Cuthbert 
Randles, John 8. 
Rankin, Sir James 
Ratclitie, R. F. 
temnant, James Farquharson 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Rentoul, James Alexander 
tidley, Hn. M. W.(Stalybridge 
Ridley, 8. F. (Bethnal Green) 
Rigg, Richard 
Ritchie,Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 
Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
Ropner, Colonel Robert 
Royds, Clement: Molyneux 
Sackville, Col. 8S. G. Stopford- 
Sadler, Col. Saml. Alexander 
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Samuel, Harry 8S. (Limehouse) 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Saunderson,Rt. Hon. ColEdwJ 
Scott, SirS. (Marylebone, W.) 
Seely, CharlesHilton(Lincoln) 
Sharpe, William Edward T. | 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Smith, HC(N’rth’mb., Tyneside | 
Smith,JamesParker(Lanarks. | 
Smith, Samuel (Flint) 
Spear, John Ward 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes.) 


Original Question put, and agreed to. 
2. Motion made, and Question pro- 


{COMMONS} 


Stirling-Maxwell, Sir JohnM. 
Thomas, Alfred(Glamorgan,E. 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 

| Tuke, Sir John Batty 
Valentia, Viscount 

Walton, John L. (Leeds, S.) 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 

| Wason, John C. (Orkney) 

| Wetby, Lt.-Col. ACE(Taunton 
| Whiteley, H.(Ashton-u.-Lyne) 


posed, “That a sum, not exceeding; 


£21,650, be granted to His Majesty, to 
complete the sum necessary to defray 
the charge which will come in course 
of payment during the year ending on 
the 31st day of March, 1902, for the 
salaries and expenses of the Charity 
Commission for England and Wales.” 


Sir WALTER FOSTER (Derbyshire, 
Ilkeston) called attention to the new 
scheme of the Charity Commissioners 
for the Hospital of St. Cross, near Win- 


chester. He said this hospital was 
a very ancient foundation, dating 
back to the middle ages. It was 


a foundation started in pre-Reformation 
times. Under the wise guidance of the 
trustees this foundation was becoming a 
scheme for giving old-age pensions to 
deserving persons. The policy of the 
Charity Commissioners in using the funds 
for that purpose was one which ought to 
receive the support of the House. For 
many years theCharity had been managed 
by a board of fourteen trustees—five of , 
whom were ez officio, and nine of whom 
were co-opted. It was a growing charity; 
in a few years its income would be 
between £8,000 and £10,000 a year. An 
increasing number of persons were sup- 
ported out of the funds in the shape of 
pensioners and brethren who lived in 
the hospital. The first fault he had to , 
find with the Charity Commissioners 
was that when they drew up the new 
scheme, which came into force at the | 
beginning of the year, they did not 
increase the number of representative 
trustees. The five ex o7f:cio trustees under 
the old scheme were the Master of the 
hospital, the Warden of the college of | 
Winchester, the Dean, the Rector of a 
neighbouring parish, and the Mayor of 
Winchester. Under the old scheme the | 
Mayor of Winchester was obliged to be a! 
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Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Williams, RtHnJ Powell-(Brm 
Wilson,J.W.(Worcestersh.N.) 
Wilson-Todd, Wm. H.(Yorks.) 
Wodehouse, Kt. HonER( Bath) 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Wortley, Rt. Hon.C. B.Stuart- 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 


Sir William Walrond and 


| 
| 
| 
| TELLERS FOR THE Nors— 
1 
| Mr. Anstruther. 


member of the Church of England. A 
year or so ago the mayor for the time 
being was a Nonconjormist, and so was 
disfranchised. That was regarded at 
the time as a hardship, and the town 
council felt that it should be remedied for 
the future. Those distinctions were not 


| only injurious to the Church of England, 


but entirely out of harmony with the 
spirit of the times, especially as the 
recipients of this charity were not limited 
to the Church of England, but were 
persons of any religious denomination. 
It would have done no harm if the Mayor 
of Winchester had been able to take his 
seat as a trustee, but there was a statute 
which prevented him from;doing so. A 
Select Committee of this House in 1884 
was appointed to consider these questions, 
and they unanimously recommended that 
in future the Charity Commissioners 
should give more attention to the repre- 
sentative element in drawing up schemes 
for the administration of charities, but 
in this case that recommendation had 
not been followed, for the scheme 
gave only one additional member to 
a body consisting of fourteen. That 
member was to be selected by the town 
council of Winchester, and there still 
remained nine co-opted members. He 
did not think that was in accordance 
with modern views, and it certainly was 
not in accordance with the recommenda- 
tion of the Select Committee of 1884, 
who were especially anxious, in order 
to give the public confidence in the 
administration of such charities, that the 
representative element should be in- 
creased, so as to secure men of wide 
experience and knowledge of public 
affairs. The Chairman of the Select 
Committee, Mr. Shaw-Lefevre, criticised 
this scheme when it was first pro- 
mulgated, but unfortunately his objec- 
tions were handed in rather late. 
The Charity Commissioners practically 
ignored his representations by retaining 
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the scheme in the form in which it was 
issued. Mr. Shaw- Lefevre suggested 
that in a charity managed by fifteen 
trustees certain county and town councils 
should have representation, instead of 
retaining so many co-opted members. 
li this new scheme had provided five 
or six representative trustees —three 
from the county council, one from the 


{17 May 1901} 


council of the city of Winchester, and | 


two others from representative bodies 
in the area of the county of Hamp- 
shire—they would have had a more 
eficient body of trustees. He believed 
at the present time the trustees elected 
by co-option were very good men, but 


if they were more representative and | 


dected every three or four years, instead 
of being chosen for life, they would take 
a keener interest in the charity. Mr. 
Shaw-Lefevre had put forward another 
suggestion, that the Charity Commis- 
sioners should do away with the restric- 
tions which they had put on the only 
new representative they gave, namely, 
that he should be a member of the Church 
of England. He thought that that 
restriction, embodied in a new scheme, 
was its second fault. In this new 
century we ought to rise above an un- 
necessary restriction which was an insult 
to the‘Nonconformist Churches. It was 
recognised by those who had petitioned 
the Charity Commissioners on the subject 
that it was a slight upon them, and it was 
also resented by the town council of 
Winchester as a slight upon them. It 
should be remembered that this charity 
dated back to pre-Reformation times, 
and it showed a petty spirit of exclusion 
to disqualify as trustees the very people 


who might claim to represent the 
religion of the people which pre- 


vailed when the charity was founded. 
They had done away as far as_they 
could with all religious tests. These 
tests no longer existed in the univer- 
sities or the governing bodies in the 
universities, which were open to Roman 
Catholics and Nonconformists, and which 
had to perform duties similar to those 
of the trustees of this charity, perhaps 
more serious, since they had to do with 
education. Surely, it would not have 
mattered very much in the administra- 


tion of the charity if one Nonconformist | 


were present in a body of fifteen, and he 


thought it would have been a wise con- | 


cession. He spoke as a member of the 
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Church of England who loved his Church, 
and who had sought to do all he could 
for it. He believed the Church of Eng- 
land would have an infinitely greater 
chance of rising to that great position of 
being the Church Universal of this 
country if they could do away with 
the spirit of petty exclusiveness in the 
administration of bodies like this. 
The two faults he had to find with 
this scheme was that it failed to 
carry out the two great principles 
laid down by the Select Committee, 
namely, a sufficiently large proportion 
of the representative element in the 
government of the charity, and, in the 
second place, it continued the old spirit 
of petty exclusiveness in the qualification 
of trustees by requiring that the new 
member to be elected by the town council 
of Winchester should be obliged to sub- 
scribe himself a member of the Church of 
England before he obtained office. They 
had seen how the Mayor of Winchester, 
who had the confidence of the whole city, 
could not be a trustee of the charity of 
of St. Cross because he happened to be a 
Dissenter. In fact, by this rule they 
might put aside the best men from the 
office because they happened to be Non- 
conformists. That was a bad condition 
of things for the charity; and because 
the Charity Commissioners had not risen 
to take a higher, broader, and more 
liberal view of the scheme he moved to 
reduce the vote by £100. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That a sum, not exceeding £21,150, 
be granted for the said service.” —(Sir 
Walter Foster.) 


*Mr. EUGENE WASON  (Clack- 
mannan and Kinross) said he felt grateful 
to the right hon. Gentleman who 
had brought this question before the 
House. He referred more especially 
to the clause in the scheme that no 
trustee could be a Nonconformist. Now, 
the majority of the members of that 
House became Nonconformists when 
they crossed the border of Scotland, and 
when Members from Scotland crossed 
the Tweed southward they were equally 
Nonconformists. Under this very 
narrow action of the Charity Commis- 
sioners it might so happen that a Seotch- 
man who went to Winchester—and he 
had no doubt there were Scotchmen in 
Winchester — might possibly become 





487 Supply—-Civil 
mayor of that city. That man might 
be a member of the Church of Scotland, 
as established by law, and yet under this 
narrow clause he would not be able to 
give his services to the hospital of 
St. Cross. He spoke as a member of the 
Church of England, but he asked what 
in the world did it matter to any human 
being to what faith, or creed, or nation- 


ality a trustee belonged so long as he was | 


an honest man. The Charity Commis- 
sioners spoke of heretics and schismaties, 
but he did not know in what category 
they would put a member of the estab- 
lished Church of Scotland. He did not 
say that the trustees had done anything 
but what was right; but he protested 
against the Charity Commissioners having 
broken the spirit of the agreement entered 
into in 1884, and by so doing having 
deprived the hospital from getting the 
services of possibly the best man in the 
place, simply because he happened to be, 
in England, a Nonconformist. 


*Mr. GRIFFITH BOSCAWEN (Kent, 
Tunbridge) said he could not help think- 
ing that the hon. Gentleman who had 
brought forward this most interesting 
question, and his supporters, were under 
a complete misunderstanding in regard 
to it. The matter looked very simple 
at first sight. It was all very well to say 
“What did it matter what faith, creed, 
or nationality a trustee might be’”’; but 
the whole question was, “What were 
the Charity Commissioners allowed to do 
by law?” It must be judged, not by an 
ideal scheme, but by the existing circum- 
stances as to whether the Charity Com- 
missioners had taken the right course or 
not. The two great points made against 
the Charity Commissioners were, in the 
first place, that they did not increase 
the number of representative trustees, 
and in the second place that they re- 
quired that the one additional trustee 
given should be a member of the Church 
of England. He had a complete answer 
to both these points. As to the first, it 
was perfectly true that in 1884 evidence 
was given before a Select Committee of 
the House that it was desirable that the 
principle of representative trustees should | 
be introduced into schemes, and that 
the Committee reported in favour of 
that proposal. But that evidence and | 


that recommendation applied only to | 
Myr. Eugene Wason. 
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local trusts. But St. Cross Hospital at 
Winchester was not a local trust: 
its benefits extended all over the kingdom, 
and when the hon. Gentleman said, 
“Why not put on local representatives?” 
he was advocating the localising of the 
trust. The hon. Gentleman said, “ Put 
on representatives of the county council 
and other local bodies in Hampshire ” : 
but if they did that they would 
turn the trust into a local Hampshire 
charity, which would be absolutely con- 
trary to the spirit of the original founda- 
tion. ‘There was another point in con- 
nection with this matter. The Charity 
Commissioners, in the case of charities of 
fifty pounds annual value and upwards. 
could not act unless application was 
made by the trustees themselves for an 
alteration of the scheme. Now the 
trustees in this instance did not ask 
for any great alteration in their trust; 
all they asked for were minor alterations 
and the consolidation of the various 
schemes under which they acted. It 
would not have done to have forced 
on the trustees, against their will, a new 
scheme which would have entirely 
changed the character of the trust. He 
passed to the second point, which was 
really the gravamen of the charge, 
namely, that in adding one additional 
trustee they required that he should 
be a member of the Church of England. 
The hon. Member opposite told them that 
it was not in accordance with present 
practice to do so; but they had got 
to look not only to present prac- 
tice in general, but to the character 
of the trust itself in particular. What 
was the character of the trust? The 
trust had always been held in con- 
nection with the Church of England. 
The Master of the hospital must, by 
the trust deed, be a clergyman in 
priest’s orders ; he must be the incumbent 
of the parish appointed by the Bishop of 
Winchester, and subject in all respects 
to the jurisdiction of the Ordinary. 
Provision was also made for the mainten- 


ance of the fabric of the parish church | 


and for divine services being carried on 
in it according to the rites of the Church 
of England. 


to the rites of the Church of England. 
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In other words, a great | 
‘and important part of the duties of these | 
‘trustees was absolutely concerned with 

the maintenance of worship according | 
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He asked whether it was not rather a tall | funds which were over—he admitted 
order that on such a trust Nonconformists | that they were large—which were to be 
should claim to have a trustee appointed 1 | devoted to pensioners from any part of 
The hon. Member opposite tried to England. What they had got to con- 
persuade them that it should not be sider was, what it was legal to do. The 
exclusively a Church of England trust | hon. Member opposite said that they 
because it was a pre-Reformation trust. | ought not to have made the provision 
Well, he was not there on the present that the additional trustee should be a 
occasion to discuss religious questions member of the Church of England. He- 
with the hon. Member ; but it was a new | ventured to say that, if the Charity 
light to him to be told that a pre-Refor- | Commissioners had not made that pro- 
mation trust was founded by a different | vision, it was probable that the new 
Church from the Chureh of Eng- scheme could have been upset by the 
land. Certainly he had always believed Court of Chancery. There was a very 
that the Charity Commissioners, acting remarkable case in the law reports in 
according to law, must follow the practice the year 1873. A voluntary school at 
that there was a perfect legal continuity Sandhurst-Ulph, Norfolk, had ceased to 
of the Church of England with the earry on its work and it was about 
pre-Reformation Church. He _ passed | to be transferred to the school board. 
from the question of the character of the In order to obtain the transference. 
trust, and the express provision of the jt was necessary to appoint three new 
trust deed, to the present practice. They trustees. These three trustees, who 
were asked by the hon. Member that, in| were appointed by the Charity Com- 
accordance with the present practice, missioners, agreed to the transfer, but 
they should allow one or more of the they were all members of the Church 
trustees to be people who did not belong of England. Objection was taken to the 
to the Church of England. Now he | scheme and appeal made on the ground 
ventured to say that the hon. Member, | that the effect of it was to convert a 
in declaring that that was the invariable Church of England school into an unde- 
present practice, had not really studied pominational school, and that that was 
the precedents. There were plenty of contrary to the expressed declaration of 
precedents in connection with all sorts of the original trust deed, and therefore pro- 
hibited by the 46th section of the Act of 

Sir WALTER FOSTER: Modern | 1853. The matter came before the 
charities 7 Master of the Rolls, Sir George Jessel. 
*) ‘PIPETT alae ie, who said that the appeal would not be 

Mr. GRIFFITH BOSCAWEN said he valid because it was not the fact that 
could not say whether they were all! under the 46th section of the Act of 1853 
modern charities ; but he had got the there were restrictions which prevented 
case of the Springhill College with trustees from being appointed who might 
twenty-four trustees elected in various se their powers to the prejudice of the 
ways. The trust deed provided that not QGhurch of England, but that the real 
only should the trustees be members of a) pectrietion was on the appointment of 
particular denomination, but they had | any trustees who were not actually 
actually to sign a declaration that they members of that Church themselves. 
belonged to the denomination of Protes-/ 4nd he added that the action of 
tant Dissenters called Independents. /the Charity Commissioners would have 


Sm WALTER FOSTER said he knew | been invalid if the trustees had not 
that college. It was founded for Non-| been members of et Church of 
conformist students and was limited for | England. He ventured to say that 
their use. It was not like St. Cross| that case was on all fours with the 
Hospital, which was to give relief to no | Present. If the Charity Commissioners 

' had not appointed trustees all of whom 


agama | were members of the Church of England,. 
*Mr. GRIFFITH BOSCAWEN said} their scheme could have been upset. 
most emphatically that St. Cross was a; They were bound to consider precedents, 
charity founded in connection with the | and what was the proper thing to do, 
Church of England. It was only those! quite irrespective as to whether their 


charities. 
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action would be popular or approved of | the trust men who would attend the 


by hon. Gentlemen opposite. 


He | business meetings of the trust, which 


thanked the hon. Gentleman opposite | really controlled the property, and that 


for the exceedingly courteous manner 


in which he had brought forward this | 
matter, but he ventured to think that | 


there had been a complete misunder- 
standing of the duty of the 


charity; and, therefore, he thought 
the action of the Charity Commissioners 
was fully _ustified. 


*Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE said 
that the objection raised to placing a 
Nonconformist on this board of trustees 
were of a double character—legal and 
ethical. The hon. Gentleman told them 
that when the trustees sent this scheme | 
to the Charity Commissioners they did | 
not ask for much change in the con- 
stitution of the trust. He had never 
yet heard of existing trustees who did | 
want much change. 


They always con- | 
sidered themselves absolutely superior | 
to any possible successors, and naturally | 
they were disinclined to mistrust their 
own powers to deal with property. 
The hon. Member who was responsible 
for the Charity Commissioners had told 
them that this was a Church of England 
scheme, but he had omitted to tell them 
anything about the religion of the 
beneficiaries or whether any religious 
test was put on these beneficiaries. 


*Mr. GRIFFITH BOSCAWEN said 
it was true that, so far as the out-patients 
went, they need not be members of the 
Church of England, or of any particular 
denomination ; but the in patients were 
obliged to attend Church of England 
services. 


*Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE: Quite 
so; but he was acquainted with that 
fact, for he knew something about 
this charity. But surely the presence 
of one Nonconformist on a governing 
body of fifteen trustees was not going 
to prosely tise in any way the out-patients? 
And surely, if he might say so, the trus- 
tees or any body of this sort were more 


Charity | 
Commissioners and of the nature of the | 


_answer to such a strong case. 


was the most important part of their 
duty. If the proposal of his hon. friend 
had been to include anything like a 
change of religion on the part of the 
Master of this charity, that would have 
been a different thing. It was the duty 
of the Master, and not of the trustees, 
to see that the religious exercises of the 
Church of England were properly carried 
out in the hospital at stated intervals ; 
but it was not the business of the trustees 
to go down to the hospital to see whether 
the patients attended the services of the 
Church of England. The hon. Gentle- 
man opposite took objection to the 
proposal of the hon. Member for Ilkeston 
on the ground that this was not a modern 
charity ; but the whole reason for a 
change in these charities was to bring 
them up to date and make their govern- 
ment and administration more in accord- 
ance with modern opinion and thought. 
He did not know what the proportion 
of the inhabitants of the city of Win- 
chester was of Members of the Church 
of England to Nonconformists. But 
say that the proportion of Noncon- 
formists was one third or a half, why 
should they not allow one Noncon- 
formist to take a practical interest in 
the scheme of the charity as a repre 
sentative trustee 4 


Mr. GODDARD said he joined with 
his hon. friends who had already ex- 
pressed the opinion that the answer of 
the hon. Gentleman was most inadequate. 
He had never listened to a weaker 
The hon. 
Gentleman said that a new scheme was 
not wanted, and that only one or two 
alterations were required, but the Parlia- 
mentary Paper referred to a new scheme, 
and gave the Charity Trustees an oppor: 
tunity of making alterations in accord- 
ance with modern thought. Then the 
hon. Gentleman referred to the sugges- 
tion of his hon. friend as an attempt to 


localise what was now a general charity ; 


concerned with the property of the that the charity opened its doors to 
trust than with the religion of the people} people from all parts of the country, and 
who received the benefits of the trust. | that it was wrong to suggest that someone 
If some local body such as the county on the Town Council of Winchester, or 
council or the district council were | the County Council of Hampshire, should 
represented on this trust they would/ be elected to the Board. But all the 


always have within a short distance of | trustees were local men, and it would be 
Mr, Griffith Boscawen. 
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no departure from principle to appoint a 
representative of the people from either 
the county council or the borough 
council a trustee. 
under the existing scheme the trustees 
were limited to residents in the county. 
[t might appear a strong point to the 
hon. Gentleman, but it appeared a very 
weak point to him that the charity was 
a Church of England charity. They had 
had that explanation before, and they 


He understood that | 


{17 May 1901} 





knew the value of it. He himself had | 


been elected to serve in a charity trust 
where formerly all the trustees were mem- 
bers of the Church of England. 
practice had been in all modern alterations 


The | 


for the Charity Commissioners to open | 


the doors so that a charity should have | 


a more representative body of trustees 
not only in regard to the general popu- 


} 


Service Estimates. 494 


Nonconformists should be debarred, 
because there could have been no question 
of Nonconformists when it was estab- 
lished, as there was only one Church in 
the country. The comparison which 
had been made between this charity and 
a denominational school was utterly 
fallacious. A denominational school was 
established at a time when there were 
many sects in the country, and when 
money was allocated to a particular 
purpose, whereas this charity dated back 
to an epoch when the Church was the 
national Church of the country, and 
there was no question of any denomina- 
tional differences at all. The charity 
was distinctly a local charity, because 
even under the revised scheme the 


| trustees must be local men, and therefore 


lation, but also in regard to the different | 


religious denominations. The 
(entleman said that the charity was a 


hon. | 


the objection of the hon. Gentleman to 
elected trustees because they would be 
local men fell to the ground. The claim 


| of his hon. friend was that there should 


Church of England charity, and that the | 


recipients had to attend services in that 
Church, but there were a great many 
charities in the country where the re- 
cipients had to attend Church of England 


services, but where the trustees were not | 


necessarily members of that Church. 
In these old charities bread and other 


things were given out at the church | 
doors after certain services, not because | 
the donor was an attendant at the church | 


necessarily, but because the church doors 
were the only places where such gifts 
could be distributed. Surely the time 
had arrived when the old barriers 


intolerance should be broken down, and | 
when they should widen their views in | 


regard to representation on public chari- 
ties. 
recipients should be members of one 
particular Church, but no question at all 
was raised with reference to out-patients 


The hon. Gentleman said that the | 


of | 


be more elected trustees, and that they 
should not be limited to members of the 
Church of England. That was a very 
moderate demand. It was necessary to 
keep up the popularity of these charities, 
and if they were made to appear to be 

Church charities, which in reality they 
were not, they would be unpopular with 
Nonconformists. The charity would not 
be injured in the least by having a few 
elected trustees on the board, and he 
hoped some better explanation would 
be given of the very curious position 
which had been taken up by the Charity 
Commissioners in the matter. 

*Mr. CREMER (Shoreditch, Hag- 
gerston) said he hoped the hon. Member 
who moved the reduction would proceed 
to a division, as it was the only chance 
they had of protesting against the pro- 


_posed action of the Charity Commis- 


| sloners. 


at the hospitals, although the in-dwellers | 


had to attend Church of England services, 
but that did not make it a Church of 
England trust. The answer of the 
hon. Gentleman was altogether inade- 
quate, and the views he expressed were 
not the kind of views hon. Members 
were in the habit of expressing when 
they addressed their Nonconformist con- 
stituents. 

Mr. COURTENAY WARNER (Staf- 
fordshire, Lichfield) said it was certainly 
not the idea of the original trust that 
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The charity had a singular and 


very interesting history. He lived in 


| ; 
| the neighbourhood when he was a boy, 


| 


and he remembered very well the tre- 
mendous scandal connected with it, and 
the statement he was about to make 
would, he thought, afford conclusive 


|evidence that where the whole of a 





governing body belonged to a particular 
denomination they had no guarantee 
that the recipients of the charity would 
be any other than members of that 
denomination. A clerical peer was many 
years ago the Master of St. Cross Hospital. 


S 
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How he was appointed to the office no 
one was able to understand, and he was 
also the Vicar of one or two parishes. 
For a long series of years that interest- 
ing institution was shorn of its useful 
proportions, and it became a_ public 
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scandal. After a great deal of agita- 
tion upon the subject an inquiry 


was instituted by the Government of 
the day, and the result was that the 
clerical peer was made to disgorge 
a great part of the funds he had been 
appropriating for years, and he was 


dismissed from his office, although he was | a similar result would follow. 


not prosecuted, as he should have been, 
for the frauds he had committed. He 
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| was entitled according to the will of the 
| pious founder to a loaf of bread and a 
| jug of beer. Now all that was given was 
|a piece of bread about an inch and a-half 
square and a tumbler full of weak beer. 
When the clerical peer was Master no 
| bread or beer was to be had at all. He 
objected to the governing body being 
;members of one denomination, not 
_ because they were members of the Church 
‘of England, because he believed that if 
| they were Methodists or Congregational- 
| ists, or members of any other section, 
A member 
of the Endowed Schools Committee 
informed him that his experience led 


was a member of the Church of England | him to the conclusion that wherever a 
and a spiritual guide, and it would have | body of men had to administer a charity 


been thought when a man of such 
distinction in the clerical world had 
been appointed that would have been a 
guarantee that the charity would be | 
honestly and honourably administered, | 
but it was not. He hoped the Charity 
Commissioners would see their way to | 
have all sorts and conditions of men | 
on the governing bodies of these charities, 
because it was the only guarantee that 
could be afforded them that members 
of all denominations who were entitled 
to be recipients should not be excluded. 
He remembered in his boyhood that 
every traveller who went to the hospital 


AY 


or an endowment for educational pur- 
poses, and belonged to one particular 
section, there was no chance of anyone 
getting anything out of it unless he were 
a member of the same sect. After all. it 
was human nature, and he did not com- 
plain of it at all, but he wanted to avoid 
it. He hoped the result of the division 
would be to induce the Charity Com- 
missioners to place at J<ast one Non- 
conformist in the position of a trustee. 
Question put. 

#:The Committee divided :—Ayes, 132; 
Noes, 157. (Division List No. 195.) 


ES. 
Hayter, Rt. Hon. Sir Arthur D. 


Abraham, Wm. (Cork, N.E.) 
Allan, William (Gateshead) | 
Allen, Chas. P.(Gloue.,Stroud) | 
Asher, Alexander 
Asquith, Rt. Hn Herbert Henry 
Austin, Sir John 

Barry, E. (Cork, 5.) 

Bayley, Thos. (Derbyshire) 
Bell, Richard 

Black, Alexander William 
Blake, Edward 

Boland, John 

Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Boyle, James 

Brigg, John 

Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Burke, E. Haviland- 

Burns, John 

Caine, William Sproston 
Caldwell, James 

Campbell, John (Armagh, S.) 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Clancy, John Joseph 

Colville, John 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Craig, Robert Hunter 

Crean, Eugene 

Cremer, William Randal 
Crombie, John William 


Mr. Cremer. 


| Cullinan, J. 


Daly, James 

Dalziel, James Henry 
Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Davies,M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 
Delany, William 

Dewar, John A. (Inverness-sh. 
Dilke, Kt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dillon, John 

Donelan, Captain A. 

Doogan, P. C, 

Dunean, J. Hastings 
Edwards, Frank 

Emmott, Alfred 

Esmonde, Sir Thomas 
Evans,Samuel T.(Glamorgan) 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Farrell, James Patrick 

F french, Peter 

Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co. ) 
Gilhooly, James 
Gladstone. Rt. HnHerbertJ ohn 
Goddard, Daniel Ford | 
Hardie,J Keir(Merthyr Tydvil | 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Harwood, George 

Hayden, John Patrick 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Chas. Seale- 


Hemphill, Rt. Hon.CharlesH. 
Holland, William Henry 
Hope, John Deans (Fife, West) 
Jones, David Brynmor(Swans’a 
Jones, William (Carnarvonsh.) 
Joyce, Michael 
Kinloch,SirJohnGeorgeSmyth 
Lambert, George 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leamy, Edmund 

Leese,SirJ osephF.( Accrington 
Leng, Sir John 
Lloyd-George, David 
Lundon, W. 

MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
M‘Crae, George 

M‘Dermott, Patrick 
Mooney, John J. 

Morgan, J. L. (Carmarthen) 
Morton, Edw. J.C.( Devonport) 
Murphy, J. 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
O’Brien, Kendal(Tipperry Mid 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
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Pearson, 
Power, | 
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Agnew, ! 
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Arnold-f 

Arrol, Si 
Atkinsor 
Bain, Co 
Baird, Jo 
Balfour, | 
Balfour, | 
Balfour, | 
Balfour, | 
Banbury 

Bartley, 

Beach, Ri 
Bentinck 
Bhownag 
Bigwood. 
Blundell, 
Boscawel 
Bowles, C 
Cautley, 

Cavendis 
Cavendis 
Cayzer, $ 
Cecil, Ev 
Cecil, Lo 
Chamber 
Chamber 
Chapmar 
Clare, Oc 
Coghill, J 
Collings, 
Colston, ¢ 
Cook, Sit 
Corbett, 

Cox, Irw 
Cranborn 
Cripps, C 
Cross, He! 
Dickson, 
Douglas, 
Doxford,S 
Duke, He 
Durning- 
Fellowes, 
Fergusso1 
Finch, Ge 
Finlay, S 
Fisher, W 
Fitzroy, H 
Fletcher, 
Flower, I 
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0’Connor, James( Wicklow, W. 
0’Donnell, John (Mayo, S.) 
0’Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
0’Dowd, John 

0’Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
0’Malley, William 

(Mara, James 
O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 

0’Shee, James John 

Palmer, Sir Chas. M.(Durham | 
Partington, Oswald 
Pearson, Sir Weetman D. 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
Priestley, Arthur 

Rea, Russell 


Acland-Hood,Capt.SirAlex. F. 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Allsopp, Hon. George 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Armold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. A.J. (Manch’r 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
Balfour, RtHnGerald W(Leeds 
Balfour, Maj K. R.(Christch’ch. 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Bartley, George C. T. 
Beach, Rt. Hn. SirM. H.(Bristol | 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bigwood, James 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Bowles,Capt. H. F.( Middlesex) 
Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cavendish, Rh. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V.C. W.(Derbysh. ) 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hn.J. (Birm. 
Chamberlain,J Austen(Wore’) 
Chapman, Edward 

Clare, Octavius Leigh 

Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colston,Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Cook, Sir Frederick Lucas 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
(ox, IrwinEdward Bainbridge 
Cranborne, Viscount 
Cripps, Charles Alfred 

Cross, Herb. Shepherd( Bolton) 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxford,Sir William Theodore 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Fergusson, RtHn.SirJ.(Mane’r 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert: Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 

Fitzroy, Hon. Edward Algernon 
Fletcher, Sir Henry 

Flower, Ernest 











Original Question again proposed. 
FOSTER desired | Charities which had been sold during 
He felt that land ought as 


Sir WALTER 


to call attention to the large amount the year. 
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Reddy, M. 

Redmond, John E.(Waterford) 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs. ) 
Roche, John 

Schwann, Charles E. 

Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, Capt. John(Forfarsh. 
Soares, Ernest J. 


| Strachey, Edward 


Sullivan, Donal 
Taylor, Theodore Cooke 
Tennant, Harold John 


| Thomson, F. W. (York, W.R.) 


NOES. 
Gordon, J. (Londonderry, S ) 
Gordon, Maj Evans(T’rH’mlets 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Hamilton, RtHnL’dG.(Midd’x 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. Robert Wm 
Hardy, Laurence(KentAshf'rd 
Harvis, Frederick Leverton 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heath, ArthurHoward(Hanl’y 
Heath, Jas. (Staffords N. W.) 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Henderson, Alexander 
Hermon-Hodge,- Robt. Trotter 
Hope,J.F. (Sheffield, Brightsd. 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hutton, John (Yorks. N. R.) 
Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Jessel ,Captain Herbert Merton 
Kenyon, Hn.Geo.T. (Denbigh) 
Law, Andrew Bonar 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool 
Lawson, John Grant 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leveson-Gower, Fredk. N.S. 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Rt. Hn. W. (Bristol, S. 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas, ReginaldJ.(Portsmouth 
Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
Macartney, Rt. Hon. W. G.E. 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maconochie, A. W. 





M‘Calmont, Col. J. (AntrimE. 
M‘Iver,SirLewis(Edinb’rgh, W 


M‘Killop, Jas. (Sterlingshire) | 
| Wason, JohnCatheart(Orkney 
| Webb, Col. William George 


Majendie, James A. H. 
Malcolm, Ian 
Martin, Richard Biddulph 


Maxwell, W.J.H. (Dumfriessh | 


Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 
Milton, Viscount 

Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) — | 
Moore, William (Antrim N.) | 
Morgan, Dvd.J(Walthamstow | 
Morrell, George Herbert | 
Morton, ArthurH. A.( Deptford | 
Mowbray, Sir Robt. Gray C. 
Murray, Rt. Hn. A. G. (Bute | 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
O’ Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens | 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
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Tully, Jasper 
Wallace, Robert 
Walton,JohnLawson(Leeds,S. 
Wason, Eugene(Clackmannan 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
White, Patrick(Meath, North) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, Osmond(Merioneth) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Young, Samuel (Cavan, East) 
Yoxall, James Henry 
TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Mr. Charles Hobhouse and 
Mr. Warner. 


Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Pease, Herb. Pike( Darlington 
Pemberton, John S. G. 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Purvis, Robert 

tandles, John S. 

temnant, James Farquharson 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Rentoul, James Alexander 
Ridley, Hn. M. W. (Stalybridge 
Ridley,S. Forde( BethnalGreen 
Rige, Richard 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn.Chas. Thomson 
Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Ropner, Colonel Robert 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Smith, HC(North’mbTyneside 
Smith, Jas. Parker (Lanarks.) 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes.) 
Stewart, Sir M. J. M‘Taggart 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Valen:ia, Viscount 

Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 
Warde, Colonel C, E. 


Welby,Lt.CIA.C. E.(Taunton) 
Whiteley, H.(Ashton-u.-Lyne 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, Col. R. (Dorset) 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson-Todd,Wm. H.( Yorks.) 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E.R.( Bath 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Wortley, Rt. Hn. C.B. Stuart- 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


of landed property belonging to various 
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far as possible to be retained by the 
charities. The conversion of land into 
consols was not in his opinion in the 
interests of the charities or the country, 
which lost by the transaction. He 
brought the question before the Com- 
mittee because he saw that last year 
a sum of £530,000 had been realised 
this way, and although that was less by 
a large amount than was realised in 
the previous year, the amount some- 
what alarmed him. He would like 
to hear from the hon. Gentlemen 
responsible for the Vote how that sum 
had been realised, whether*by the sale 
of town property or property in the rural 
districts, and what kind of charity 
property had been sold by the trustees 
to private individuals. He under- 
stood the explanation given last year 
was that a good deal of money had been 
realised by the sale of church sites 
and public-house property, and he 
would like to know whether any of the 
£530,000 appearing in the Report of the 
Charity Commission represented money 
derived from any such properties. 


*LordD BALCARRES = (Lancashire, 
Chorley) called attention to the action 
of the Commissioners with regard to 
the ancient leper hospital at Cowley, 
near Oxford. The property belonged 
to Oriel College. The buildings in 
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question were only a small group near | 


Oxford, which were, however, not very 
well known, because they lay a little 
off the high road, but they were un- 
usually beautiful. According to the 
scheme of the Commissioners the 
property was now being opened up 
for building, for the profits of Oriel 
College, and it was to be hoped that 
the buildings which were to replace 
this group would not be as ugly as the 
addition which had been made to the 
Charity Commissioners’ office. 
the best of the buildings of this inter- 
esting group would be destroyed. The 
Charity Commissioners were a powerful 
body, and when Oriel College came for- 
ward and asked permission for this 
scheme he thought the Commissioners 
might have done more than they did 
for the preservation of these interest- 
ing buildings. One rood of land and 


Some of | 
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|and although he congratulated the 
Commissioners on having saved that, 
he thought they might have gone 
further and preserved more than thirty 
yards of land and the chapel. 


*Mr. GRIFFITH BOSCAWEN said 

that, with regard to the sale of lands, 
that question was decided on its merits, 
In some cases it was better that the 
investment of the charity fund should 
be in land, and in others that it should 
be in stock. The principle on which the 
Commissioners acted was this—they 
judged each case on its merits. When 
a charity possessed lands which could be 
opened up for building, and which 
would realise a large sum of money, 
it was obviously better for the charity 
to sell the land for building purposes. 
But in all cases the Commissioners 
were bound to do the best they could 
for a charity. With regard to a 
/question put by the noble Lord, he 
admitted that this was a beautiful old 
chapel, and hethoughtthe Commissioners 
were to be congratulated on having 
succeeded in preserving it, and the rood 
of land with which it wes surrounded. 
The property was, as it happened, not 
charity property at all, but belonged 
to Oriel College, which had the right 
to deal with it as it chose—except the 
chapel. Acompromise had been arranged 
between the Charity Commissioners 
and the college whereby the chapel and 
the rood of land were preserved for such 
uses as the Commissioners might direct, 
and it could not now be sold without 
the consent of the Commissioners, 
and there was no chance of their giving 
their consent. 


Mr. HOLLAND (Yorkshire, W.R., 
Rotherham) expressed the opinion that 
it was time that the item for the Endowed 
Schools Commission was removed from 
‘the Estimates, though the amount, 

£3,000, was not a large one. When 
the Commission was formed in 1869, 
Mr. Forster said he thought four years 
would be sufficient time to complete 
the work, yet the Commission still 
existed, although thirty-two years 
had expired since that time. He de- 


| sired to know whether the Commission 


the chapel was the only part to be saved | 


from destruction. The chapel 


was | 


he closed. He also 
schemes 


could not now 
wished to know how many 


almost intact, and therefore valuable, | had been dealt with by the Commission 


Sir Walter Foster. 
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in the last year, and how many deeds 
revised. 


*Mr. GRIFFITH BOSCAWEN pointed 
out that very large economies had 
already been effected in connection with 
the Commission, and said there were 
now only three Chief Commissioners for 
both branches. But so long as the 
Charity Commissioners had a certain 
amount of endowed school work to do, 
it was necessary they should have 


assistant commissioners for that branch | 


of the work and the necessary staff. 


work to the Board of Education, and 


then he had no doubt this item would | 


disappear. 


calling attention to the appropriation of 
the funds of St. Katharine’s Hospital, 
which, he said, had been more than once | 


scri s little short of a public scandal. |"... : 
ee | missioners whether anything had been 


i done to check it, and if not whether 
| the 
| guarantee that something would be 


He admitted that the Commissioners 
had a great deal of difficulty in dealing 
with this institution because it was 
under Royal patronage ; but he did not 
believe that Her late Majesty knew how | 
the funds were misappropriated, and he 
felt assured that, if the matter were 
brought under the notice of the King, 
His Majesty would decline to sanction it. 
Had anything been done to endeavour 
to get rid of this scandal since he 
brought the subject before the House two 
yearsago? This charity, which was oneof 
the most ancient institutions of the land, 
was founded in 1273 by Queen Matilda. | 
For a time its funds were insignifi- 
cant, and the site it occupied was 
the one now occupied by St. Katharine’s 
Docks. When the promoters of St. | 
Katharine’s Docks took the site they paid | 
this institution £127,000 for the little 


building which then occupied the site, and | 


the institution immediately became a_ 
wealthy one, and was removed to the’ 
Regent's Park, where it still remained. 
In 1886 the income was £7,097, 
and since that period it ha 

doubled. What was done with that’ 


money? Many inquiries had been made | 
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| missioner, Andrew Skerrow. 


3 ‘the reform of 
It was intended shortly to transfer the | 


bo 
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He also 
asked whether the master received 
£1,200, and lived in the house assigned 
to him as his official residence, or whether 
he let it, as his predecessor did, for 
£700 a year. What were the duties 
of his office? How many boys and girls 


| were being educated at the institution 


out of the funds? How much of the 
fund was spent in education, and how 
much was spent in management, and 
why none of the various schemes which 
had been prepared by eminent men for 
the institution had 
been carried into effect. The answer 
he received from the Charity Commis- 
sioners was that the expenditure of 


| the endowment in 1892 was apportioned 
as follows: education, £561; salaries, 


*Mr. CREMER moved the reduction | 


of the Vote by £100 for the purpose of | ment ; £3,193. 


£3,209 ; gifts, £190 ; expenses of manage- 
Such a state of things 
appeared to him to be a very great 
scandal, and he had moved the reduction 
for the purpose of asking the Com- 


hon. Gentleman would give a 


done to stop such a shameful waste of 


, charitable funds. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That a sum not exceeding £21,150 be 
granted for the said service.’—(Mr. 
Cremer.) 


*Mr. GRIFFITH BOSCAWEN com- 
plained that he had had no notice that 
this question was going to be asked, and 
that. he therefore had had no chance of 
going into this particular case. The 
Committee would understand that there 
were 70,000 or 80,000 charities under 
the Charity Commissioners, and it was 
impossible to answer off-hand with regard 
to any particular one. He had, how- 
ever, made such inquiries as were 
possible in this particular case, and he 
believed that an unsatisfactory state 
of affairs had been alleged to exist at 
this institution, but it was one of those 
charities over which the Charity Com- 
missioners had no jurisdiction, unless the 
governing body applied to them for a 
scheme. The only other course open to 


i. to how the money was expended. | the Commissioners in such cases was to 
n 1893 he asked whether any aa certify them to the Attorney General. 


had been made to give effect to the 
recommendations contained in 


the | 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 


report prepared by a Charity Com-'shire, Forest of Dean) asked why the 
| 
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Attorney General was not instructed in 
the matter many years ago, and who were 
the present trustees. 
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*Mr. GRIFFITH BOSCAWEN said 
he would make an inquiry into the 
matter, and if the case was of the nature 
which the hon. Member described he 
would consider what steps could be taken. 


*Mr. CREMER said he would withdraw 

his Amendment, having regard to what 
had been said, but before doing so he 
expressed the hope that the Charity 
Commissioners would inquire whether 
the Master of this institution received 
at present £1,600 a year—£1,200 
salary and £400 for a house which he did 
not occupy; and how many sermons 
he preached during the year. He 
had inquired over and over again 
whether he had done anything more, 
and he had never got any satisfactory 
answer. 


Original Question again proposed. 


Mr. WHITLEY said he had been look- | 


ing through the Report of the Charity 
Commissioners, and was rather sur- 
prised to find the nature of some of the 
securities in which some trust funds 
were invested. For instance, there were 
investments in the Aerated Bread Com- 
pany, the Bodega Company, the Calico 
Printers’ Association, the New Zealand 
Shipping Company, the Mexican Central 
Company, Ransome and Napier, Limited, 
the Salt Union, Limited. He was not a 
financial man himself, but with a modest 
knowledge of business matters it did 
seem to him that these were very curious 
investments for trustees to hold. He 
knew that if he were a trustee he should 
be very nervous in dealing with such 
securities. He could only suppose that 
these securities had been left by some 
pious benefactors, and that there had not 
been time to convert them into more 
satisfactory securities. He hoped that 
as soon as possible these trustees would 
have their money invested more nearly 
in accordance with what were regarded 
as trust securities. 


*Mr. GRIFFITH BOSCAWEN said 
that the hon. Gentleman was quite 
correct. The Charity Commissioners 
never made such investments as those he 


Sir Charles Dilke. 
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|mentioned. These securities represented 
|funds transferred by trustees. 
| 


Mr. WHITLEY said the hon. Member 
must be aware that private trustees were 
compelled as soon as might be to convert 
the funds into trust securities. 


*Mr. GRIFFITH BOSCAWEN said 
that was perfectly true. But he had never 
heard of a case in which money had been 
ost in the way suggested throughthe care- 
lessness of the Charity Commissioners, and 
he thought they might be trusted to look 
after the money. In the case of each 
charity they considered whether it were 
better to retain the investments or to 
change them on the application of 
the trustees. The matter really was 
whether the investments were changed 

‘in accordance with the desire of 
the trustees. Sometimes the trustees 
'wished that the investments should not 
be changed, and if that were so, and the 
‘investments seemed to be desirable ones, 
they did not insist on their being changed. 


Question put, and agreed to. 

3. £5,019, to complete the sum for 
Friendly Societies Registry. 

4. £9,962, to complete the sum for 
Lunacy Commission, England. 


| 5. Motion made, and Question pro- 
' posed, ‘‘ That asum, not exceeding £91, 
be granted to His Majesty, to complete 
the sum necessary to defray the Charge 
which will come in course of payment 
during the year ending on the 31st day 
of March, 1902, for the Salaries and 
|Expenses of the Mint, including the 
| Expenses of Coinage.” 


_ Mr. WHITLEY said there were several 
matters which ought to be discussed on 
|this motion. First of all, he wanted to 
| know the reason for the addition of two 
to the clerical staff. But he wished more 
| particularly to call the attention of the 
|Committee to the extraordinarily com- 
plicated way in which the Estimates were 
| presented. If hon. Members would look 
| at the bottom of the page in the Estimates, 
‘they would see certain very puzzling 
| references by letters from “a” down to 
| ‘‘k,” explaining how clerks, managers, 
chemists, ete., got additions to their 


| salaries in all sorts of peculiar ways. He 


j 
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must protest against the figures being 
presented to the House in that most un- 
satisfactory way. Why could they not 
be told, before they voted these salaries, 
what the total salaries were? For 
instance, they found in the second Vote 
the letter “ b” 


Royal Mint ; 
“with official residence, some of which 
will not be continued when vacancies 
arise.’ Now, his experience had been 


short, but he found that the tendency was | 
| arranged in the same way and on the 


that these frequent promises were not 
fulfilled. Any business man who looked 
at that page of the Estimates must feel 


that there was a need for a new spirit in| 


this Government Department. A little 
further down the page there was a salary 
for “ chemist and assayer for the Mint,” 

with two letters after his name—* b,” 

which meant that he had an_ official | 
residence, and ‘* d,” which meant that he | 
was also the professor of metallurgy and 
metallurgist at the Royal College of 
Science at a salary of £300 a year. 
was just one of the pluralists of which his 
hon. friend complained. It was most 
objectionable that these salaries should 
be divided in that way ; and they ought 
to have an assurance from the Financial 
Secretary to the Treasury that he would 


look into the matter and present the 


Estimates in a simpler form for the) 
future. For example, the chemist and. 
assayer’s salary began at £700, rising to | 
£900, which was the amount he at present 
received. 
qualifications of that gentleman were, 
but he should have thought that £900 | 
would have been sufficient salary, even if | 


it included the lectureship in the Royal | 
Until they got the, 


College of Science. 
proper assurance that these Estimates 
would be simplified they ought to try and | 
get this Vote reduced, and for that 
purpose he moved that it be reduced by 
£300 in respect of the salary of the 
chemist and assayer to the Mint as pro- | 
fessor of metallurgy in the Royal College | 
of Science. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, | 
“That Item A be reduced by £300, in | 
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attached to no fewer than | 
six employees in this department of the | 
and the letter “ b” meant | 
tions from hon. Members as to the form 
in which the Estimates were presented, 
‘but it was for the convenience of the 


That | 


He did not know what the} 
| hon. 


‘of Science. 
| Member would not press his motion to a 
| division, and he was sure the advocates of 


d| | the 
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difficult to please, hit high or hit low. 
He complained at one moment that he 
was anxious for information, and that 
the accounts were not explained by notes, 
and when supplied with notes he com- 
plained t he next moment of complications, 
The hon. Gentleman must make up his 
mind as to which course he ought to run. 
He was very ready to receive sugges- 


Committee that all the Votes should be 


same system. It would not tend to give 
the information to the Committee which 
the hon. Gentleman desired if one Vote 
were marked in one way and another 
Vote marked in another way. The hon. 
| Gentleman asked in respect to the salary 
of the assayer and chemist of the Mint, 
which at the present time had reached 
the maximum of £900, and had moved a 
reduction of £300 a year in respect of his 
salary as professor of metallurgy at the 
Royal College of Science. The gentle- 
man who discharged those duties—Sir 
W. Roberts-Austen—was a _ very dis- 
tinguished man, and it was of the utmost 
importance that for such a position as 


‘that we should have a gentleman of the 


very highest reputation and rian 
attainments. But while the work wa 

of a very responsible kind, it was not sal 
as to occupy the whole of his time, and the 
‘Government were very glad to take 
advantage of his services at the Royal 
College of Science. He did not think the 
Member would consider the remu- 
neration given under these two heads 
was too much for the work which Sir W. 
Roberts-Austen had done, and for the 
attainments which that distinguished 
gentleman brought to bear upon his 
labours at the Mint and the Royal College 
He trusted that the hon. 


| economy would not advance their cause 


by moving such a reduction. 


*Sir WALTER FOSTER thought 
| tke hon. Member who had moved 
‘the reduction deserved credit for 
eareful analysis to which he 


The 





respect of the Salary of Chemist an | had 


Assayer of the Mint.”—(Mr. Whitley.) | subjected the Estimates. f 
‘ ing | way to get Estimates through the Com- 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN said | mittee was to be courteous and good tem- 
that the hon. Gentleman was a little | pered towards critics. During his fifteen 
| 
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or sixteen years experience of the House, | by £100, without referring to any specific 
he had watched the action of many | item. 
Secretaries of the Treasury, and had 
always noticed that a kindly word turned | Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
away criticism. 
Original question again propose. 
Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: I 
hope the hon. Member does not suggest | *THe CHAIRMAN: The hon. Member 
that I have been other than courteous. | cannot move a reduction of £100, as the 
If I have been discourteous to anyone | Vote is only for £91, 
1 should desire to apologise at once, as 
certainly it is very far from my wish| *Sir CHARLES DILKE asked on 
to be so. what principle the artistic part of the 
work of the Mint was done. The work 
*Sir WALTER FOSTER said it was} on the whole was disgracefully bad, as 
a question of manner rather than words | | compared with that of almost any other 
to which he referred. The Financial| country. Not only the great artistic 
Secretary was somewhat severe on the | countries, but even the new countries, 
hon. Member for Halifax, who, as a new | turned out much better artistic work 
Member of the House, ought to be en-|than our Mint. The medals were even 
couraged rather than discouraged in | more disgraceful than the coins. The 
going through these matters so carefully. — had not been very successful of 
The hon. Member had shown very fair | recent years, but the medals were abso- 
grounds for criticism, and had studied |lutely beneath contempt. The medals 
the Estimates, not only carefully and { werestruck at the Mint, but the charge 
industriously, but also very ably. Hej{for them was borne by the various 
had, however, in this instance, moved ; Departments requiring them. If the 
a reduction in an unfortunate place. | Admiralty or the War Office required 
The distinguished man who filled this} medals, who was responsible, as between 
scientific post at the Mint was well worth | the Department and the Mint, for the 
the salary he was paid, and the extra | design ? 
£300 which he received for acting as a| 
professor in the Royal College of Science} Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN 
was doubtless equally well earned. At} thought the designs were prepared by 
the same time, it naturally struck as} the Mint and submitted to the Depart- 
peculiar an hon. Member actuated with | ments concerned. 
a desire for economy that there should | 
be so many cases of individuals holding | *Sir CHARLES DILKE said that every 
more than one appointment. Such | country was now beginning again to 
things ought always to be criticised, | realise, asin the seventeenth century, that 
but when a fair explanation was given, | there was no higher form of art than the 
as in this instance, it was only right that | medallists’ art, and the medallists’ art 
the hon. Member who made the criticism | was a specialists’ art. Painters and 
should withdraw his motion for a reduc-!| sculptors were not medallists; they 
tion of the Vote, and he hoped that | required to be specially trained. In 
that would be done. ‘foreign countries, especially in France, 
| the art had revived almost to the height 
Mr. WHITLEY hoped the Financial |at which it stood in the seventeenth 
Secretary would understand that he!century, but we in this country were 
chose this particular item merely to bring | absolutely and conspicuously behindhand 
the matter before the Committee, and to | in the matter. 
get a reply to the question he had raised. | 
The reply on this point was perfectly! Mr. TAYLOR, referring to the increase 
satisfactory, and he had no charge of | of £20,000 in regard to the loss on worn 
discourtesy to make. With the per-| silver coin withdrawn from circulation, 
mission of the Committee he would | asked whether it was in consequence 
withdraw the Amendment, and simply: of more being in circulation, or because 
move a reduction of the whole Wate jot the adoption of a higher standard. 


Sir Walter Foster. 
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He also alluded to the fact that this year ; which he wished to move was a reduc- 
there was undoubtedly a larger demand | tion of the expenditure which, if carried, 
for coins bearing her late Majesty’s | would result in a profit instead of a 


imprint, and asked whether it was not | 
perfectly legitimate for the Mint to take | 
advantage of that fact and to issue as 
large a quantity as possible of coins of 
all kinds. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN said | 
that the issue by the Mint was regulated 
by the demand, so that if there was | 
the special demand to which the hon. 
Member had referred, it would be met, 
as it were, automatically. As to the 
loss on worn silver coin withdrawn 
from circulation, a larger sum was asked | 
for on the present occasion, because last 
year they were not able to withdraw from 
circulation as much as they had expected | 
to do. 


Mr. J. P. FARRELL (Longford, N.) | 
asked why, when the amount in the | 
Estimate was given as £101, the ques- 
tion put from the Chair was for only 
£91. Frequent complaints had _ been | 
made as to the manner in which the | 
Estimates were prepared, and of insuffi- | 
cient information being given to enable | 
Members to understand why particular | 
increases were asked for. He also in- | 
quired whether there was any profit, 
on the gold and silver purchased in | 
bulk and subsequently coined. There | 
ought, surely, to be particulars given, | 
so that the Committee might know | 


/to Parliament for a Vote. 


loss to the Mint. If the incomings of 
a Department were greater than the 
outgoings, the Committee would have 
no check whatever, as the Minister 
concerned would not require to come 
He sub- 
mitted that as a point of order it would 
be a very serious matter as affecting 
the control of the House of Commons 


if it was not competent to move a reduc- 


tion of £100 on a total expenditure of 
no less than £134,000, although it was 
perfectly true that the incomings nearly 


balanced the outgoings. 


*THE CHAIRMAN: I do not think 


| there is any point of order in that. It 


is the practice of this House to have 
what are known as “token” Votes. 


'If the hon. Member will look at the 


Estimate he will see that the gross 
total is £134,401, whereas the amount 


of the appropriations in aid is £134,300. 


In order to bring the Vote under the 
competence of the House, the total 
Vote is taken at £101. Of that sum 
£10 has already been voted, and that 
leaves £91 to be voted. If the hon. 
Member objects to that sum he can 
vote against it, but he cannot move to 
reduce a Vote of £91 by £100. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : 
The hon. Member for North Longford 
asks for some information as to whether 





whether the Mint was worked at a/ there has been a loss or a profit upon 
loss or a profit. If such information | the working of the Mint. At the bottom 
was given, it would greatly simplify | of page 152 of the Estimates he will 
matters, and frequently render unneces- | find the estimated extra receipts, which 
sary the criticism which the Financial | are jn addition to this Vote. Thev 
Secretary seemed to resent. Personally, | are set down as £665,700, and that 
he had generally found the hon. Gentle-| ig the estimated profit on the Mint in 
man very courteous in his replies, and | addition to the £134,300 which is taken 
therefore he was rather surprised to/to meet the expenses. 


find a disposition on his part to resent | ; 
the criticism of the hon. Member for| Mr. J. P. FARRELL said there was 
Halifax. Members, whether on the | not a word in the Estimate about profit. 
Government or the Opposition benches, | It said, “ Estimated Extra Receipts 
being present as the custodians of the | (Cash) ” and he could not gather from 
public purse, were entitled to the amplest | that that it was profit. W hy could 
information, and Ministers should be | it not be put down as “ estimated extra 
prepared to give it when asked in a_ profit’’? 

fair and reasonable way. | Question put. 

| 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 126 ; 


Mr. WHITLEY desired to raise a 
(Division List No. 196.) 


point of order. The reduction of £100! Noes, 84. 
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Acland-Hood,Capt.SirAlex.F. | 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold- Forster, Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Austin, Sir John 

Bagot,Capt. Josceline FitzRoy 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Balfour,Rt.Hon. A.J.(Mane’r.) | 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey | 
Balfour, KtHnGerald W. (Leeds 
Balfour, Maj. K.R.(Christeh’h) | 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Bartley, George C. T. | 
Beach, Rt. Hn.SirM.H.( Bristol | 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bigwood, James 

Bill, Charles 

Bond, Edward 

Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Bowles,Capt. H. F.( Middlesex) 
Ball, William James 

Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cavendish, V.C. W. (Derbysh.) 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt Hn.J.(Birm. 
Chamberlain,J Austen (Worc’r 
Chapman, Edward 

Clare, Octavius Leigh 

Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colston,Chas. Edw. H. Athole | 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) | 
Cox,IrwinEdward Bainbridge | 
Cranborne, Viscount 

Cross, Herb.Shepherd (Bolton) 
Dickson, Charles Scott 

Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dorington, Sir John Edward 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxford,Sir William Theodore 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin | 





Abraham, Wm. (Cork, N. E.) | 
Allan, William (Gateshead) 
Asher, Alexander|z 

Bell, Richard 

Black, Alexander William 
Blake, Edward 

Boland, John 

Boyle, James 

Brigg, John 

Burke, E. Haviland- 
Caldwell, James 

Campbell, John (Armagh, S$.) | 
Clancy, John Joseph 
Colville, John 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 

Cremer, Wiiliam Randal 
Callinan, J. 

Daly, James 

Delany, William 
Dewar, John A. (Inverness-sh. | 
Dillon, John 

Donelan, Capt. A. 

Doogan, P. C. 

Esmonde, Sir Thomas 

Evans, Samuel T.(Glamorgan) 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Farrell, James Patrick 
Ffrench, Peter 


{COMMONS} 


AYES. 


Fellowes, Hn. Ailwyn Edward 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robt. Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fitzroy, Hn. Edw. Algernon 
Fletcher, Sir Henry 

Flower, Ernest 

Gordon, J. (Londonderry, S.) 
Gorst; Rt. Hon. Sir John E. 
Grenfell, William Henry 
Hamilton, Rt. Hn. LdG(Midd’x 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. Robert W. 
Heath, ArthurHoward( Hanley 
Heath, Jas. (Staffords., N. W. 
Henderson, Alexander 
Hope,J. F.(Sheftield Brightside 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hutton, John (Yorks., N.R.) 
Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Law, Andrew Bonar 

Lawson, John Grant 

Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leveson-Gower, Frederick N.S 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter( Bristol, S 
Lowe, Francis William 

Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lueas, Col. Francis( Lowestoft) 
Macartney, Rt. Hn. W GEllison 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maconochie, -A. W. 
M‘Calmont,Col.J.(Antrim, E. 
M‘Iver,SirLewis(Edinb’rghW. 
M‘Killop, Jas. (Stirlingshire) 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Maxwell, RtHnSirH.E(Wigt’n 
Maxwell, WJ H( Dumfriesshire 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Moore, William (Antrim, N.) 
Morgan, DavidJ.(Walthams’w 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morris, Hon. Martin Henry F. 


NOES. 


Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 


| Gilhooly, James 
| Harwood, George 
Hayden, John Patrick 


Holland, William Henry 
Jones, William (Carnarvonsh. ) 
Joyce, Michael 
Kinloch,SirJohnGeorgeSmyth 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leamy, Edmund 
Leese,SirJosephF. (Accrington 
Leng, Sir John 

Lundon, W. 

MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
M‘Dermott, Patrick 


| Mooney, John J. 
| Morgan,J.Lloyd (Carmarthen) 


Morton, Edw.J.C.(Devonport) 
Murphy, J. 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
O’Brien, K. (Tipperary, Mid) 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Rrien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O’Connor,James(Wicklow, W. 
O’Donnell, John (Mayo, 8S.) 


‘ O’Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
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Morton, ArthurH. A.(Deptford 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C, 
Nicholson, William Graham 
O'Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Parkes, Ebenezer 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Purvis, Robert 

Pym, C. Gu 

Randles, John 8S. 

Rentoul, James Alexander 
Ridley, Hn.M. W. (Stalybridge 
Ridley,S. Forde( BethnalGreen 
Ritchie, Rt. Hon. Chas. T. 
Ropner, Colonel Robert 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Smith, H.C(North’mb.Tynes’d 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D.(Strand) 
Spear, John Ward 

Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 
Stewart,SirMarkJ. M‘Taggart 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Tuke, Sir John Batty 
Valentia, Viscount 

Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 
Walker, Col. William Hall 
Wanklyn, James Leslie 
Warde, Col. C. E. 

Webb, Col. William George 
Whiteley, H. (Ashton un.Lyne 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wodvhouse, Rt. Hn. E. R.( Bath 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


O’ Dowd, John 

O’ Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O’Malley, William 

O’ Mara, James 
O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 


| O’Shee, James John 


| 


| 


| 


Power, Patrick Joseph 

Rea, Russell 

teddy, M. 

Redmond,John E.(Waterford) 

Redmond, William (Clare) 

Koche, John 

Schwann, Charles E. 

Shaw, Thomas (Hrwick B.) 

Shipman, Dr. John G. : 

Sinclair,CaptJohn(Forfarshire 

Soares, Ernest J. 

Sullivan, Donal 

Taylor, Theodore Cooke 

Tully, Jasper 

Wason, Eugene(Clackmannan 

White, Luke (York, E. R.) 

White, Patrick (Meath, North) 

Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 

Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 

Young, Samuel (Cavan, East) 

TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Mr. Goddard and Mr. 
Whitley. 








513 
6. 
posed 
£7, 16 
comp 
the ¢ 
pay 
31st | 
and 


Offic 


Mr 
reduc 
show 
but | 
a gre 
Office 
prine 
man! 
offic: 
given 
appoi 
that 
accor 
Treas 
But, | 
were | 
expla 
Vote 
asked 
£6,00 
were 
the b: 
it see! 
respol 
Vote 
agrea 
The 
salary 
given 
hon. 
librar 
ticula 
and t 
appoil 
as th 
but tl 
alway 
him ° 
skelet 
where 
was, 0 
office. 
salary 
ments 
princi) 
rising 
£700, 
descril 


additic 





ford 
rC. 


‘ens 
Ly 
y) 


r) 
l 


ire 


st) 


fr 





513 Supply—Civil 


6. Motion made, and Question pro- 
posed, “That a sum, not exceeding 
£7,107, be granted to His Majesty, to 


complete the sum necessary to defray | 


the Charge which will come in course of 
payment during the year ending on the 
31st day of March, 1902, for the Salaries 
and Expenses of the National Debt 
Oftice.”” 


Me: J, BP: 


moved a 


FARRELL 


reduction of £1,000. The total Vote | 


showed a decrease for the year of £990, 
but he held that the decrease should be 
a great deal more if the National Debt 
Oftice was managed on more economical 
principles. Of course, the hon. Gentle- 
manin charge of the Vote would offer the 
official explanation which was always 
given, namely, that these officials were 
appointed at certain fixed salaries and 
that the salaries had to be provided 
according to arrangements made by the 
Treasury at the time of the appointment. 
But, apart from the fixed salaries, there 
were other expenses which required some 
explanation. The details given in the 
Vote were not at all sufficient. The sum 
asked originally was £13,107, of which 
£6,000 had already been voted. There 
were various sub-heads showing how 
the balance of £7,107 was made up, but 
it seemed to him that, if the Department 
responsible for the preparation of the 
Vote would give an explanatory schedule, 
a great deal of criticism would be obviated. 
The Comptroller General received a 
salary of £1,500, but no particulars were 
given as to who the gentleman was. The 
hon. Member had just been to the 


library endeavouring to get some par- | 


ticulars of the terms of the appointment, 
and to find out whether this official was 
appointed as the result of examination or 
as the nominee of some Government ; 
but the officials of the library, who were 
always most obliging, could not supply 
him with any particulars, except the 
skeleton Reports. He could not find out 
where the office was, who the Comptroller 
was, or, in fact, any particulars about the 
office. There was an assistant with a 
salary of £800, rising, by annual incre- 
ments of £50, to £1,000. There were four 
principal clerks with salaries of £550, 
rising by annual increments of £25 to 
£700, and one of these clerks, who was 
described as “actuary,” received in 
addition £250 a year. 


{17 May 1901} 


There were four | 
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assistant principal clerks at £400 a year, 
and another assistant principal clerk at 
£350 a year. The most extraordinary 
thing was that there was a “ senior clerk 
(redundant) ” who received a salary of 
£340 a year. He never saw such a 
description of an official before. In 
addition to his salary, the senior clerk 
redundant received “an allowance ot 
£10 7s. 6d. for assessing income tax on 
life annuities, included in the sum taken 
for temporary salaries.’ He flattered him- 
self that he understood the English lan- 
guage fairly well, but he could not under- 
stand what was meant by that explana- 
tion at all. He asked the Secretary to 
the Treasury to explain the meaning of 
the word “redundant” after “ senior 
clerk.”’ If the official was redundant it 
would be proper to say that he was altc- 
gether unnecessary. The Nationalist 
Members had a right to object to this 
Vote. The National Debt Commissioners 
were a body of whose existence they 
knew nothing at all. Jreland had no 
part in the creation of the National Debt, 
and the Nationalist Members, who were 
a minority in the House, were totally 
ignored when they opposed the national 
expenditure. On that ground alone 
they were entitled to protest against these 
salaries. Dealing with the question of 
management, he asked whether any 
money was to be voted for rent. They 
were given to understand that the public 
offices in London were Crown property, 
but there was a charge in the Estimates 
of £4,370, and he wanted to know how 
it was accounted for. 


*THe CHAIRMAN pointed out that 
this sum was not in the Vote now under 
consideration. The hon. Member would 
be able to criticise that when it was asked 
for under another class. 


Mr. J. P. FARRELL said he bowed 
to the ruling of the Chairman. This 
was an evidence of how the Estimates 
were prepared. If this belonged to 
another class it was misleading. He 
noticed that the humble office of ** tem- 
porary pensioner messenger’? was held 
by a man who received 21s. a week and 


‘an army pension of ls. Id. a day. It 


might be said that it was a small thing 
to attack the salary of a man in such a 
position. He did not wish to do the 
man any harm, but he objected to the 
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policy which lay at the bottom of the | granted for the said service.”—(Mr. J. P. 
appointment. That policy was being | Farrell.) 


enforced in Ireland, and young men who 
applied to the post office for positions 
as rural messengers were refused, while 


down to fill the positions although they 


Mr. TULLY (Leitrim, 8.) wished to 


ask the Secretary to the Treasury 
pensioners who had been employed in| 
South Africa and elsewhere were sent | 


|tation Board was £250. 


knew nothing of the localities. The | 


young men who knew the district had 
to go to America and elsewhere for em- 
ployment. It was the principle which 
underlay the appointment of this man, 


. . . . | 
or any similar appointment, which made | 


him call attention to it. He seriously 


appealed to the hon. Gentleman the | 
Financial Secretary to take a note of | 


this objection from Ireland, and to take 


steps to remedy the state of things as | 


regarded this particular grievance. He 
would like to know why £300 a year was 
paid to the Bank of England as agents 
for the National Debt Office and only 
£100 to the Bank of Ireland; and 
whether these sums were paid direct to 
the banks or to persons in their employ- 
ment. He had no interest in the Bank 
of Ireland and did not know much about 


two questions. He found the salary 
of the Actuary to the Pensions Commu- 
Was that 
the Mr. Dynham who was re- 
sponsible for the breaking down of the 
National ‘Teachers’ Pension Scheme ? 
He understood the gentleman was not 
now an officer; but was the gentleman 
who discovered the error, Mr. Finlaison, 
still in office ? 
Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: 


No; he is retired. 


Mr. TULLY said he was sorry the 


Gentleman was retired. Wasthe actuary 


available for constructing tables in con- 


its standing except that he understood | 


that it occupied in Ireland the same 
position which the Bank of England 
occupies in England. Was it because 
the volume of business in connection 
with the National Debt was relatively 


nection with the police pension scheme 
in Ireland as well as in Scotland? It 
was very important when they were 
asked to vote money of this kind to know 
the scope of these gentlemen’s duties. 
He thought this gentlemau’s salary ap- 
peared to be rather small considering 
the great responsibility thrust upon him. 
Could the hon. Gentleman give him any 


| assurance as to what would be the effect 


greater in England than in Ireland ? | 
On broad principle he objected, as an 


Irish representative, to voting this 
money. He was quite aware, of course, 
that hon. Gentlemen might reasonably 


maintain that English Members had a_ 


direct personal interest in the question, 


but Members from Ireland had no such | 


interest. They never assented in any 


degree to the principle on which the. 
National Debt had been created ; but | 


while Irish Members were out-voted 
when they protested against the creation 
of the National Debt for war on the 
Continent and in South Africa, they had 
been arguing for financial economic 
reform. Moreover, they had no repre- 
sentation on this Board. It was his 
duty as an Irish representative to move 


| bler. 


the reduction of this Vote by the sum of | 


£1,000. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 


of the superannuation of the poor law 
officers in Ireland ? 


Mr. DALY (Monaghan, 8.) supported 
the hon. Member who had just sat down 
in thinking that this officer was under- 
paid, and that it was on account of that 
underpay that he was liable to make 
mistakes. He objected to £1,000 being 
paid to a broker in the National Debt 
Office. He did not know that Stock 
Exchange business was carried on in the 
National Debt Office, although he sup- 
posed that every man in a Government 
Department was more or less of a gam- 
The hon. Gentleman the Financial 
Secretary to the Treasury might explain 
what duty the broker discharged. ‘Then 
he saw that the Comptroller General 
received a salary of £1,500 a year, but 
he had actually an assistant secretary. 
He did not know whether the Comp- 


troller General did any amount of work 
‘at all, but why should he require an 


assistant secretary, when he had an 


“That a sum not exceeding £6,107 be | Assistant Comptroller, a chief clerk, an 
Mr. J. P. Farrell. 
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actuary, and principal clerks, receiving 
in all £2,800 a year? It struck him that 
this was a most extravagantly overpaid 
office, and that there were quite to» many 
officials in it. He hoped his hon. friend 
would be successful in carrying his 
motion to reduce this Vote. It would 
at the same time be a check on extrava- 
gance and a protest against the manner 
in which the accounts were placed before 
the Committee. It was the duty of 
Members on that side of the House to get 
the Estimates reduced as much as pos- 


sible, and he thought it was unfortunate | 


that the Estimates in the past had not 


been scrutinised more closely by hon. | 


Gentlemen on the Liberal benches. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : 
The hon. Gentleman who spoke first 


asked me who was the present Comp- 


troller General, what was his name, and 
how he entered the service. 
is Hervey; he entered the service in the 
usual way through the Treasury. He 
rose after years of continuous service to 
the post of Assistant Comptroller, and 
from that post was appointed Comp- 
troller General. 


Mr. J. P. FARRELL: Did this Gen- 


tleman enter the service in the usual way | 


by examination ? 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : 
Yes ; it is probable that he did not enter 
the service under the examination now 
in foree, because he entered many years 
ago, but he entered under the examina- 
tion then in vogue. The hon. Centle- 
man then asked me as to the senior 
clerk. An enquiry has been made with 
regard to this office, and it has been 
found that there has been an unsatis- 
factory record, and we have come to 
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His name | 


the conclusion that whenever there is a | 


vacancy in this division we should replace 
the senior clerk by a second-class clerk. 
A senior clerk was marked ‘“ redundant ”’ 
when he was in excess of the staff, and to 


show that when his post is vacated that a | 


man of lower position and lower salary 
is to take his place. I do not think it 
would be economical to let this clerk 
retire at once, but when he does retire 
the office will be filled up in the way I 
have stated. 


Mr. J. P. FARRELL: Can the hon. 


Gentleman say when that will be 4 
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Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: I 
cannot say without notice ; it depends 
upon the age and other considerations. 
I was further asked as to the temporary 
messenger. The objection, as I under- 
| stand it, is that we have taken a soldier 
instead of a civilian, and that possibly 
thereby a civilian has been displaced. 
Is it suggested that the Government is 
to lay down a rule that because a man 
has been in the Army or the Navy he 
should be debarred from serving the 
Government? J cannot lay down any rule 
of that kind. Over and over again this 
House has expressed its opinion that it is 
the duty of the Government, it is obli- 
|gatory on the Government, to see that 
men who have served in the Navy or the 
Army, having due regard to their ability 
to perform the work to be done, shall be 
given special preference in the Civil 
Service. I can hold out no hope that 
this Government will depart from a prac- 
tice so just in itself, and which commends 
itself so much to the House. { pass then 
'to the item of agents at the Banks of 
| England and Ireland. It was formerly 
unnecessary to have agents in Ireland, 
| the business being transacted in England, 
but in 1881 it was found necessary to 
appoint agents in Ireland. Their 
salaries are placed lower than those in 
| England because their work is less, and we 
did not think it would be just to pay them 
|atthesamerate. Thenas to the brokers. 
'The hon. Member for South Leitrim 
asked me whether the actuary referred 
to in this Vote was connected with the 
calculation about which he asked a ques- 
tion the other day in this House, and 
whether he would be available to make 
the investigation. No, Sir; his duties 
‘at the National Debt Commissioners 
'would not enable him to give any time 
to any such investigation. If the Irish 
tovernment think it desirable to obtain 
this assistance it will be necessary to 
obtain it altogether outside. We shall 





/not be able to ask it of the gentleman 





whose salary has been referred to. The 
brokers to the National Debt Commis- 
sioners have to deal with the whole civil 
funds, and discover means of reducing 
the National Debt, and other matters.. 
There is nothing of a gambling nature 
in their transactions. 


Mr. JOHN WILSON (Durham, Mid) 
said he should not have risen but for the 
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statement which had been made by the 
hon. Gentleman as to employing soldiers 
in preference to civilians. The assump- 
tion of the hon. Gentleman was too 
large. It was not the unanimous opinion 
of the House that a soldier should be 
employed simply because he had been a 
soldier ; if a civilian showed himself to be 
qualified for the office it was unjust to 
pass him over and prefer a soldier as a 
sort of reward for his having served in 
the Army. Everybody admired the 
gallantry of our Army, but there were 
heroes also in our industrial life, and in 
the ordinary way they underwent more 
dangers than the class whom the Govern- 
ment preferred. Many lives were annu- 
ally lost in the mines of this country, 
and upon the railways a sort of eternal 
sacrifice was going on every day, and 
there were many dangers to be faced 
in factories. These men also served the 
State by the work they did, and he 
thought that they should be considered 
and have an equal chance of any appoint- 
ment which the Government had to give. 


Supply—Civil 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : The 
hon. Gentleman on this particular point 
raises a discussion ranging over a wide 
field. But the hon. Gentleman a little 
misunderstood me. I do not claim that 
all posts should be reserved for soldiers, 
or that where there are two different 
competitors, one a soldier and another 
a civilian, the soldier should have the 
post merely because he was a soldier. 
The first thing that has to be considered 
is that a man should be got who is able 
to discharge satisfactorily the duties of 
the post to which he is appointed, and 
that fact alone disqualifies a soldier from 
filling many appointments. The hon. 
Member asked, Why should preference 
be given to the soldier? I think where 
a man has served his country, and 
another has given no service to his 
eountry, the man who has served his 
country should have the preference. 
By taking soldiers young, and_ by 
discharging them young, we make it 
difficult for them to get employment, and 
eonsequently more difficult for them to 
earn a living, than it is toa man who has 
always been in employment. 


civilians who labour in the great indus- 
tries of this country are useful to the 
eountry nobody will deny, but their 


Mr. John Wilson. 
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‘labour brings its own reward. 
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To the 


miner and the skilled worker the skill 
which they have acquired is a valuable 
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asset which they can sell; but we take 


That the | 


the soldier and teach him no trade which 
will be useful to him in after life. We 
require his service for the country, and 
he having given his service deserves 
some consideration of the country. It 
is not a great number of posts which 
can be offered to these men, but when 
there is a post which they can fill it is the 
express desire of this House and of the 
country that the Government should 
remember, so far as possible, the men who 
have served in the Army or the Navy, 
and upon their being found clearly fitted 
for the place to give it to them in pre- 
ference to a civilian who has rendered 
no direct service to the country. 


Mr. O’MARA (Kilkenny, 8.) asked 
for information concerning the duties 
of the broker referred to in the Vote. 
Did this gentleman advise the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer as to the conditions of 
the money market, and at what price 
he should issue his loans,’ and through 
whom he should issue them ? 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: No, 
Sir. 


Mr. O'MARA: What I really want 
to know is, is he what is called a bucket- 
shopkeeper or a member of the Stock 
Exchange? I think the Committee 
should have a good deal more informa- 
tion as to the duties of this broker. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: 
May I add one word to what I said just 
now with regard to its being the wish 
of the House that the Government should 
make all possible provision for employing 
Reserves and time-expired soldiers. On 
April Ist, 1896, the House passed a 
resolution to that effect by 136 to 24. 
The name of the brokers is Messrs. 
Mullens, Marshall and Company ; it is 
their duty to advise the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer when he requires their advice, 
but he does not act on their advice alone 
in such matters as the hon. Gentleman 
mentioned. 


Mr. O'MARA: I should like to know 
whether they advised the Chancellor of 
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the Exchequer, and, if they did not, who 
did, with regard to the issue of the last 
loan. 


*THe CHAIRMAN: Order, order! 
The issue of the loan does not arise on this 
Vote. 


Mr. JOHN WILSON (Durham, Mid) 
contended that a vote of the House of 
Commons did not make the employment 
of soldiers by the State just, and, besides, 
only 160 out of 670 Members voted 
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Post Office for soldiers was a development 
of militarism which the country would 
protest against when the present war 


feeling had subsided—— 


*THeE CHAIRMAN : I think this dis- 
cussion is going a great deal beyond the 
point. It arises on the employment by 
the Department of one temporary mes- 
senger. 


Question puts 





upon it. 


Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.) said that the 


ear-marking of certain positions in the 


Abraham, Wm. (Cork, N. E.) 
Allan, William (Gateshead) 
Allen, Chas. P.(Gloue. Stroud) 
Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Bell, Richard 

Black, Alexander William 
Blake, Edward 

Boland, John 

solton, Thomas Dolling 
Brigg, John | 
Brown, George M. (Edinburgh | 
Burke, E. Haviland- 

Caldwell, James 

Campbell, John (Armagh, S$.) 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Clancy, John Joseph 

Colville, John 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 

Craig, Robert Hunter 

Crean, Eugene 

Cremer, William Randal 
Cullinan, J. 

Daly, James 

Delany, William 
Dewar,JohnA. (Inverness-sh.) | 
Dillon, John 

Donelan, Captain A. 

Doogan, P. C. 

Duncan, J. Hastings 
Esmonde, Sir Thomas 
Evans,Samuel T.(Glamorgan) 
Ffrench, Peter 

Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster, Sir W. (Derby Co.) 
Gilhooly, James 


Acland-Hood,Capt.SirAlex.F. | 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh 0. 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Austin, Sir John 
Bagot,Capt.Josceline FitzRoy 
Bain, Col. James Robert 
Balfour,Capt.C. B. (Hornsey) 
salfour RttinGerald W (Leeds 


Balfour, Maj KR(Christehureh 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Bartley, George C. T. 

Beach, RtHn. SirM. H. (Bristol) 





| Nannetti, Joseph P. 





Noes, 151. 


AYES. 
Gladstone, RtHnHerbertJ ohn 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Harwood, George 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Hobhouse, C.E. H. (Bristol, E.) 
Holland, William Henry 
Hope, John Deans (Fife, West) 
Jones, William (Carnarvonsh.) 
Joyce, Michael 
Kinloch,SirJohnGeorgeSmyth 


| Lambert, George 


Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leamy, Edmund 
Leese,SirJosephF’. (Accrington | 
Leng, Sir John 

Lloyd-George, David 

Lundon, W. 


| MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 


M‘Cann, James 
M‘Crae, George 
M‘Dermott, Patrick 


| M‘Govern, T. 


Mooney, John J. 
Morgan, J.Lloyd(Carmarthen) 
Morton, Edw.J.C (Devonport) 
Murphy, J. 

» 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
O’Brien, Kendal(Tipperary Mid 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O’Connor, Jas. (Wicklow, W.) 
O’Donnell, John (Mayo, 8.) 


| O’Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 


O’Dowd, John 


NOES. 


Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bigwood, James 

Bill, Charles 

Bond, Edward 

Boseawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Bull, William James 
Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V.C.W (Derbyshire 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) | 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) | 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 104 ; 
(Division List No. 197.) 


O’Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 


| O'Malley, Wiliiam 


O’Mara, James 
O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 

O’Shee, James John 
Partington, Oswald 

Pearson, Sir Weetman D. 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
Priestley, Arthur 

Reddy, M. 

Redmond, John E.( Waterford) 
fedmond, William (Clare) 
Rigg, Richard 

Roche, John 

Schwann, Charles E. 
Scott,Chas. Prestwich (Leigh) 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, Capt.John(Forfarsh’e 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Sullivan, Donal 

Tennant, Harold John 

Tully, Jasper 

Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Warner, Thomas CourtenayT. 
Wason, Eugene(Clackmannan) 
White, Luke (Yorks, E. R.) 
White, Patrick(Meath, North) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Williams,Osmond(Merioneth) 
Young, Samuel (Cavan, East) 
Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Mr. J. P. Farrell and Mr. 
John Wilson (Durham). 


Chamberlain, Rt. Hn.J.(Birm. 
Chamberlain, J. Austen( Wore. 
Chapman, Edward 


| Clare, Octavius Leigh 
> 


Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colston,Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Cook, Sir Frederick Lueas 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
Cross, Herb.Shepherd (Bolton) 
Dickson, Charles Scott 





523 


Dorington, Sir John Edward 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxford,Sir William Theodore | 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin | 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edw. 
Finch, George H. | 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne | 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edward A. 
Fletcher, Sir Henry 
Flower, Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
Gordon,J.(Londonderry,South | 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir J. Eldon 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) | 
Green, WalfordD(Wednesbu’y | 
Greene, Henry D.(Shrewsbury) 
Hamilton, RtHnLrdG.(Midd’x | 
Hamilton, Margof(L’nd’nderry 
Hanbury, Rt. Hn. Robert W. | 
Hardy,Laurence(Kent,Asht’d) | 
Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heath, Arthur H. (Hanley) | 
Heath, James(Staffords,N. W. 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Henderson, Alexander 
Hope,J. F.(ShettieldBrightside 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hutton, John (Yorks., N. .R) | 
Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse | 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Keswick, William 

Law, Andrew Bonar 
Lawrence, Wm. F.(Liverpool) 
Lawson, John Grant 

Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 


Supply—Civil 





Original Question put, and agreed to. 


7. Motion made, and Question pro- 


| M‘Killop,James(Stirlingshire) | 


| Maleolm, Ian 
| Martin, Richard Biddulph 
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Leveson-Gower, FrederickN.S 
Long,Rt. Hn Walter(Bristol,S. 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lowther, Rt. Hon. James( Kent 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas, Col. Francis(Lowestoft) | 
Macartney, Rt. Hn. WGEllison 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maconochie, A. W 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool 
M‘Calmont,Col.J.(Antrim,E. ) | 
M‘Iver,SirLewis(EdinburghW | 





rm pe James A. 


Maxwell, Rt.HnSirHE(Wigtn | 
Maxwell, WJ H( Dumfriesshire 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Moore, William (Antrim, N.) 


| Morgan,DavidJ.(Walthams’w | 
| Walker, Col. William Hall 


Morrell, George Herbert 
Morris, Hon. Martin Henry F. | 
Morrison, James Archibald 


| Morton, ArthurH.A.(Deptford | 


Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. | 


Murray,RtHnAGraham(Bute) | 
| Willox, Sir John Archibald 

| Wills, Sir Frederick 

| Wilson,J.W.(Worcestersh. ,N. 


Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
O’Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens | 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Parkes, Ebenezer 

Peel, Hn. Wm. Robert W. 
Pemberton, John S. G. 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 


| the Reports 


therefore 
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Pretyman, Ernest George 
Purvis, Robert 

Pym, C. Guy 

Randles, John S. 

Ratcliffe, R. F. 

Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Ridley, Hon. M. W(Stalybridge 


| Ridley, S. F. (Bethnal Green) 


Ritchie, Rt. Hn.Chas. Thomson 
Ropner, Colonel Robert 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Sadler,Col. Samuel Alexander 
Sinclair, Louis (Rcemford) 
Smith, HC(N’rth’umbTynes’de 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand 
Spear, John Ward 

Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 
Stewart,Sir M. J. M‘Taggart 
Stroyan, John 


| Thorburn, Sir Walter 
| Tollemache, Henry James 
| Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 


Valentia, Viscount 


Wanklyn, James Leslie 


| Warde, Colonel C. E. 


Webb,Colonel WilliamGeorge 
Whiteley, H.( Aston und. Lyne 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 


Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E. R. (Bath 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 


TELLERS FG*t THE NoEs— 
Sir Williara Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


| did not stand on the same footing as 


of the Historical Manu- 


scripts Committee because they were 
posed, “That a sum, not exceeding| brought out under different auspices, 
£12,938, be granted to His Majesty, to| and 


Members could not 


complete {the sum necessary to defray | claim to have them supplied free, but, 
the charge which will come in course| inasmuch as the House of Commons 


of payment during the year ending 
on the 3lst day of March, 1902, for 
the Salaries and Expenses of the Public 


Record Office.” 


Sir THOMAS ESMONDE (Wexford, 
N.) said that the Vote was a very im- 





_voted the money for the publication of 
the calendars, 
perfect right to say under what con- 
ditions they should be published, and also 
that they should be supplied to hon. 
Members as 
the Historical Manuscripts Committee. 


hon. Members had a 


were the Reports of 


portant one, and one which they had| There was another point he wished to 
rarely an opportunity of discussing. | raise. These calendars were supplied 
It was some years since the interesting| gratis to a number of public institu- 
subjects connected with the Vote had| tions and to certain colleges and public 


been discussed. He desired to make a 


libraries. 


He should like to know on 





what system the allocation was made, 
and what qualification entitled a public 
institution to obtain the calendars free. 
He thought the calendars ought to be 
given free to all college libraries, and 
to all schools above a certain standard. 
In Ireland, at all events, there was™a 


suggestion which he thought would 
meet with the approval of the Com- 
mittee. Why should not the calendars 


and historical documents published by 
the Record Office be given to Members, 
as were the Reports of the Historical 
Manuscripts Committee ? The calendars 
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great desire on the part of a number | Government, and he hoped the Secretary 
of colleges to have the calendars, and} to the Treasury would consider it, was 


several of them had applied to the gentle- 
man at the head of the department 
to be supplied with them free, but the 


applications were refused. He thought | 


that hon. Members had a perfect right 
to receive the calendars free, and that 
thev also ought to be given to all public 
libraries. In Sub-head C a sum of 


money was taken for the investigation | 


of documents in the archives of Rome. 
As to that he had nothing to say. An 
extremely able man, who worked with 


great industry and energy, was entrusted | 
with the work, and the result of his 


labours was very satisfactory. Then 
there was the investigation of docu- 
ments in the archives of Simancas, in 
Spain, for which £150 was allocated. 
The only complaint he had to make 
regarding it was that it was a very 


small sum indeed for the investigation | 


of historical manuscripts in Spain, where 
there were many valuable collections 
which related to England as well as to 
Ireland, and he thought a larger sum 
should be devoted to their investigation. 
In the college of Salamanca there was 


on enormous mass of historical manu- | 
scripts which were untouched up to | 


the present, and he thought it would 
be well worthy of the consideration of 
those responsible for the working of the 
Record Office whether a sum should 
not be allocated for their investigation. | 
He was glad to see that a sum of £220 | 
was allocated for the investigation of | 
documents in the archives of Venice, 


and he should like to know when the | 


next publication regarding them would 
be published. He observed that 
the publication of the State Papers of the 
time of William III. preceded the publi- 
cation of the State Papers of the time of 
Henry VIII. It would be much better 
if the publications were carried out in 
sequence, so that all the information 
would be properly available. His prin- 
cipal grievance in connection with the 
Vote was, however, that the money 
allocated for the publication and calender- 
ing of Irish State Papers was extremely 
inadequate. Only £240 was devoted to 
that purpose. There was an enormous 
mass of most valuable historical Papers 
in Ireland which were not yet published. 
The request he would urge on the 
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'that there should be an Irish Record 
| Commission, independent of the English 
| Record Commission, which should have 
/a certain sum of money allocated to it, 
and should be formed of men who took an 
interest in Irish historical documents 
and Irish history generally, and who 
would be entrusted with the work of 
publishing various Irish historical manu- 
scripts and State Papers. At present 
Irish State Papers were only published 
occasionally, and the lion’s share of the 
money was spent in publishing English 





records. In England there was a magni- 
ficent Record Office, where public 


documents were kept in an admirable 


way. In Ireland there was no such 
satisfactory arrangement, and _ Irish 


records had met with terrible losses from 
fire and other causes. He wanted to 
preserve them from similar losses in 
future, and he thought it was a matter 
of urgency that some definite steps 
should be taken in regard to the publica- 
tion of Irish State records. He therefore 
urged the establishment of an Irish 
Record Commission, and to emphasise 
his request, and also his suggestion that 
the publications of the Record Office 
'should be supplied gratis to hon. Mem- 
| bers and also to college libraries, he would 


| move the reduction of the Vote by £500. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“ That a sum, not exceeding £12,438, be 
granted for the said Service.”—(Sir 
| Thomas Esmonde.) 


| Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN said 
| that everyone must recognise the interest 
the hon. Baronet took in the subject, as 
well as the interest of the subject itself, 
and also sympathise with his desire that 
these publications should proceed more 
rapidly. No doubt many hon. Members 
shared the desire of the hon. Baronet 
that these volumes should be obtainable 
in the same way as the publications of 
the Historical Manuscripts Commission. 
He was sorry that the hon. Baronet had 
not given him some indication before- 
hand of the points he intended to raise, 
because he would then have taken care 
to have prepared himself, and been able 
to speak with more confidence than 
he was. Not, knowing the difference 


T 
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between the publications of the Record 
Office and the Historical Manuscripts | 
Commission, he did not like to pledge 
himself, but he would look into the 
matter. The same remark applied to the , 
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‘certain number were expected to be 
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issued during the present year. With 
reference to Irish State Papers, two 
volumes had been published relating to 
the period between 1310 and 1320, eight 


request of the hon. Baronet that the volumes relating to the period between 
publications should be supplied free to 1370 and 1379, eight volumes relating 
college libraries. He would like to to the period between 1509 and 1600, 
inquire as to the number of the volumes | and five volumes relating to the period 
to be supplied. He was not able to) between 1606 and 1625. He should be 
answer the hon. Baronet’s question as to | very glad to hear any further representa- 
the terms and conditions on which the! tions that the hon. Baronet desired to 
present distribution was made, but he! make to him on the subject. 

would inquire into that point also. The 

hon. Baronet would see that hisdemands| Sir THOMAS ESMONDE said he 
tended in the opposite direction to all the | was much obliged to the hon. Gentle. 
criticisms they had heard during the| man. The present system started very 
evening. Hitherto the Government had | well in Ireland, but for some reason or 
been reproached for not being more) other, whether it was the expense or the 
economical, but the hon. Baronet’s | jnability to decide on the documents to 
speech was the other side of the picture. | be published, it stopped short. He 
He confessed he felt prima facie indis-| recognised the goodwill with which the 
posed to establish a separate Record | Secretary to the Treasury had answered 
Commission for Ireland unless there} him, and he was sorry he had not 
were real necessity. Hethoughtit would] given the hon. Gentleman notice of 
inevitably lead to greater expense for the|the points he intended to raise. In 
same production. The sums allocated order, however, to emphasise the anxiety 
to the various investigations to which | he felt for the establishnient of an Irish 
the hon. Baronet referred were framed | Record Commission he would divide the 
so as to enable the work to be carried on | Committee. 

on the lines on which it had hitherto 
been carried out. A considerable num- 
ber of records had been published in 
recent years, and at present there were| The Committee divided. Ayes, 96; 
nine or ten sets of volumes, of which a! Noes, 166. (Division List No. 198.) 


Question put. 





AYES. 


M‘Dermott, Patrick 
M‘Govern, T 

Mooney, John J, 

Morgan,J. Lloyd(Carmarthen) 
Morton, Edw.J.C.(Devonport) 
Murphy, J 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 

O’ Brien, Kendal(Tipper’ry Mid 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary,N.) 
O’Connor, Jas. (Wicklow, W.) 
O’Donnell, John (Mayo, S$.) 
O'Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
O’Dowd, John 

O’Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O'Malley, William 

O’Mara, James 

O’Shee, Jas. John 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 
Partington, Oswald 
Pearson, Sir Weetman D. 


Abraham, William(Cork,N.E. | Edwards, Frank 
Allen, Chas. P. (Gloue,Stroud | Evans,SamuelT. (Glamorgan) 
Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) Farrell, James Patrick 
Black, Alexander William | Ffrench, Peter 
Blake, Edward ‘Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Boland, John Flynn, James Christopher 
Bolton, Thomas Dolling Foster, Sir Walter (DerbyCo.) 
Brigg, John Gilhooly, James 
Burke, E. Haviland- Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Caldwell, James Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Campbell, John (Armagh, 8.) | Harwood, George 
Cawley, Frederick Hayden, John Patrick 
Channing, Francis Allston Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Clancy, John Joseph Holland, William Henry 
Condon, Thomas Joseph Jones, Wm. (Carnarvonshire) 
Craig, Robert Hunter Joyce, Michael 
Crean, Eugene Lambert, George 
Cremer, William Randal Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Cullinan, J. Leamy, Edmund 

- Daly, James Leese, SirJosephF. (Accrington 
Delany, William Lloyd-George, David 
Dewar, John A.(Inverness-sh. | Lundon, W. 





etter Aan sanpeninmensieane 


Dillon, John MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. | Power, Patrick Joseph 
Donelan, ~— A. Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. | Priestley, Arthur 

Doogan, P. C. M‘Cann, James | Reddy, M. 

Duncan, J. Hastings M‘Crae, George | Redmond, JohnE. (Waterford 


Mr. Austen Chamberlain. 
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Redm 
Rigg, 
Roche 
Scott, 
Shaw, 
Shipn 
Soares 


Aclan 
Arkw: 
Arnol 
Atkin 
Austil 


Bagot, 
Bain, | 
Balfov 
Balfou 
Balfou 
Balfou 
Banbu 
Beach, 
Bentin 
Bigwo 
Bill, C 
Bond, 

Bosca 
Brodri 
Bull; ' 


Cautle 
Cavenc 
Cavenc 
Cayzer 
Cecil, | 
Cecil, I 
Chamb 
Chamb 
Chapm: 
Clare, ¢ 
Coghill 
Colling 
Colomh 
Colston 
Comptc 
Cook, § 
Corbett 
Cox, Irv 
Cranbo) 
Cross, H 


Dalrym 
Dickson 
Doringt 
Douglas 
Doxford 
Duke, I 
Durnin; 
Dyke, I 


Fellowe 
Ferguss 
Finch, € 
Finlay, | 
. isher, | 
itzroy, 
ven. 
Forster, 


Gallowa 
Gordon,. 





96 ; 
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Redmond, William (Clare) 
Rigg, Richard 

Roche, John 

Scott, Chas. Prestwich (Leigh 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 

Soares, Ernest J. 


| 


Acland-Hood,Capt.SirAlex.F. 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Amold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Austin, Sir John 


Bagot,Capt. JoscelineFitzRoy 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Balfour, RtHon. A.J.(Manch’r 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. G. W. (Leeds 
Balfour, Maj K R(Christchurch 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Beach, Rt. HnSirM. H.(Bristol) 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bigwood, James 

Bill, Charles 

Bond, Edward 

Boscawen, Arthur Griffith 
Brodrick, Rt. Hn. St. John 
Bull; William James 








Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V.C. W. (Derbysh. 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hn.J.(Birm. 
Chamberlain,J Austen(Wore’r 
Chapman, Edward 

Clare, Octavius Leigh 

Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb,SirJohnCharlesKeady | 
Colston,Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 

Cook, Sir Frederick Lucas 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North 
Cox, IrwinEdward Bainbridge 
Cranborne, Viscount 

Cross, Herb. Shepherd (Bolton) 


Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dorington, Sir John Edward 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. Akers- 
Doxford,Sir WilliamTheodore 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Dyke, Rt. Hon. Sir Wm. H. 


Fellowes, Hon. Ail Edw. 
Fergusson, Rt. Hn.SirJ.(Mane. 
Finch, George H, 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fitzroy, Hon. EdwardAlgernon 
Flower, Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 


Galloway, William Johnson 
Gordon,J.(Londonderry,South 
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Sullivan, Donal 
| Tennant, Harold John 


Tully, Jasper 

Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
White, Luke (York, E. R,) 
White, Patrick (Meath, North) | 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 


NOES. 


Gordon,MajEvans-(T’rH’ml'ts | 
Gorst, Rt. Hon.Sir John Eldon | 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 

Green, Walford D( Wednesbury 
Greene. HenryD.(Shrewsbury) | 
Grenfell, William Henry 


Hamilton,RtHn. Ld.G(Midd’x | 
Hamilton,Margof(L’nd’nderry | 
Hanbury,Rt.Hon. RobertWm. | 
Hardy, Laurence(Kent,Ashf'd 
Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Hay, Hon. Claude — 
Heath, ArthurHoward(Hanley 
Heath,James (Staffords.,N. W. 
Henderson, Alexander 
Hickman, Sir Alfred 
Hobhouse, C. E. H.(Bristol,E. 
Hope,J. F.(Sheff’ld, Brightside 
Howard, John (Kent, Faversh. 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hutton, John (Yorks-, N.R.) 


Jebb,Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Jessel, Capt. Herbert Merton 
J chastes, William (Belfast) 

Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 


Keswick, William 


Law, Andrew Bonar 
Lawrence, Joseph (Monmouth 
Lawson, John Grant 

Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leveson-Gower, Frederick N.S 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Long, Rt. Hon. W. (Bristol, S. | 
Lowe, Francis William | 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft 


Macartney, Rt. Hon. W. G.E. 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maconochie, A. W. 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Calmont,Col. J.(Antrim,E. 
M‘Iver,SirLewis( Edinburgh W 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Malcolm, Tan 

Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Maxwell,RtHnSirH E(Wigt’n 
Maxwell, W.J.H.(Dumfriessh. 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Moore, William (Antrim N.) 
Morgan, DavidJ(Walthamst’w 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morris, Hon. Martin Henry F. 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, ArthurH A. (Deptford 
Sir Robert by, 
Murray,RtHnAGraham (Bute 
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Williams,Osmond(Merioneth) 

Wilson, John (Durham, Mid. 

Young, Samuel (Cavan, East) 

Yoxall, James Henry 

TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir Thomas Esmonde and 
Mr. Patrick O’Brien. 


Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 


O’Neill, Hon. Rbt. Torrens 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 


Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Parkes, Ebenezer 

Peel, Hn. WmRobert Wellesley 
Pemberton, John 8. G. 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Purvis, Robert 


Randles, John S. 

Rankin, Sir James 

Ratclitfe, R. F. 

Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Ridley,Hn.M. W. (Stalybridge 
Ridley,S. Forde(BethnalGreen 
Ritchie, Rt. Hon. Charles T. 
Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Ropner, Colonel Robert 


Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Sadler,Col. Samuel Alexander 
Seely, Charles Hilton( Lincoln) 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Smith, H.C(NorthmbTyneside 
Smith, Jas, Parker (Lanarks.) 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D.(Strand) 
Spear, John Ward 

Stanley, Lord (Lancs. ) 
Stewart,SirMarkJ.M‘Tageart 
Stroyan, John 


Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 


Valentia, Viscount 


Walker, Col. William Hall 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 
Warner, Thos. Courtenay T. 
Webb, Col. Wm. George 
Whiteley, H. (Ashton-u-Lyne 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, Col. R. (Dorset) 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wills, Sir Frederick 
Wilson,J. W.(Worcestersh.N.) 
Wodehouse,Rt. Hn. E. R.(Bath 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 


Younger, William 


TELLERS FOR THE NoEs— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 
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Original Question again proposed. Resolutions to be reported upon Mon- 
day next ; Committee to sit again upon 
Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, | Monday next. 
E.) asked for an explanation with regard 
to a footnote stating that certain officials 
received from £30 to £40 per annum out 
of the Vote for Temporary Commissions 
for calendaring the Cecil manuscripts.| Motion made, and Question proposed, 
What exactly were these Cecil manu-|‘ That this House do now adjourn.” — 
scripts, and would they give the record | (Mr. Austen Chamberlain.) 
of the Cecil family up to date? For 
instance, would they show how many ane > . 
members of the family were in the Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.) pro- 
present Government ! 


ADJOURNMENT. 


tested against the motion, as there were 
a number of important Bills on the 

Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN re- | Paper. particularly the Roman Catholic 
plied that these manuscripts were not | Disabilities Removal Bill, the passage of 
modern documents. They were pub-| which the Government had expressed 
lished by the Historical Manuscripts | themselves as specially anxious to facili- 
Commission, being Papers of great | tate. When the House united to give 





historical interest. the Government a certain amount of 
Supply by an early hour, after dis- 
Question put, and agreed to. | cussions which were short and concen- 


| trated, the least that private Members 
8. £4, to complete the sum for Public | could expect was that they should have 
the benefit of the remainder of the sitting. 
The present motion was » monstrous 
9, £36,430, to complete the sum for | ae Fyne eel ogre or 
Registrar General’s Office, England. jor - = 4 — . ee — 
or the previous session. It was putting 
. |@ premium on obstruction, as the result 
10. £33,450, to complete the panes for | would be that, if Members were to gain 
Works and Public Buildings Office. 'no benefit by granting Supply at an 
jearly hour, they would talk up to mid- 

Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND  ealled | night. 

the attention of the First Commissioner | 

of Works to the accommodation provided | Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN 
for the telegraph department in the | ..i4 that the motion was made in accord- 
House. That accommodation was out- | 


rageously bad, sixteen men and_ boys }ance witha pledge that, when an arrange- 
having to live, eat, and work for the | ment was entered into to give the Govern- 
greater part of the day and night in a| ment a certain Supply, legislation would 
small room which really was not fit for | not afterwards be proceeded with. The 
the accommodation of one person. | next Order on the Paper was the Demise 
|of the Crown Bill, and if the House con- 
| tinuedits sitting that was the Bill it would 
have to consider. To do that, however, 
would be a breach of the arrangement 
which had been entered into for the 
general convenience of the House. 


Works Loan Commission. 


*Tue CHAIRMAN pointed out that 
the question should be raised on Vote 3, 
House of Commons Buildings. 


Tue FIRST COMMISSIONER or 
WORKS (Mr. Akers Dovc.as, Kent, 
St. Augustine's): As a matter of courtesy, 
I may say that we are going to consider 
the matter referred to by the hon. Member. 


Question put, and agreed to. 


Adjourned at a quarter after 
Eleven of the clock till 


Resolution agreed to, Monday next. 
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533 Private Bill {20 ‘May 1901} Business, 534: 
HOUSE OF LORDS. | committed to a Committee of the Whole 


House. 
Monday, 20th May, 1901. louse 
2a ie HARROGATE WATER BILL [H...]. 
NEW PEER. LEEDS oe ee WATER BILL 
Report from the Select Committee, 
that the Committee adjourned this day 
TOOK THE OATH. )at half-past Eleven o'clock ; and pray 
; : , leave not to sit again till to-morrow, at 
Several Lords took the Oath. ‘Two o'clock; read, and leave given 
| accordingly. 


Edgar, Lord Bishop of Newcastle, was 
(in the usual manner) introduced. | 





} 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. | sraNDING. ORDERS COMMITTEE. 
| 


a | Report from, that the Standing Orders 
The Lorp CHANCELLOR acquainted the | not complied with in respect of the 
House that the Clerk of the Parliaments! Education Board Provisional Order 
. had laid upon the Table the certificates | Confirmation (London) Bill [#.1.] 
S from the examiners that the further | 
? Standing Orders applicable to the follow- | 


Member. 


ought to be dispensed with, provided 









eer ; ; | that proof be given before the Examiners 
t ing Bills have been complied with :— | of the desea of the statement of the 
Burgess Hill Water. |number of houses of the labouring 
Dublin St. James’ Gate Brewery | classes proposed to be taken in the office 
Tramways. | of the Clerk of the Parliaments and at the 
Great Central Railway. | office of the Central Authority. 


Hull, Barnsley, and West Riding | 
Junction Railway and Dock. | 
London County Council (Spitalfields | ' . 
Market). | COLWYN BAY AND COLWYN URBAN 
Tendring Hundred Water. nT ey ee 
; | Reported with Amendments. 
® Also the certificates that no further | 
F Standing Orders are applicable to the} WISBECH WATER BILL [u.1.]. 
iollowing Bills :— | Reported from the Select Committee 
Metropolitan Common Scheme (Ham) | with Amendments. 
Provisional Order. 
Military Lands Provisional Orders. 


And also the certificates that the | Reported from the Select Committee 
t Standing Orders applicable to the fol- | with Aieiealiendiit 


lowing Bills have been complied with :— | 
Tramways Orders Confirmation (No. 2)| BOLTON CORPORATION BILL [11.}. 


[H.L. ]. | Reported with Amendments. 
| 


Read, and agreed to. 


| 
| BRISTOL CORPORATION CEMETERY 
| BILL [n.1]. 


Pier and Harbour Provisional Orders 

(No, 2) [H.L.]. | GREAT NORTHERN RAILWAY BILL. 
Gas Orders Confirmation [H.L. ]. | Reported from the Select Committee 
Drainage and Improvement of Lands | with Amendments. 

(Ireland) Provisional Order. 


| 
The same were ordered to lie on the | #4RPENDEN DISTRICT GAs BILL [u4.}, 


Table. | Reported with Amendments. 
| 
ELECTRIC. LIGHTING PROVISIONAL | BURY CORPORATION TRAMWAYS BILL. 
ORDERS (No. 6) BILL [H.1.}. | Reported with Amendments. 
The CHAIRMAN OF COMMITTEES in- | 
formed the House that the opposition to |GATESHEAD AND DISTRICT TRAMWAYS 
the Bill was withdrawn ; the Order made | BILL. 
nm Friday last discharged, and Bill | Reported without Amendment. 


VOL. XCIV. [FourTH Sertes.]  § U 
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DEVONPORT CORPORATION (GAS) BILL. | on Tuesday, the 11th of June next, at 


Eleven o’clock ; and all petitions referred 
to the Committee, with leave to the 
LYNTON AND BARNSTAPLE RAILWAY | petitioners praying to be heard by counsel 

BILL [uv]. against the Bills, to be heard as desired, as 


TYNESIDE TRAMWAYS AND TRAM- | also counsel for the Bills. 
ROADS BILL [u1.} 


Read 2%, and committed. 


ARDROSSAN HARBOUR ORDER CON. 
WIGAN CORPORATION TRAMWayYsS, | “RDROSSAT Haine BILL CON 


pipiens Order of the Day for the Third Read- 


PORTMADOC, BEDDGELERT, AND | ing read. 
SOUTH SNOWDON RAILWAY BILL | 


[H.L.]. Tue CHAIRMAN or COMMITTEES 
HANDSWORTH URBAN DISTRICT | (The Earl of Mortey): Before the Third 
COUNCIL BILL {u.1.]. | Reading is moved, I should like to ask the: 


LEEDS CORPORATION (GENERAL | noble Lord the Secretary for Scotland a 
question as to the procedure in the case 


POWERS) BILL [w.1.]. | procedure in the 
lof these Confirmation Bills. Section % 


<a assed, sent to the | ; 2 ‘ 
a ‘iat eas dmaiaaaatins ‘of the Private Legislation (Scotland) Act, 
‘“ | 1899, provides, in respect to an opposed. 
BIRMINGHAM (CITY) TRAMWAYS BILL | Order, that, before the expiration of 
(H.1.]. /seven days after the introduction of the 
SOUTH ESSEX WATER BILL [x.}. Confirmation Bill in the House in which 
midk it originates, a petition may be presented 
Read 3°; an Amendment made ; | against the Order, and that it shall be 


Bills passed, and sent to the Commons. ‘lawful for any Member to give notice that 
i a ee . /he intends to move that the Bill be re- 
BEXLEY TRAMWAYS BILL. ferred to a Joint Committee. If this is. 


MANSFIELD CORPORATION BILL. done, the Bill, instead of going in the 


Brought from the Commons ; read 14, | ordinary course through all its stages, 
and referred to the Examiners. | has to be read a second time, and then 
| referred to a Joint Committee. The Bill 


STOCKPORT CORPORATION WATER | now before the House, and the other Bill 


BILL [11.}, | standing in the name of the noble Lord— 
FINCHLEY AND HENDON TRAMWAYS |the Ayr Harbour Order Confirmation 
BILL [1.1.]. | Bill—have passed the House of Commons, 


GREAT EASTERN RAILWAY BILL. | 2nd now come up to your Lordships. 
| They were read a first time on Friday 


CORK, BLACKROCK, AND PASSAGE ‘le oath eh Me Lord nn a 
RAILWAY BILL [u.1.]. | ast, and the noble Lor proposes to rea 
‘ i ppavreraway | hem a third time to-day. It is quite 
ELECTRIC = LIGHTING PROVISIONAL | clear, if it was intended by the Act that 
ORDERS (No. 7) BILL [1.1.) bores ; tye 
(Rounpay ORpER OprosED.) anyone should have an opportunity o 
Ba ie palace - _ | opposing these Bills in the second House,. 
RUGBY W “aaa EMENT that an interval of seven days would be 
: |required, and, of course, in this case 
LOWESTOFT CORPORATION BILL [u.1.]. would not be given. I confess I have 
Report from the Committee of Selec- | some doubt whether there is any inten- 
tion, that the following Lords be proposed | tion of allowing opposition in the second 
to the House to form the Select Com-, House. It would be quite impossible of 
mittee for the consideration of the said | course to refer a Bill a second time to a 
| Joint Committee. At the end of the 


Bills, viz. :— | 
D. Wellington clause there are those words— 


E. Graham (D. Montrose), “When such Confirmation Bill has been 
E. Manvers read a third time and passed in the first 

"oe *, | House of Parliament, the like proceedings 
L. Digby, shall, subject to Standing Orders, be taken 
L. Pirbright (chairman) ; | in the second House of Parliament.” 


agreed to ; and the said Lords appointed | I admit that I am not quite sure what 
accordingly ; the Committee to meet those words mean, and I should be glad 
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if my noble friend would tell me whether | these words were inserted to give each 
he has taken legal advice as to their; House power to regulate by Standing 
interpretation. I apprehend, on the | Orders the procedure on this class of Bill. 
ground that it would be ridiculous to | If the noble Earl thinks that by Standing 
refer a Bill a second time to a second | Order the House ought to provide for a 
Joint Committee, that Parliament could | longer interval in the second House than 
hardly have meant to give an opportunity | is provided by the Statute, I should not 
for opposition in the second House. The | be inclined to oppose it, provided the 
point is important, and I venture to ask | interval is not made too long. But no 
this question, because these are the first | such Standing Order has been passed, 
Bills confirming Scottish Orders that | and as the promoters are anxious to get 
have come before the House, and it is | these Bills through their final stages as 
desirable that the question should be | quickly as possible, I hope under the 
clear. Iam inclined to think that in any | circumstances they will be allowed to 
case it would be well to allow an interval | proceed. As the noble Lord said, this is 
of seven days between the first and third | the first occasion on which any of these 
readings of the Bill, so as to give any peer, | Bills have come before the House, and I 
even if there is no opposition, an oppor- | think there is one point in respect to 
tunity, which I do not suppose would be | which the procedure might be amended. 
often taken advantage of, of saying any-| The Statute provides that seven days 
thing with regard to the Bill. | shall expire after the introduction of a 


Tue SECRETARY ror SCOTLAND | Confirmation Bill before the next stage is 


|taken. There is nothing, either in the 

“ : I think | \ 
ge cre z apron z or Statute or in the Standing Orders, to 
the conclusion which the noble Bar! the | provide that those seven days shall not 


erage" riage Stee sia at be allowed to expire during a recess. If, 
is the Tight one, although I should cer- | therefore, the Scottish Office had chosen 


tainly stand here to expound the law /4, take advantage of that, which, of 


with great hesitation in the presence of | course, they would not have thought of 
9 many noble Lords learned in legal | doing, they might have presented the 
matters. But, as the noble Lord SUP” Bill on the day the House adjourned for 
posed, I would not act in this matter | the recess, and there would be no power 
without having taken advice. I did ask | ¢, accept a petition on the reassembling 
the Lord Advocate what his construction ‘of Parliament. The noble Earl ought to 
of the Act was, and he assured me that | a4, steps to prevent anything of that 
the construction which the noble Earl |}; 44 : 

himself is inclined to put upon it is the | ~~ °°" NS 

put upo 1 

right one—that the Act does not require | Tue Eart or CAMPERDOWN: 
a second interval of seven days in the) The point which the noble Lord the 
second House of Parliament. For what | Chairman of Committees has raised is a 
itis worth, I have no hesitation in saying | very important one. The Act of 1899, 
that the intention of Parliament when | it is true, only applies to Scotland, but 
the Bill was passing was that there should | already a proposal is before Parliament 
be one interval of seven days, and that|to extend this procedure to Ireland. 
that should take place in the House in| Therefore I think Parliament ought to 
which the confirming Bill originated. | consider very carefully the procedure 
lam not prepared to say that thematter is | which is adopted in this case. I do not 
altogether free from doubt, but I think | propose to attempt to interpret the Act, 
the proper interpretation of the sub-| but your Lordships have heard from the 
section is that theprovision foran interval | statement of the noble Lord the Secretary 
of seven days is to apply only in the| for Scotland that there is a great deal of 
House in which the Bill originates. I} doubt regarding it. The question is, 
hope, therefore, on this occasion the Bills | quite apart from the Act itself, what was 
will be allowed to proceed. The history | really the intention of Parliament in this 
of the words “subject to Standing | matter, and what is the proper procedure 
Orders,” which are in the last lines of the| to adopt in a case of this sort. The 
cause, is this. It was thought not| Provisional Order, after being inquired 
tight to regulate the procedure of either | into by the Commissioners, is returned 


House of Parliament by Statute, and} to the Scottish Office. It is then em- 
U2 
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bodied in a Bill, and that Bill is laid 
before Parliament. In this case the Bill 
was introduced in the House of Commons, 
and lay there for seven days, no petition 
being presented against it. Then it 
came to your Lordships’ House. It was 
read a first and second time and passed 
through Committee on Friday last, 
and ordered to be printed. It has not 
been printed because, of course, there 
has not been time, yet it is proposed 
to read it a third time to-day. Just see 
what is the result. In consequence of 
no opposition having been taken in the 
first House your Lordships are precluded 
from discussing the Bill at all. A person 
wishing to present a petition, if he allows 
the period of seven days in the first 
House to elapse, has no chance of present- 
ing a petition in the second House. I 
admit that if he had petitioned in the 
first House, and the matter had been 
considered by a Joint Committee, it 
would be clearly improper that any 
proceedings should take place in the 
second House. The question is, Is it 
the intention of Parliament that in the 
first House only shall a petitioner have 
an opportunity of opposing ? That is a 
matter for Parliament, and more especi- 
ally, I think, for your Lordships to con- 
sider. I must say, having listened very 
carefully to the Bill as it went through 
its various stages, that I did not under- 
stand that there was to be no opportunity 
of opposing in the second House. It 
seems to me that if there has been no 
opposition in the first House, it is not 
a very hard thing to say that these Bills 
should lie for seven sitting days on the 
Table of the second House after being 
presented, and that if a petitioner has 
lost his opportunity in the first instance 
he should not be too late to take it in 
the second House. 

Bill read 3¢ (according to order), and 
passed. 
AYR HARBOUR ORDER CONFIRMATION 


4e 


RAILWAY ORDER CON- 
FIRMATION BILL 


Read 3* (according to order), and 
passed. 


HIGHLAND 


FALKIRK AND DISTRICT TRAMWAYS 
ORDER CONFIRMATION BILL. 


Order of the Day for the Third Read- 
ing, read, and discharged. 
The Earl of Camperdown. 


{LORDS} 
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METROPOLITAN POLICE PROVI.- 
SIONAL ORDER BILL. 
Read 2* (according to order), and 
committed: The Committee to be pro- 
posed by the Committee of Selection. 


EDUCATION BOARD PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS CONFIRMATION (BARNES, 
ETC.) BILL [H.1.]. 


Read 2* (according to order). 


EDUCATION BOARD PROVISIONAL 
ORDER CONFIRMATION (ACTON) 
BILL [#.1.}. 


House in Committee (according to 
order) ; Bill reported without Amend- 
ment : Standing Committee negatived ; 
and Bill to be read 3¢ To-morrow. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
TRADE REPORTS—ANNUAL SERIES. 
No. 2602, Brazil (Porto Allegre). 


AFRICA, No. 2 (1901). 
Despatch from His Majesty’s Special 
Commissioner in Uganda relating to 

travellers in the Protectorate. 


COLONIES (ANNUAL). 
No. 322, Bermuda: Report for 1900. 


WELLINGTON COLLEGE. 
Report of the Governors for the year 
ending the 31st December, 1900; with 
Accounts. 


IRISH LAND COMMISSION (PRO- 
CEEDINGS). 


Return for the month of January, 1901, 


CENSUS (IRELAND), 1901. 
Preliminary Report; with Abstract 
of the Enumerator’s Summaries (pre- 
sented by command), and ordered to 


lie on the Table. 


PENAL SERVITUDE ACTS, 1853 10 1891 
(CONDITIONAL LICENCE). 

Licence granted by His Majesty to 
Margaret Lynch, a convict under deten- 
tion in Aylesbury Prison, permitting 
the said Margaret Lynch to be at large 
on condition that she enter the East End 
Refuge, Finchley. 
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MERCHANT | SHIPPING (MERCANTILE | From my observation and experience I 
MARINE FUND) ACT, 1898. entertain a strong feeling that the time 





Draft Order in Council altering the 
scale or rules and exemptions, set out in | 
the Second Schedule to the Act, for the | 
purpose of the levying of the light dues | 


has come when we ought to begin to try 
to.do something. I was rather thankful 
to see that when the Bill was made public 
it alarmed the betting fraternity. I 


with respect to voyages made by the interpret this alarm as an evidence that 
home trade sailing ships and steamers, | they think some such legislation would 
and for yachts, which are laid up during | be practicable, and I accept this alarm 
the whole of any year ending the 31st) as a good omen. I may say, my Lords, 
March ; laid before the House (pursuant | that I have even received a threatening 
to Act), and ordered to lie on the Table. | letter from a person of some prominence 
|in the betting fraternity, not threatening 
| personal violence, but of a much more 
| important character, for it threatens the 
|whole bench of bishops. The writer 
| begs the Bishop of Hereford to bear in 


PETITIONS. 





| 
SHOPS (EARLY CLOSING) BILL [.1.].j | 


Petitions in favour of; of persons 
signing (4); read, and ordered to lie on 


the Table. 


PUBLIC BETTING. 


*THe Lorp Bishop or HEREFORD: 
My Lords, since I drafted the motion 
standing in my name I have been in- 
formed by a high authority that in one 
respect it is not quite correctly worded. 
[ am told that it is not absolutely true 
to say that there is an increase of public 
betting amongst all classes, because there 
is a decided decrease of it in the class to | 
which your Lordships belong. Iam very 
thankful to hear that this is so, because 
I cannot but feel that it makes this House 
a stronger body for taking up the whole | 
question and dealing with the evil in 
other classes of society. I have ventured 
to place this motion before the House 
instead of the Bill which I had the privi- 
lege of introducing some little time ago, | 
because I have deferred to the judgment | 
of the right rev. prelates around me and: 
other friends—men whose judgment I am | 
glad to defer to in such a matter. I have | 
done so for two reasons—firstly, because | 
in any case there was very little hope | 
of passing such a Bill during the 
present session ; and, secondly, because | 
[ have thereby secured their suiipad | 
for this motion. Still I have to) 
confess to a lingering hope that it) 
may not be long before such a Bill as the | 


one I ventured to introduce may be | 


‘brought before the House for considera- | 
tion. I think that the facts are in “4 


main a matter of common knowledge. 





loyal 


mind that these sporting gentlemen— 
that is to say, the betting trade—are as 
a rule very good Conservatives and 
supporters ‘of the Established 


Church. He goes on very emphatically 


‘to say that they are so “ at present,” but 


that if we are so misguided as to make 
any attack upon their trade we may 
endanger the Establishment. The writer 
adds: ‘“‘ Why cannot you as a bishop 
leave this to the Nonconformist con- 
science ?"’ We are prepared to run the 
risk, because we believe the need for 
action is a very urgent one. The more 
we see of common life the more we feel 
that, and we are encouraged—I am 
greatly encouraged myself—to~ proceed 


‘in dealing with the question by the 


success of the Select Committee 
appointed on this subject in 1844, and the 


| beneficent results of the Gambling Act of 


1845 and the Betting Act of 1853. 1 
think that the experience of the interval 
since that legislation was passed has made 
another such movement very desirable, 
and your Lordships will render a great 
public service, if you take the matter 
up seriously. I will venture to read a 
sentence or two from the Report of the 
Committee of 1844— 

“Your committee think it desirable that the 


| amusement of horseracing should be upheld 


because it is in accordance with the long- 
established national taste, because it seems to 
bring together for a common object vast bodies 
of people in different parts of the country, ‘and 


.to promote intercourse between different 


classes of society, and because, without the 
stimulus which racing affords, it would be 
difficult, if not impossible, to maintain that 
purity of blood and standard of excellence 
which have rendered the breed of English 
horses superior to that of any other country 
in the world.” : 
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On the whole, this seems to be a very 
reasonable defence of horse-racing. But 
the Committee went on to say— 

“The Committee would further consider 
these advantages more than problematical if 
they were to be unavoidably purchased by ex- 
cessive gambling and by the vice and misery 
which it entails.” 


I cannot but feel that experience has 
shown that in the interval there has been 
a great growth and spread of gambling, 
and of the vice and misery entailed 
thereby. Therefore, I am quite prepared 
to take my stand upon the recommenda- 
tion of the Committee of 1844. The 
great spread of the betting trade is 
obviously very much facilitated—and it 
becomes a much more dangerous trade 
because it is so facilitated—by cheap 
printing, a cheap post office, and all the 
apparatus of the telegraph and telephone. 
I venture to hope, therefore, that your 
Lordships will feel that this is a matter 
of some urgency. Without troubling 
the House at this stage with evidence, I 
would venture to quote the opinions of 
two or three judges. At the Warwick 
Assizes lately the judge said— 

“T am inclined to regard betting as the 
greatest curse of the country.” 


Mr. Justice Darling the other day stated 
that— 


“if Parliament was in earnest it would pro- 
hibit the publication of betting odds.” 


Mr. Justice Grantham expressed the 
opinion that— 
“gambling with bookmakers is the cause of 


more crime and misery than anything else in 
the land.” 


And Mr. Justice Wills said— 


‘‘When I first came on the Bench I used to 
think that drink was the most fruitful cause of 
crime, but it is now a question whether the un- 
limited facilities for illegitimate speculation on 
the part of the peopleare nota more prevalent 
cause of mischief and crime even than drink.’’ 


The late Lord Chief Justice, Lord Russell 


of Killowen, said, in the year 1898, in 
giving his decision in a well-known case 





“‘ There is urgent need for legislation on the 
subject of the ambiguity of our betting laws. 


Legislation would perhaps be best preceded | 


by a Commission of Inquiry.” 
I am glad to notice, in the report which 


contains these remarks, that they were 
strongly concurred in by Mr. Justice 


The Lord Bishop of Hereford, 


{LORDS} 
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Hawkins, now Lord Brampton, who 
remarked— 


“TI quite agree as to the pressing necessity 
for legislation.” 


I will not detain your Lordships with 
| more quotations, although I have a sheaf 
|of opinions from official receivers and 
stipendiary magistrates in London and 
all over the country. There is a large 
amount of evidence which could be 
produced to show what an insidious 
danger the betting trade is. I had 
evidence only the other day showing 
|that the evil is creeping even into 
'the nurseries of upper class homes. 
|On inquiry your Lordships might find 
'that there are nurses in charge of 
| children who, as a matter of habit, regu- 
‘larly put shillings on horses, and the 
| result frequently is that the children are 
indoctrinated with the same_ betting 
|ideas as the nurses or the grooms. 
| Again and again, as an educator of 
| boys and young men, | have found my 
labours thwarted by the tastes acquired 
\for the degrading sporting literature 
|which is spread broadcast throughout 
|the land. I received a letter a few days 
ago from a working engineer in one of 
/our northern works. He wrote— 


| 
| 





**T rejoice to see that you have introduced 
into the House of Lords a Bill to prevent 
| incitement to gambling and betting. I sin- 
| eerely hope your efforts will meet with 
| success. I can assure you, as a working-man, 
that during the last twenty-five years of my 
life I have noticed to what a tremendous 
extent the gambling spirit prevails in the 
engineering workshops in this country.” 


Then he goes on to describe the state of 
things in and around his own workshop-- 


‘The loafing bookmakers,” he says, “who 
are too lazy to earn an honest living work- 
ing, have their rendezvous in the beershops of 
| the town, and mys hang about our works and 
|employ men to ply their calling, even inside 
| the works. Tosuch an extent has this been 
| carried that my fellow-workmen will even 





mortgage part of their wages from week to 
week and borrow at the rate of twopence per 


shilling per week in order to speculate on a 
probable winner.” 


It is not surprising to find that an 
honest, serious-minded working man 
'should desire to see this sort of thing 
stopped if it is possible. This is the 
kind of evidence which can be pro- 
duced in abundance, and it is suffi- 
cient to show the urgency of the 
matter. It may be well that we should 
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pause for a moment to ask what objec- | 
tions there can be to taking steps for the | 
cure of this great and spreading evil. | 
against some legislation in this matter. 
I have no wish to interfere with any 


Moderate legislation on this subject is not 
open to the same objections as legislation 
jn restriction, say, of the drink traffic or 
of shop hours. There are many reason- 
able objections which have to be faced 


and considered when we are dealing | 
But here, | 
what have we? The betting and gamb- 


with the mass of trades. 


ling trade is wholly noxious and parasitic. 
Even Mr. John Stuart Mill, that great 
advocate of individual liberty, would, I 
venture to think, have been with us in 
our attempts to deal with this evil. I 
notice, in his most instructive book on 
“Liberty,” that he is careful to give 
arguments on either side, and we are 
reminded that society has a right to 
protect itself against injurious social 
acts. All the acts of the betting agent 
as he solicits and induces people to bet 


are, to the mind of most of us, injurious | 


social acts ; and Mr. Mill, discussing this 
question, says, in effect, that when a man 
incites to betting and gambling, when he 
offers inducements for his own personal 
gain or profit or advantage, he is carrying 
on a trade which it may fairly be con- 
tended is opposed to the public welfare. 
The Legislature, believing this to be the 
case, is justified, Mr. Mill says, in taking 
care to keep the community as free as 
possible from the mischievous arts of 
such persons. I hope this view will com- 
mend itself to the House as a plain com- 
mon-sense one. 


There is one point in regard to such 
social reform which is not sufficiently 
dwelt upon, and it is this, that in propor- 
tion as the people have a larger voice in 
the framing of the laws, it is possible to 
go further than when the Government 
was less popular in the direction of 
restrictive social legislation. If the 
House gives careful consideration to the 
matter and proposes reasonable legisla- 
tion, I venture to think that it will be 
simply carrying out the views of the 
great mass of the people. Though we 
constantly feel some hesitation in going 
one step forward in matters of social 
reform which may affect some indivi- 
‘duals, we never, so far as I have observed, 
see anyone venturing to stand up and 
propose the repeal of those social reforms 
which have made such great changes 
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in our life during the last-fifty years. 
There is really nothing to fear from 
objections which may be brought forward 


form of legitimate sport. I will go so far 
as to confess that I have a liking for it ; 
but I desire to fix attention on this 
noxious and parasitic trade which has 
gathered round English sport and 
society, and which I desire to see, if 
possible, checked and eradicated. I have 


lately read a good many of the documents 


issued by the betting agents of the 
country, and I am surprised to find 
what a large amount of ability is being 
diverted to this trade. The amount of 
shrewd advice given in some of these 
circulars is very striking. Here is one 
piece of advice— 


‘Do not be deceived by the glowing adver- 
tisements which appear in the daily papers 


| from time to time offering to sell information 





for so many pounds or guineas per week. If 
the so-called tipsters knew something really 
good they would invest their own money in it. 
But that is what they very seldom do.” 

When I read that I thought it was a 
document from the Anti- Gambling 
League. But I found it was from a well- 
known sporting agency, and the only 
weak point about it was that it concluded 
by inviting readers to deal with that 
agency. I cannot but feel that if these 
very able men had taken to some other 
business or profession they might have 
done far more good to themselves and 
to the country. Some of them seem able 
enough to have become distinguished 
lawyers or great diplomatists. But this 
propaganda ought to be stopped, and it 
is highly desirable to consider what can 
be done. If there is a place anywhere 
in England where such consideration 
can appropriately be given to the sub- 
ject, surely it is this House, for, 
though there are persons outside who 
do not think much of our legislative 
enthusiasm, yet there is only one 
opinion, that no other House in the 
world contains so many sportsmen in 
the finest sense of the word. Such are 
just the right persons to deal with this 
subject. If something can be done to 
purify English sport a great social re- 
form will have been effected. This 
noxious betting trade has battened on 
the amusement and patronage, and 
sometimes on the vices, of the upper 
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classes ; and therefore this House, which 
specially represents the upper classes, 
will do specially good work in taking it in 
hand. When I look at the greatness of 
the evil I am almost surprised that I am 
standing here to make such a humble 
and modest request—a request to inquire 
whether any effective legislation is 
possible to improve our betting and 
gambling laws. I feel convinced that 
if the House takes this matter seriously 
in hand and brings forward some good 
legislation it will earn the lasting grati- 
tude of the people of this country. I 
conclude by moving the resolution 
standing in my name. 


Moved, That a Select Committee be 
appointed to inquire into the increase 


{LORDS} 
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it was adopted in the case of an obscure 
sporting newspaper in London the 
circulation of that paper went up to 
100,000 a week, and I believe that if His 
Majesty’s Postmaster General inquired 
into that particular case he would find 
that an extra staff had to be told off to 
carry the sacks of letters that poured in. 
I think also that the inquiry would be 
useful in helping to form a just public 
opinion on the subject, and it might be 
helpful in enabling us to see whether 
there is reason for the concern which is 
expressed by many influential persons 
with regard to this matter. Not very 
long ago, in one of the great engineering 
firms at a place not far from London, 
| the time-keeper—a man of long service— 
| was appointed betting agent, and the 





of public betting among all classes, and | head of the firm told him he must give 
whether any legislative measures are | up his agency or the firm would have to 
possible and expedient for checking the; give him up. The reply of the man 
abuses occasioned thereby.—(Zhe Lord | was that he could not aftird to give up. 


Bishop of Hereford.) 
Tue Ear, or ABERDEEN : My Lords, 


this subject is unquestionably one of 
great interest. The right rev. Prelate, 
in the latter part of his speech, sketched 
out what he thought might be objections 


the betting business, and he would give 
up his situation if the firm liked. Why 
did the employer object to his. time- 
keeper doing this? Because he con- 
sidered it was detrimental to the interests 
of his business, and if it was detrimental 
to one business we may infer that the 


to legislation on this subject, but your | practice is detrimental to business as a 
Lordships will do well not to mix upthe| whoie. Last Saturday I happened to 
hypothetical question of possible legisla- | meet a gentleman who has made his mark, 
tion with the actual question before the | not only in his profession as a builder, 
House, which is simply whether a Com-| but in municipal government, and I 





mittee of Inquiry is desirable. 
a feeling that such an inquiry would 
involve something like an inquisitorial 
investigation into the habits and practices 
of individuals. I for one should object 
to any inquiry of that kind, but I do not 
think the words of the motion justify 
any such apprehension. I am of opinion 
that, short of the suppression of betting, 
a good deal may be accomplished by the 
suggested inquiry, which would be well 
worth doing. The ambiguity of the law 





with regard to this subject is now such, 
for instance, that judges and magistrates 
do not know exactly how to interpret it. 
Again, there is a divergence between 
the law in England and the law in Scot- 
land, newspaper coupons being held to 
be illegal in Scotland and not illegal in 
England, at least they have not yet been 
declared illegal in. England. To show 


There is | informed him that there was going to 


be a discussion in the House of Lords to- 
day on the subject of betting. He 
replied— 


“In the business it is a worse curse than 
drink. The practice greatly interferes with 
work, and the other day, when I went to see- 
how a job was progressing, I found it much 
behind. I asked the foreman for an explana- 
tion, and, while admitting that it ought 
to have been finished, he said that since the 
man X had been sent to that job there had 
been hindrances. He was always talking 
about the odds, and the men at dinner-time, 
instead of settling down quietly to their food,. 
rushed about to find out the latest betting, 
and in the afternoon it was necessary that one 
of their number should leave work on some 
excuse to get a newspaper to see the winners.” 


Sometimes in workshops and factories 
foremen and forewomen act as betting 
agents, and encourage the younger 
people over whom they are supposed to. 


the extent to which this coupon system | exercise superintendence to make bets. 


is carried on, I may mention that when 
The Lord Bishop of Hereford. 


It is well understood, I am informed, 
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that they get a commission from the 
bookmakers. The right rev. ' Prelate 
stated that he had good reason to know 
the harm which betting did in regard to 
education. I have heard that betting 
circulars are sent pretty freely to. the 
public schools, but 1 have not been able 
to get one. I telegraphed to my boy 
at one of the public schools asking him 
if he could send me one, and hetelegraphed 
in reply, “ Many received, but none have 
been kept.’ I am glad he had the good 
sense to destroy them; but I know they 
are sent, as also are little racing calendars 
excellently bound, and other literature 
to make it easy for boys to take up 
betting. A boy, after rejecting ten or 
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amusement and sport. I have no doubt 
that a great many foolish things have 
been said from time to time in opposi- 
tion to betting, but some equally if not 
more foolish things have been said in 
support of it. I will quote one sentence 
from an organ which supports the pro- 
fessional betting system— 


“The modern puritan is every whit as- 
mischievous and intolerant to-day as he was 
250 years ago. He is unfitted for municipal. 
work, and if the public knew his power for 
mischief under the cloak of hypocrisy he 
would go out of public life altogether.” 





I apologise to your Lordships for reading 
such canting rubbish. Turning to that 
guide, philosopher, and friend of the 


a dozen circulars, may decide to give it | country, Punch, we find the following— 


a trial, and we know what the result is. | 
It is not only by circulars that betting | 
is encouraged, but by advertisements. | 
My attention was drawn the other day | 


“The true spoil of sport is betting, 
Although it suits the baser sort. 
What is sport to them is death to sport.” 


It is to be hoped that if this inquiry is 


to an advertisement in a most respectable | granted noble Lords will be willing to 


paper—a paper such as any person 
would like to have on his table, and | 
which would give an appearance of | 
decorum to the mass of newspapers | 
there—inserted by a man named James | 
Webster, of Middelburg, Holland. 1 | 
remember reading a report of some | 
criminal proceedings against an un- | 
fortunate bank clerk who had got into | 
trouble through stealing bank notes, all | 
of which were found in the Bank of | 
England, everyone of them endorsed | 
by the name of this very individual to | 
whose advertisement I have referred. | 
Again and again these advertigements | 
are the cause of ruin, and I contend | 
that Parliament should attempt to | 
reduce the temptations to which the | 
youth of this country are subjected. We | 
have an illustration of the unsatisfactory | 
state of the law in the fact that very 
often when people are fined they treat | 
the matter with contempt. Recently | 
aman who was fined £5 for bookmaking | 
wrote to the magistrate stating that it | 
would be much better if he could send | 
a cheque, and that it was very incon- 
venient for him to have to come to the 
court and pay the money. I concur 
with the right reverend Prelate as to the 
appropriateness of an inquiry into such 
a subject by this House. At any rate, | 


serve whose names are household words 
in connection with the turf. As a sport 
horse-racing should not be attacked in. 
itself, but, if abuses creep in, it is only 
right.that an attempt should be made: 
to remedy them. The noble Marquess 
at the head of the Government has often. 
said that he objects to anything which. 
savours of puritanical legislation, but 
I sincerely hope that he will regard. 
this motion favourably. 


THe Lorp Bishop or LONDON > 
My Lords, as a very recent member of 
the House I should not venture to take 
part in the debate had I not, as a resident 
for thirteen years in the middle of .a 
great working-class quarter of London,. 
some experience of the evils of betting.. 
Looking out of my window I have 
frequently seen a man standing in the 
street for an hour and a half in the middle- 
of the day and receiving slips of paper 
for betting purposes from forty or fifty 
persons, including boys and girls. After 
watching this for some days it occurred 
to me that it would be well to take 
action. The result was that he was. 
prosecuted and fined £5, but he merely 
laughed at the fine. He had £25 on him 
in shillings when arrested, out of which 
he paid the £5. But within twenty-four 


like a puritanical desire to interfere with trade. As an example of the victims of 





no one could suggest that there was on | hours he was seen standing at another 
the part of your Lordships anything) street corner carrying on the same 
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this system of betting I may say that | 
it is a common thing to have some poor | 
lad come late at night and pale as death | 
to tell how he has been ruined by betting. | 


One lad who came to me told how he| 
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way being found for preventing it from 
still further increasing. 


THE PRIME MINISTER ann LORD 
PRIVY SEAL (The Marquess of Satis- 


had been led to put money on horses, | BURY): My Lords, it is certainly from no 


and how, after spending his own money, 
he had spent nine pounds entrusted to 
him as treasurer of a shop club. Heis 
only a sample of boys who are ruined 
in the working class quarters by betting. 
I know of a respectable working man 
who appropriated £120 belonging to a 
thrift club on account of his probity 
having been broken down by gambling. 
It may be asked, what good will an in- 
quiry do? An inquiry into this evil | 
will at least do good in strengthening 
public opinion and the executive. Police- | 
men are only human. They do their 
very best, but they cannot do as they 
would unless they are backed up by 
public opinion. The inquiry will also | 
reveal the true weaknesses of the betting 
law. One is that the practice of selling 
tips on Sunday mornings to crowds at 
street corners is not illegal. No law 
at present touches that at all. The 
Act of 1876 says ‘‘any three or more 
persons,” which, of course, does not 
reach the man standing alone in the 
street and taking bets ; but the London 
County Council by a bye-law have pro- 
vided for the individual bookmaker, 
and I think that bye-law should be made 
a general law. The third blot on the 
betting law is that the fine is too light. 
A fine of £5 is just as little as five pence 
to a book-maker, so enormous are the 
profits of the trade. I hope the Govern- 
ment will consent to the motion before 
the House. 


| enough to resist the temptation. 
g& I 


‘intended to apply. 


| want of sympathy with the feelings and 
views of the right rev. Prelates that | 


hesitate to follow with any great confi- 
dence the recommendations they have 
made. I do not suppose that any of us 
will differ from them in admitting the 
growth of betting, and that most of all 
it is prevalent among the working classes 
and young people who are not strong 
I do 
not think that that is a matter which it 
is necessary to labour, because I do not 
believe that anyone doubts it. Whether 
it is actually increasing still I do not know. 
The most rev. Prelate, if he will inquire 
into it, will find that the evil is very old 
indeed. But I cannot admit, without very 
considerable deduction, the argument 
that because an evil is a great one, there- 
fore you ought to try to do something, 
even chough you know you cannot 
succeed. It seems to me the weakness 


‘of this policy is that, as the matter now 


stands, it is likely you will not succeed; 
and if you do not succeed, such remedies 
as are proposed will produce great 
injustice and great social conflicts, and 
will only bring a hideous evil more before 
the world, and give encouragement for 
the imitation of it to those who do not 
practise it now. I would wish to know 
precisely what evils it is intended to 
strike against and what remedies it is 
I was much struck 
by an observation of the right rev. 


'Prelate who introduced this question. 


‘He told us that one of the horrors of 


*THe Lorp ARCHBISHOP OF CAN-| 
TERBURY : My Lords, I do not desire 
to lengthen the debate, for I have very 
little to say. It is a common saying | 
that the vice of betting—for it certainly 
is a vice when practised by those who 
cannot afford it—has been going on, 
always, and that you cannot stop it, 
because it is rooted in human nature | 
But the important fact is that betting, 
is increasing, that it is not what it always | 
was, but is a growing mischief. Some 
may say that it is useless to inquire 
into the evil, because it is of such a) 
nature that it cannot be eradicated ; | 
‘out inquiry may at least result in some | 


The Lord Bishop of London. 


betting was that even nursery-maids put 
a shilling upon each succeeding race, 
and that consequently the circumstances 
and phrases of the betting-ring are incul- 
eated in the children they bring up. Is 
that the kind of public betting you hope 
to stop? What machinery have you to 
enable you to stop nursery-maids from 
putting a shilling on a horse race? 

imagine that if you were to contrive to 
pass legislation of this kind, every time 4 


/ servant was dismissed he would pull his 


master or the other servants into the 
police-court with the allegation that they 
had been guilty of the crime of betting, 
and it would be exceedingly difficult, 
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vhen the crime was merely committed in 
the course of conversation, to disprove it. 
[f you are going to follow up all conversa- 
tion of this kind with this kind of control 
and supervision, does it not come to 
omething very like espionage, and will 
that not seriously affect the comfort and 
happiness of vast numbers of members 
of society ? And, remember, the people 
sho will be constantly aceused of betting 
yill not be the people who ordinarily do 
o. This espionage will be encouraged 
and pushed on by any such legislation 
as this. 

Let us take another instance which 
cme out in the course of debate. The 
noble Earl opposite told us of the terrible 
evils that were creeping into society 
because foremen and forewomen en- 
couraged people who were sitting in the 
ame room with them to bet. Do you 
gvriously imagine that any legal ma- 
chinery you could construct will stop 
that? And if it does not stop it, will it 
not produce, by the opportunities of 
amoyance and conspiracy which it will 
give, evils infinitely greater than those 
you desire to arrest? I feel that the 
difficulty is one that you would find, 
when you come to examine into it, very 
much more serious than it appears to 
those who are dealing with it so lightly. 
We have been told in the course of this 
debate that on Sunday morning large 






ander to give him tips. 





Lord TWEEDMOUTH: To receive 
tips. 


THe Marquess or SALISBURY: Am | 
lwrong in my technical terms? Very. 
vel, then, to pay him for tips. But if | 


there be such a large popular feeling in 
ivour of such a thing as that, do you 
think with the means at the disposal of 
jour Executive that you will succeed in 
jutting it down ? It has been mentioned 
that the mere printing of the odds in 
lewspapers sends up the circulation by 
hundreds of thousands. You must look 








atthe operation of that upon the persons 
vho have the conduct of newspapers. Do 


ju suppose that they will submit quietly | 


vhile that means of gain is being taken | 
away? You may be quite certain that | 
‘aything you may do or any Act you | 
hay pass will not stop newspapers from 


crowds will assemble round one man in | 
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giving information upon a thing which 
is a matter of public interest—namely, 
the state of the odds on various races. I 
cannot conceive a state of society in 
which that kind of censorship of the press 
would be tolerated. My Lords, I do not 
wish to dwell upon the matter. My 
sympathies are so entirely with those 
who wish to stop the general practice of 
betting that I do not wish to go very far 
into the arguments on the other side. 
But what I wish you to consider is that 
you are undertaking a business of 
enormous magnitude, that you are going 
against the feelings and desires of a vast 
mass of people ; and I doubt very much 
whether the results of this crusade will be 
satisfactory to the minds of those who 
undertake it. I have tried to use very 
moderate language, because I am not 
prepared, if we go to a division, to vote 
against the right rev. Prelate, and I do 
not desire and do not wish to give the 
appearance of desiring to prevent infor- 
mation being given upon the subject. 
Therefore, if right rev. prelates think it 
right to press for the motion, [ at all 
events will not resist them, though I 
must leave the responsibility entirely 
with them. 

I have another reason for wishing to 
leave the responsibility entirely with 
them. In recent debates I have heard 
of a suggestion which, I confess, filled 
me with much alarm. It has been said 
by two or three men of very consider- 
able position in this House that when 
a Government appoints a Commission 
it is bound to carry out the decisions 
at which that Commission may arrive. 
As far as I could learn, there was only 
one exception to that doctrine—namely, 
that if the Commission should split in 
two and vote in precisely the opposite 
way, then liberty is given to the Govern- 
ment to select one of the two Reports. 
|That throws a very different light on 
'a Government’s undertaking any par- 
‘liamentary inquiry. I feel quite certain 
‘that, whatever the recommendations of 
‘this Committee may be, a very large 
/number of Members of this House will 
not consider them practicable. I will 
not accept, therefore, in behalf of the 
Government, or in behalf of any future 
Government, any responsibility for this 
inquiry, or any intention of putting on 
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| the Statute-book the enactments which 
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it may recommend. But if such great | parishes will be transferred from the 
authorities as the Episcopal Bench | diocese of Canterbury to the diocese of 
believe that such facts can be obtained, | Rochester, and to that I have assented, 
and that an inquiry into them should 
he held, I do not feel that Iam justified) Bill read 2* (according to Order), 
in offering any impediment to the|and committed to a Committee of the 
motion which the right rev. prelates! whole House. 
have recommended to the House. | 
| EDUCATION OF SOLDIERS FOR 
On Question, agreed to, and ordered | CIVIL LIFE. 
accordingly. | LorpD MONKSWELL: My Lords, in 
| again venturing to call your Lordships’ 
BISHOPRIC OF SOUTHWARK BILL. | attention to the education of the soldier 
Order of the day for the Second | for civil life, I have to regret that the 
Reading read. | subject has not been taken up by some 
| peer of position and influence. I regret 
*Tue Lorp ARCHBISHOP OF CANTER-|1t because I consider that this is a ques- 
BURY: My Lords, this is a Bill for| tion of most vital importance in Army 
dividing the diocese of Rochester on the | Teorganisation, and one which goes 
ground that the diocese is now so large | absolutely to the root of our Army 
that it is hardly possible for the adminis- | System. It is perhaps only natural that 
tration of it to be continued by one | at the present time a reform of this kind 
bishop. The Bill authorises a bishopric | should be overlooked, because it is not a 
of Southwark, to be founded by Order sensational or pretentious reform, and 
in Council, when the endowment fund | because it no doubt involves a great deal 
reaches the specified amount. The | of thought and trouble on the part of 
diocese is to consist of the rural deaneries | those who would have to carry it into 
of Greenwich, Lewisham, Woolwich, | execution, and also a certain amount of 
Battersea, Camberwell, Clapham, Ken-| expense. On the last occasion when | 
nington, Lambeth, Newington, South-| brought this subject before the House, 
wark, Barnes, Beddington, Godstone, | rather more than a year ago, t I stated that 
Kingston, Reigate, and Streatham, and of | in my opinion the education of the soldier 
such other parishes as may be transferred | for civil life was practically the only 
to the diocese in pursuance of this Act. | alternative to conscription if the desire 
The diocese of Rochester at present in-| Was to increase the Army. When I 
cludes a population numbering. accord- | stated that, Ithought I should be accused 
ing to the last census, upwards of two | 02 all sides of absurd exaggeration, but 
millions of persons. The new diocese|1 am happy to say that the Weekly 
of Rochester will have a special | Dispatch, one of the three or four papers 
character of its own, extending along | that circulate among the working classes 
the banks of the Thames for a consider- | Very largely, entirely agreed with me in 





able distance, and possessing a certain 
community of interest. In making 
the sub-division the machinery of the 
Act of 1878 is used with such 
modifications as are applicable to the 
particular character of the diocese which 
is to be sub-divided. The amount of 
the income required for the formation 
of the diocese of Southwark is to be rather 
higher than is inserted in the principal 
Act, and that is a safeguard that neither 
the new nor the old bishopric will be 
lowered in character and position. The 
money is to be obtained most largely 
from the contributions of those who 
are interested in the subject. The only 
change in other respects is that certain 


The Marquess of Salisbury. 


‘that estimate of the importance of this 
‘reform. Last year I thought myself 
obliged to give your Lordships in some 
| detail the evidence upon which I relied 
‘in putting forward my proposal. I am 
| happy to say it will not be necessary for 
| me to take that course to-night, because 
| the noble Marquess the Secretary of State 
for Foreign Affairs, who was then Seecre 
‘tary of State for War, endorsed in pmin- 
ciple my eontention. All he said was 
chat it was not practicable. I need only 
| repeat in the merest outline the argu- 

ments I used last year. I called attention, 
|in the first place, to a great meeting 





| + See Debates, Fourth Series, Vol. Ixxix, 
| page 1043. 
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officers which'took place at Aldershot in 


that it was of the greatest importance 


Report and the evidence of the Select 
Committee of the House of Commons in 
1895, presided over by Sir George 
Chesney. 
the employment of retired sailors and 
soldiers. That Committee was composed 
mostly of service Members, and it reported 
strongly in favour of the principle of 
giving some sort of training in civil em- 
ployment to soldiers ; particularly, said 


in the winter months. They made that 
reservation on the evidence of Sir Charles 
Wilson, then Director of Military Educa- 
tion, who said that in his opinion it 
would be quite possible to induce soldiers 


during the winter, but not during the 
summer. Again, I called attention to a 


with this subject, namely, the opinion 
of the Charity Organisation Society. 
In the year 1891 that Society appointed 


of the homeless poor of London. In the 
course of that inquiry they found that 
there were seventy-seven old soldiers, but 
not a single old sailor, among the homeless 


the shelter of the workhouse or the 
easual ward ; and of these soldiers thirty- 
six had been discharged with characters 
marked ‘ very good.” 

Your Lordships are aware of the 
strenuous efforts that have been, and are 
still being made, without, I am afraid, 
any conspicuous success, to induce 
employers to give remunerative employ- 
ment to old soldiers. I would draw the 
attention of the House to the answer 
which was given me by the noble Mar- 
quess last year. He said— 

“Thave always thought it would be of the 
utmost value to the Army if, while soldiers are 


instruction in the rudiments of a trade, and 
thereby render them better fitted for civil 
employment after they leave the colours.” 


The noble Marquess made this important 


addition— ad 


soldier of experience with whom I have dis-: 
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1899, and which came to the conclusion | 
|The noble Marquess said he had made 
that the soldier should be educated for | 
civil life during his time with the colours. | 
At the same time, I drew attention to the | 


the Report, was that instruction desirable | 


to avail themselves of this instruction | 


very important matter in connection | 


a committee to inquire into the question | 
‘report on the matter. 


poor who had been compelled to seek | 


serving with the colours, we could give them | 


“T may add that the views of almost every | 
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cussed this have been such as those which the 
noble Lord (Lord Monkswell) quoted.” 


several experiments in a small way, 
with results that were not favourable. 
He took the Woolwich experiment as an 
illustration, because, as he very truly 
said, the experiment could be tried with 


orge the greatest facility at Woolwich. He 
The reference was to consider | 
| attributed 


recounted the failure there, which he 
to the perversity of the 
soldier in objecting to attend classes 
for technical instruction. I asked the 
noble Marquess when these classes 
began, whether in the summer or the 
winter, and to my great surprise he 
was not able to answer my question, 
yet the period of the year at which they 
‘are held is of vital importance to these 
classes. If you begin them in the sum- 
mer it is impossible to get soldiers to 
,attend. This answer from the noble 
Marquess aroused my suspicion as to the 
amount of interest which the officials 
concerned had given to this matter, and 
I at once communicated with Dr. 
' Garnett, the secretary to the Technical 
Education Board of the London County 
Council, who is well acquainted with 
Woolwich, and asked him to give me his 
As the report is 
a very important document I propose to 
read some quotations from it. Dr. 
Garnett says— 
*T have had an interview with the super- 
intendent of the artificers’ classes at Woolwich 
Dockyard. I believe these classes have been 
going on for some time, and they are designed 
to afford technical instruction tothe members 
| of the Royal Artillery in the various trades to 

which they belong, and which they practise as 

part of their military duty. The Red Book 
| enclosed herewith gives some account of the 
' special duties of the members of each trade, 
| and a syllabus of the instruction provided in 
| the classes in connection with several of the 
| trades.” 


'Dr. Garnett goes on to explain the 
| teaching, and then says— 


| “Tt appears that in the early part of last 
| year it was announced to one of the Middlesex 
| regiments on parade that the men might volun- 
teer to receive technical instruction in connec- 
tion with these classes, and some twenty-eight 
men offered themselves. I believe that almost 
without exception these men were entirely 
ignorant of any trade, but they were neverthe- 
less drafted in March of last year into the 
artificers’ classes referred to in the hand-book. 
In the course of a month half of them had 
deserted, and by the end of three months there 
was only one man left. I believe he was a 
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joiner, who had some previous knowledge of 
his trade, and he kept up his attendances and 
did excellent work until recently, when he was 
sent to the front. Thus ended an experiment 
which appears to me, from an educational 
point of view, to have beenattempted on about 
as unsound a basis as was possible.” 


Now, my Lords, the first objection that 
Dr. Garnett takes to the scheme is that 
these men were offered, in consideration 
of attending these classes, no relaxation 
of their military duties. I agree with 
Dr. Garnett that some relaxation might 
and ought to be granted. As this is a 
controversial subject I will not press it, 
but if you have summer classes for 
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ledge and capacity, can be quoted as 
proof of anything else than an absolute. 
want of the elements of common-sense 
on the part of the officials who tried the 
experiment. I should like to ask the 
noble Lord the Under Secretary whether 
all the other experiments were conducted 
on the same lines. 

My Lords, the Government’s army 
reorganisation scheme is, I believe, in 
the opinion of nearly everybody outside 
\the Government, a pretentious sham, 
and, for this reason, that you cannot get 
the men. On this point | would merely 
quote two things. In 1898 the noble 





technical instruction soldiers will not | Marquess who was then Secretary of 
attend them unless there is some relaxa- | State for War came down to the House 
tion of their military duties. Therefore, | and said he was unable to get the 25,000 
in the first place, these classes were|men that he required for his Army 
started at a time when it was absurd to | scheme of that day, and on Friday last 
hope for success. The second objection | the present Secretary for War said that 


which Dr. Garnett takes is this— 


** The work done in the class, judging only by 
the hand-book, while forming undoubtedly a 
good foundation for the knowledge of any trade, 
has undoubtedly an extremely military bias, and 
one could easily imagine that the theory would 
be started that the War Department in inviting 
the men toundertake these classes was to subse- 


| the normal number of recruits who would 
| be required for his scheme was 45,000 a 
| year, and that up to 1898—hefore the 
| war—they had come in at the rate of 
| 35,000 a year. When you are first 
setting up this scheme you will require 
more than 45,000 recruits ; at any rate, 





quently make use of their knowledge for | for the first year or two. Nothing helps. 
military purposes, and that the War Depart- | recruiting more than that recruits should 


ment was not influenced by a pure desire to | know that when they return to civil life 
benefit the men after the expiration of their | : 


term of service. If the specimens of the work | they will have a good prospect of em- 
carried out in the classes had been of a more | Ployment. It is conceded that at the 
domestic and less military nature, this argu- | present time the prospect of employment 
ment could not be used in the same way.” | for discharged soldiers is very bad indeed. 
He gives a further objection, which is We have a number of recruits from the 
fatal to the whole scheme. He says— | skilled classes, but what inducement do 


| we offer them to join the Army? On 
“Men having absolutely no technical know- J ‘ 


ledge, and recruited from the ranks of 
unskilled labour, appear to have been drafted 
into classes to work by the side of fairly skilled 
artisans, and although I have not been able to 
ascertain the details of the instruction provided 
it seems to me scarcely possible, in conjunction 
with such an institution as the classes in ques- | 


| this point I would quote the opinion of 
|the present Commander-in-Chief, who 
said, in effect, that the mechanic or 
artisan who goes into the Army does so 
| under a most tremendous penalty—the 
| penalty not only of losing money when 











tion, for teaching to have been organised on the he leaves, but of losing cast and of taking 
extremely elementary lines required by those | that enormous step down in the social 
absolutely untrained soldiers.’ scale which separates the skilled from 
I have given the history of the experi-| the unskilled labourer. That isa grievous 
ment which was specially selected by the | degradation _to subject any man to, 
noble Marquess as showing that soldiers | and the object of my motion is that 
will not submit to technical instruction. | 20 man, if possible, shall be subjected to 
I would ask the House whether an |it. If we do not do something of this 
experiment begun at a time when it was | kind we shall never improve the class of 
well known that such an experiment | recruits. 

ought not to have been made, conducted; The Army can never be a popular 
on lines running totally contrary to the | service under the present conditions to 
prejudices of the soldier, and having no | any but the humblest class or the most 
reference at all to the state of his know-' adventurous. No doubt one induce- 


Lord Monkswell. 
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ment to recruiting is that life with the | proposed, there would not be many men 
colours should be made as pleasant as| thus affected. I know the Service: 
possible ; but there is another considera-| as a body is not favourable to this. 
tion which is of greater importance than | reform, although many distinguished 
that The popularity of the Army | officers support it. The Broad Arrow 
depends to some extent on the opinion | the other day said that experience had 
which the Reservist, when he returns) shown the impracticability of carrying 
to his village, may have formed of the; such a scheme without affecting the 
Army ; it depends to a much greater | efficiency of the soldier while with the: 
extent on the opinion which the villagers colours. I say that there is nothing to. 
form of the Reservist, when he comes} show that any reasonable amount of 


back from the Army. If he is seen by his | 
friends and neighbours to be a better | 
man than when he joined, if he is more | 
resourceful, more intelligent, more oblig- | 
ing, then his neighbours will think the | 
Army is a good service ; but if he returns | 


intelligence has been brought to bear 
with regard to any practical scheme for 
teaching the soldier. The one experi- 
ment I have mentioned shows what 
little care and what little forethought 
was lavished upon it. I know that what 








the officer says is this: that his duty is. 
fulfilled if he makes the recruit into a 
good soldier. I think it is not for the 
soldier but for the State to define what 
is the duty of an officer, and it is as much 
the duty of an officer to attract recruits 
as to make them into good soldiers. 
when he gets them. Officers enter the 
Army as a profession, but the rank and 
file for the most part do not. It is 
only an episode in their lives, and for 
them it is of vital importance that they 
' should keep in touch with civil life, and 
not, on leaving the Army, be compelled 
to take most ill-paid employment. 
Officers are never tired of telling us. 
civilians that it is our duty to learn to 
drill, to learn to shoot, and to perform 
other military exercises that will fit us 
in case of need to become efficient soldiers. 
that can go out of the country—a_ Ithink there ought to be some reciprocity 
foreign Army. And, again, supposing! in that doctrine. I think the officer 
you did try to make this distinction should try to return his men into civil 
between home service and foreign service, | life as good civilians. I do not doubt 
I believe it would break down under for a single instant that the noble 
the first serious strain, and that your Marquess when he was Secretary for 
conscripts, taken only for home defence,| War was very sincere in his desire to 
would be sent abroad, either by public | carry the reform I have advocated into 
opinion or by Act of Parliament. I effect, but it does seem to me that he 
believe there is no half-way house in accepted somewhat too readily the 
conscription. If you have conscription | official version of the failure of experi- 
at all it will be bound to be conscription | ments of this kind. After all, officials. 
for the Regular Army, and conscription | are very much like other people. If 
for all purposes. Is it not worth while | an experiment in which they are con- 
to try some such instruction as may | cerned fails, they try, just like other 
qualify the soldier for employment people do, to shift the blame on to the 
on his discharge? Military exigencies | shoulders of others, and I think the noble 
are such that foreign service might} Marquess somewhat imperfectly realises 
prevent a man going through the) the ingenuity and the persistency with 
proper course of instruction during| which reform which is unpalatable is. 
his term with the colours, but if this was | opposed. I believe this reform will be 
properly thought out, and a good scheme’ carried. I believe there is a great struggle 


more ignorant, more helpless, and more | 
stupid than when he went, I do not 
think you can expect the Army to be 
very popular. I am well aware that 
what I am asking the Government to 
do is no easy task, but I say again, as [ | 
said last year, that conscription is the | 
alternative, and that we live under the | 
shadow of conscription. To the military | 
mind the failure of voluntary recruiting 
is a blessing in disguise. What the 
Service thinks is that conscription is 
in itself a good thing, and we have heard 
it attempted to be said, on behalf of the 
(Government, that although, of course, 
conscription for foreign service is totally 
out of the question, still we might have | 
conscription for home service. I do not 
myself believe that that distinction can 
hold water. What we want is an Army 
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between the military element and the|is to know what is to be done. There 


civil element. Voluntary recruiting will|is a considerable difference between 
break down, and the military element | teaching a man a trade and affording 
will clamour for conscription. I hope! him opportunities of practising a trade 
the public will ask with equal persistence |which he has already learned in some 
for education. There is a third course— | degree. In the mounted branches of the 
giving an increase of pay—by which you| Army there is ample opportunity for 
will’ attract recruits, but that does/the exercise of technical skill; but the 
nothing whatever to diminish the griev- | difficulty of teaching a trade to the 
ous intellectual waste which is going) bulk of recruits, who are generally 
oninour Army. This war has exploded | unskilled labourers, is enormous. In- 
the theory that to drill all intelligence, | struction in a trade to be of any use 
all initiative, out of a man makes him a| must be continuous and_ progressive. 
good soldier. I object to this Army! That is where the difficulty comes in 
reform scheme because it is absolutely |in regard to teaching the soldier. I do 
‘silent with regard to the one thing | not think even the noble Lord would 
needful—the attraction of a better class | suggest that we should make attendance 
of recruits. Whatever you think of my at these classes compulsory, and I am 
motion, I hope your Lordships will give | certain that, so far as recruiting is con- 
very serious attention to this extremely | cerned, you would not make the diff- 
important matter. /culty any lighter by compelling soldiers 
'to attend these classes. At Woolwich 

Moved, That in the opinion of this) Arsenal, where there is every facility 
House, no reorganisation of the Army | and where there are skilled instructors, 
will be satisfactory which does not, | the results of the trials are extremely 
subject to the exigencies of military | discouraging. One difficulty to which 
service, provide such instruction for the the noble Lord did not allude was with 
soldier as may qualify him for employ- | regard to trades unions. I am afraid 
ment on his discharge.”—(Lord Monks- | in connection with this subject a diffi- 


well.) culty with the trades unions is inevitable. 
Then there is the difficulty of giving 
*THe UNDER SECRETARY of technical instruction in certain trades 


‘STATE ror WAR (Lord RaGLan): My to men who have not been apprenticed 
Lords, at this late period of the evening to those trades. Another difficulty is 
I am afraid it would not be wise for me that of inspection. The noble Lord 
to attempt to cover the whole of the quoted from a report by Dr. Garnett 
subjects which the noble Lord has | with regard to the particular experiment 
brought before the House, but -with | at Woolwich. I do not know that Dr. 
regard to the particular question of the | Garnett has any right to impute motives. 
technical education of the soldier [think | I do not know why he should assert 
I may venture to go somewhat into | that the classes were not meant to suc- 
‘detail. With regard to the particular | ceed, 

experiments conducted in 1899 at eel 

wich and elsewhere, I am afraid I am| Lorp MONKSWELL: He did not 
not in a position to give the noble Lord | say that. 

any further information than the fact, 

which I regret very much, that the) *Lorp RAGLAN: I understood that 
experiments were not successful. The} was what he said. I would remind 
question of the technical education of | the House that the regimental officer 
the soldier and of making him better | is not the idler many people are apt to 
fitted for earning his livelihood when|imagine. He has very little time to 


he leaves the colours is one which all 
interested in the Army must feel deeply. 
1 have always felt very strongly that 
when a soldier is with the colours your 
‘object should be to send him back to 
civil life a better man in every way 
tthan when he joined. But the difficulty 
Lord Monkswell. 


himself, and that time will be still more 
seriously curtailed in the future. He 
has not only to be a soldier and be able 
to instruct men in shooting and drill, 
but he must be a bit of a tailor, baker, 
butcher, and grocer ; and if he is in the 
mounted branches he has to be a veteri- 











565 


nary 
some’ 
is im 
to la: 
educé 
little 

his 1 
The 1 
tried 
ackne 
sounc 
must 
seasol 
no J 
value 
furlot 
it we 
upon 
especl 
in m 
consi¢ 
duties 
Althe 
men 

goes 
Lords 
num 
with 
do th 
I wil 
whiel 
Was | 
two ¢ 
arose 
was 

comn 
to mr 
I wa: 
vide, 
of 80. 
I see 
face - 
furlo 
Lords 
at ho 
recru 
the e 
whol 
tary 

mand 
caret 
with 
edie: 
doub: 
in th 
this « 
or b 
selves 


vc 








564 
There 


tween 
ording 
trade 
some 
of the 
by for 
it the 
oO the 
erally 
. In. 
y use 
PSsive, 
ies in 
I do 
would 
dance 
I am 
S con: 
diffi- 
Idiers 
wich 
vcility 
ctors, 
emely 
which 
with 
afraid 
diffi- 
table. 
riving 
Trades 
iticed 
ty is 
Lord 
rnett 
ment 
t Dr. 
tives, 
issert 
) Suc- 





not 


that 
nind 
flicer 
ot to 
e to 
more 

He 
able 
drill, 
ker, 
the 
teri- 








565 The New Pattern 


nary surgeon and a farrier, and to know 
something about saddlery. If the duty 
is imposed upon him of giving lessons 
to large classes in all sorts of technical 
education, I am afraid there will be very 
little time for him in which to study 
his real profession—that of a soldier. 
The noble Lord said this experiment was 
tried at a very unfavourable time. I 
acknowledge that the summer does not 
sound favourable at first blush, but it 
must be remembered that the furlough 
season comes in the winter. There is 
no privilege that the British soldier 
values more thoroughly than that of 
furlough, and any attempt at curtailing 
it would have a most disastrous effect 
upon recruiting. In mounted corps 
especially, but even in infantry corps, 
in many quarters there is even now 
considerable difficulty in carrying on the 
duties during the furlough — season. 
Although you have a large number of 
men away the same amount of work 
goes on. I do not know whether your 
Lordships are aware of the very large 
number of men who are necessarily 
withdrawn from actual soldiering to 
do the cooking, cleaning, and so forth, 
I will give you an instance in point 
which occurred to myself last year. I 
was on Salisbury Plain in charge of 
two companies of engineers. A question 
arose as to a certain piece of work that 
was being carried on, and the officer 
commanding the Royal Engineers came 
to me and said I was to do so and so. 
I was unable because I could only pro- 
vide, out of 170 men, a working party 
of 80. Therefore, as a regimental officer, 
[see great difficulties staring me in the 
face if these classes are started in the 
furlough season. At present, as your 
Lordships are aware, the British Army 
at home is merely engaged in preparing 
recruits for the Army abroad, but when | 
the end of the war is reached and the 
whole question comes before the Secre- 
tary of State for War and the Com- 
mander-in-Chief they will consider most 
carefully whether anything can be done 
with regard to imparting technical 
education to soldiers. I have little 
doubt that in India much can be done 
in this way, and that in certain parts of 
this country, especially where regiments 
or battalions are quartered by them- 
selves, something can be done. But the 
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tendency in the future will, I hope, be 
to concentrate troops more largely in 
camps and to give them more actual 
instruction, more scouting, and more 
instruction in shooting. In that case 
I am afraid the time for technical educa- 
tion will be difficult to discover. 


Lord MONKSWELL: I regard the 
answer of the noble Lord the Under 
Secretary as fairly sympathetic, and | 
hope I may take it that he is in favour 
of this experiment, at all events in prin- 
ciple. [Lord RaGLan nodded assent. ]} 
I was rather astonished to hear the 
noble Lord say that the Woolwich experi- 
ment was discouraging, as it was carried 
out under conditions which were bound 
I beg to withdraw 
my motion. 


Motion (by leave of the House) with- 
drawn. 

THE NEW PATTERN SERVICE RIFLE. 
*Eart STANHOPE asked the Under 
Secretary for War whether the War 
Office would undertake to have the 
new pattern service rifle ready for trial 
at the Bisley Rifle Meeting in July, and 
also whether the present rifle could be 
altered without great expense. He 
understood that the Government had 
appointed a Departmental Committee 
to suggest certain alterations in the 
service rifle, and he had seen it stated 
in the press that the rifle was to be 


shortened. He had seen several of the 
German rifles—the Mannlicher, the 
Mauser, and the new German rifle. He 


thought the latter was a decided im- 
provement on those we had been using. 
In the first place, it was loaded by a 
clip system and not by individual ear- 
tridges. There was a great improve- 
ment in the back-sight, and also in the 
fore-sight, and altogether it was a handier 
and lighter arm. He understood that 
a full trial would be given to these 
rifles by experts at the school oi 
musketry. It was most important that 
they should have a full trial, but if they 
put them in the hands of the Volun- 
teers they would have them tested by 
their best shots at the meeting of the 
National Rifle Association at Bisley next 
July. From what he had seen of the 
German rifle, as compared with the Lee- 


X 
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Metford, he thought the service arm and the radius 23} inches; while in the 
could be altered and the present clumsy Martini-Enfield cavalry carbine the 
magazine removed. length was 21 inches, and the radius 
only 154 inches. There were several 

*Lorp RAGLAN: No new pattern ways of getting over the inconvenience 

rifle has been approved, and it is by no. to mounted men of carrying a long 
means certain to what extent, beyond rifle. He had seen an ingenious jointed 
minor alterations and the possibleshorten- | stock invented by Colonel Remington 
ing of the rifle, especially for mounted Wilson, which, though it might be 
troops, any new departure will be neces- | supposed to be weak, showed, so far as 
sary. Experiments are being made, he could judge, great elements of 
but I am afraid they will not come to a!strength. Now that recoil had been 
conclusion in time for the new rifle to be done away with a skeleton stock might 
issued for Bisley. It is not desirable in | perhaps be used for cavalry, and carried 
the public interest to state at present | detached from the rest of the weapon. 
the direction which the experiments are The noble Earl had praised both sights 
taking, and, pending their conclusion, | of the new German rifle. He admitted 
it is obviously not possible for the’ the excellence of the fore-sight, but was 
Department to estimate the probable doubtful about the back-sight. When 
cost of any alterations in the rifle which | aiming at a stationary object without 
it may be desirable to make. wind the German back-sight was a very 


ckkrichion ' . rood one, but there was no_ possibility of 

*LorD TW EEDMOUTH said he was setting any wind Psadheit on it. To 
most anxious, not only that the troops get full value out of our rifle some 
should have the best rifle which it was ?_ becibies ‘ oe 

: 4 ; system of sighting would have to be 
possible to put in their hands, but also adopted so as to enable allowance to be 
that they should, by the appliances side haw wheel 
attached to the rifle, and by training, be ~~ ; 
placed in the best possible position to use *Eart STANHOPE said the German 
it. He hoped the proposal to shorten fore-sight did allow for wind variation. 
the rifle would not be adopted without 
the most careful consideration. It was *Lorp TWEEDMOUTH was afraid he 
extremely likely that by such an experi- could not agree, though the fore-sight 
ment more would be lost in the efficiency was so fitted as to admit of a little 
of the rifle than would be gained in lateral shifting, by which defects in the 
easing the inconvenience of carrying it. zero of a rifle could easily be corrected. 
It was probable that the new explosive for Continuing, the noble Lord said that not 
rifles, as for big guns, would be a nitro- only could the magazine be improved, 
cellulose powder, and slower than the but also the breach action, by adopting 
nitro-glycerine one now in use, and for something similar to that in the Mauser 
a slower explosive a barrel as long as and the new German rifle. He thought 
possible would be required. Another the Mauser magazine and breech action 
objection was the difficulty of obtaining had great advantages over ours. In the 
good sighting arrangements for a rifle first place, it was a clip loader which 
with a short barrel, on account of the enabled five cartridges to be loaded at one 
consequent short radius between back motion. It had the further advantage 
and fore-sight. Those who had been | over other clip-loading magazine rifles 
accustomed to the successive rifles that that, being loaded with five cartridges 
had been in use among our troops from a clip and one or more having 
would remember that the old Snider | been fired, they could be replaced singly, 
rifle was an exceedingly easy one to without, as in the Mannlicher, waiting 
shoot with, not on account of its till the whole five had been fired and 
special accuracy, but because of the clip ejected from the magazine. The 
the long barrel, which was about 36; Mauser breech action and magazine were 
inches, the radius between the sights’ also simpler, stronger, and easier to clean 
being 334 inches. In the Martini the | than the Lee-Enfield, and, an important 
barrel was 334 inches, and the radius | consideration, weighed ten ounces less. 
between the sights 24 inches; in the | He was very much inclined to think that 
Lee-Metford the length was 30} inches, | the question of some slight increase in 


Earl Stanhope. 
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the bore was worth consideration, more | tion of the Secretary of State had been 
particularly as by that means the called to the repeated complaints of 
accuracy of the rifle, by rendering the tea planters in Assam, Darjeeling, and 
bullet less susceptible to wind, would be other parts of Northern India with 
improved and its striking effect greatly regard to the location of liquor shops and 
increased. The new German rifle was | opium shops in the coolie villages at- 
enlarged to eight in lieu of seven | tached to the plantations; if he had 
millimetres. He asked that these observed the statement of the Excise 
points and others should be care- Commissioner of Assam in his report for 
iully considered by the Government, the vear 1899-1900 to the effect that 
and that they should not simply be ‘the consumption of country spirit natu- 
satisfied with having a good weapon, rally tended to increase with the foreign 
but try and get a very much better one. population of tea garden and. other 
They should improve the sights; he coolies, which induced keen competition 
believed some form of aperture sight for shops on the part of rival liquor 
must eventually be adopted, and, by sellers; if he was aware that the planters 
increasing their training, enable the themselves were now entering into com- 
soldier to obtain the full benefit of the petition with the liquor sellers, and that 
good weapon which had been placed in jn Sylhet six licences had been taken 
his hands. up by tea planters last year ; and, if so, 
‘ ms eer ee nzeram Would he put a stop to a practice which 
THE “ie aa could only result in increased consump- 
RS tion of spirits, in contradiction to the 
Lord HERRIES : My Lords, I have policy of the Government of India as 
to ask the Prime Minister whether, as it | declared in their despatch to the Secre- 
is understood the Joint Committee tary of State. No. 29. 4th February, 1890. 
cannot be proceeded with, he is prepared [The question was, he said eae of som 
to move for a Committee of the House siderable importance. Coolies were 
of Lords to consider the terms of the brought from long distances at great 
Royal Declaration. I think it would be expense to the planters, and often from 
a pity if there was any delay in consider- parts of the country where they had 
ing this important matter, and it is for jot been accustomed to take strong 
that reason that I have ventured to place drink, and it had been found in many 
this question on the paper. cases that their health largely suffered 
Tue Marovess or SALISBURY: I owing to the facilities of obtaining liquor. 
He did not approach the question so 
much from the temperance standpoint 
as from that of the injustice of the 
Government, who were all powerful 
as to opening or closing grog shops, 
increasing the number of centres of 
danger to the coolies simply for the 
purpose of raising additional revenue. 





have to-night given notice that I will 
make a motion to-morrow to the effect 
indicated in the question. There is no 
necessity for any alteration of the terms | 
which have already been adopted by 
the House. The only thing that is 
altered is that it will be for our House 
only, and not in conjunction with the 


House of Commons. The nomination of , a ; _ 
the Committee cannot take place till the *THr UNDER SECRETARY or 


Committee itself has heen agreed to, and, STATE ror INDIA (The Earl of Harp- 
of course, there will be some little delay WICKE) : My Lords, I will say just one or 
in getting together the requisite consents two words as to the coolies who come 
to the nominations. As we rise to- to these tea plantations to work. The 
morrow, there will be no chance of doing noble Lord has implied that they come 
any work before the recess, but when from parts of India where drink is un- 
we come back on the 10th of June I hope knowntothem. I think the noble Lord’s 
we shall be able to despatch this business statement is incorrect. They are abori- 
without any further delay. ginal tribes who come from the north- 
; . eastern frontier, and are addicted to a 
INDIAN LIQUOR AND OPIUM SHOPS. certain kind of drink which they them- 


*Lorp KINNAIRD asked the Under | selves manufacture out of a herb. Indeed, 


Secretary of State for India if the atten- | long before British rule was known to 
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India they were drinking this production 
toa considerable extent. | may mention 
that in Assam and Darjeeling the local 
inhabitants hardly drink at all. In facet, 
nearly the whole of the excise revenue 
is derived from the drinking habits of 
coolies. The noble Lord seems to be 
under the impression that the policy 
of selling shops to the tea planters or 
their managers is contrary to the policy 
that has been adopted under the despatch 
of the Government of India of 4th Feb- 
ruary, 1890. The system that exists 
at present is to fix in each locality the 
number of shops that are necessary to 
supply a certain quantity of spirits to 
the coolies. Whether the shops are sold 
to the planters or in the open market 
does not increase the number of them. 
The number is at a fixed limit, but the 
excise commissioners have sold in Assam 
during the past year eleven shops to the 
tea planters, who bought them with only 
one object, namely, to be able to control 


the coolies whom they employ, and 
prevent them from indulging exces- 


sively in drink. That, so far from being 
in contradiction to the policy of the 
Government of India, is directly in 
accordance with their policy. The noble 
Lord asks whether the Secretary for 
State has observed the statement of the 
Excise Commissioner of Assam in his re- 
port for the vear 1899-1900, to the effect 
that the consumption of country spirit 
naturally tends to increase with the 
foreign population of tea garden and other 
think that self-evident 

Of course, as more coolie 


coolies. ] is a 
proposition. 
emigrants arrive in any district more 
liquor will be consumed. At the same 
time, it does not follow that the indivi- 
dual coolie has greater opportunities for 


drinking. That this inerease induces 


keen competition for shops on the part , 


of rival liquor sellers is, I think, also 
evident. The more coolies there are 
employed, the more liquor is sold, and 
consequently the more valuable each of 
these shops become. But, as I have said, 
the number of shops does not increase. 
With regard to the latter part of the ques- 
tion, I have only to state that it is not 
the opinion of the Government of India or 
of my noble friend the Secretary of State 
that the policy adopted will result in 
an increased consumption of spirits ; and 
in the opinion of the Secretary of State 


The Earl of Hardwicke, 
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the policy that is now enforced is in every 
way consistent with the policy laid down 
in the despatch referred to. 
LEGALISATION 
[H.L. }. 
ALKALI, ETC., WORKS 
BILL [H.L.]. 
Read 3¢ (according to order), and 
passed, and sent to the Commons. 


MARRIAGES BILL 


REGULATION 


TOOK THE OATH. 


The Lord Bishop of Chester took the 
Oath. 


House adjourned at a quarter 
past Seven of the clock, 
till to-morrow, a quarter 
past Four of the clock. 


OF COMMONS. 
1901. 


HOUSE 
Monday, 20th May, 


PRIVATE BILL 

PRIVATE BILLS [Lords] (STANDING 

ORDERS NOT PREVIOUSLY INQUIRED 

INTO COMPLIED WITH). 

Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table 
Report from one of the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 
case of the following Bills, originating 
in the Lords, and referred on the First 
teading thereof, the Standing Orders 
not previously inquired into, and which 
are applicable thereto, have been complied 
with, viz. :— 

Bethlem Hospital Bill [Lords]. 

Bideford and Clovelly Railway (Aban- 
donment) Bill [Lords]. 

Bridewell Hospital Bill [Lords]. 


BUSINESS. 





Mersey Docks and Harbour Board 
Bill [Lords]. 

Mersey Docks and Harbour Board 
(Canada Dock Works, &ce.) Bill 


| Lords]. 
Prestatyn Water Bill [Lords]. 


Ordered, That the Bills be read a 
second time. 
PROVISIONAL ORDER BILLS (STAND- 


ING ORDERS APPLICABLE THERETO 
COMPLIED WITH). 
Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the* Table 


Report from one of the Examiners of 
| 
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Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the | 
case of the following Bills, referred on the | 
First Reading thereof, 
Orders which are — thereto 
have been complied with, viz. 
Local Government Provisional Orders 
(No. 4) Bill. 
Local Government Provisional Orders 
(No. 5) Bill. 
Ordered, That the Bills be read a second | 
time to-morrow. 





URBAN DISTRICT COUNC IL | 
BILL. 


BURTON-UPON-TRENT CORPORATION 
BILL. 


DERBYSHIRE AND NOTTINGHAMSHIRE 
ELECTRIC POWER BILL. 


Read the third time, and passed. 


BINGLEY 


As amended, considered ; 


the third time. 


CITY AND SOUTH LONDON RAILWAY 
BILL [Lords]. 


LONDON (CITY) SCHOOL FOR 
ORPHANS OF FREEMEN BILL [Lords]. 


MILFORD DOCKS BILL [Lords]. 
NEW SWINDON GAS BILL [Lords]. 


NITRATE RAILWAYS COMPANY BILL | 
[Lords]. 


SHEFFIELD CORPORATION BILL [Lords]. | 
SHREWSBURY GAS BILL [Lords]. | 


Read a second time, and committed. 


BELFAST AND NORTHERN COUNTIES | 
RAILWAY. 
Petition for Bill; referred to the) 


Select Committee on Standing Orders. 


BIGGLESWADE WATER BOARD. 
Petition for Bill; referred to the | 
Select Committee on Standing Orders. 








GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL | 
ORDERS (No. 3) BILL. | 


Read the third time, and passed. 


LOCAL 


HAMILTON BURGH PROVISIONAL | 
ORDER CONFIRMATION 


AY 1901} 


the Standing | | 


DORKING GAS BILL 
KINGSTON-UPON-HULL CORPORATION | 
BLLL. 


to be read | 


| and, 
| attendance could not be procured with- 
/out the intervention of the House, 


err James Hardy Smith, 


| Private 


BILL [Lords]. | « 
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Procedure (Scotland) Act, 1899, deferred 
| till Friday. 


Business. 


| | ARIZONA COPPER COMPANY, LIMITED, 
ORDER CONFIRMATION 


| Bill to confirm «a Provisional Order 


junder the Private Legislation Proce- 
‘dure (Scotland) Act, 1899, relating to 
‘the Arizona Copper Company, Limited, 


brought in by the Lord 
Solicitor General for 


ordered to be 
Advocate and Mr. 
| “Scotland. 


ARIZONA COPPER COMPANY, LIMITED, 
ORDER CONFIRMATION BILL. 

* To confirm a Provisional Order under 
the Private Legislation Procedure (Scot- 
land) Act, 1899, relating to the Arizona 
|Copper Company, Limited,” presented 
/accordingly ; to be read a second time 
}upon Monday, 10th June, and to be 
| printed [Bill 195]. 


| PRIVATE BILLS (GROUP L). 

Mr. BILL reported from the Committee 
‘on Group L of Private Bills, That the 
| parties opposing the Derby Corporation 
| Bill had stated that the evidence of James 
| Hardy Smith was essential to their case ; 
it having been proved that his 


he 
been instructed to move that the 
of Alvaston, 
Farmer, do attend the said Committee 
| to-morrow, at half-past Eleven of the 
| clock. 

Ordered, That James Hardy Smith do 
|attend the Committee on Group L of 
Bills to-morrow, at half-past 
Eleven of the colock. 


| had 


LONDON COUNTY COUNCIL (TRAM- 
WAYS AND STREET WIDENINGS) BILL. 


WALLASEY IMPROVEMENT BILL. 
BURY CORPORATION BILL. 


Reported, with Amendments ; Reports 


to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 


That they have agreed to Honley 


| Urban District Council (Gas) Bill, without 
| amendment. 


That they have passed a Bill, intituled, 
‘An Act to provide for the transfer of 


Consideration, under Section 7, Sub- | the undertaking of the Poulton-le-Fylde 


section (2), of the Private Legislation | Gas, Coal, Lime, and Coke Company, 











575 





Petitions. 



















































council to supply gas; and for other 


purposes.’ Poulton-le-Fylde Gas _ Bill 
| Lords]. 
Also a Bill intituled, “An Act to 


confer powers on the Corporation of 
Chester to reconstruct the existing tram- 
ways in the city of Chester; to con- 
struct additional tramways in and ad- 
jacent to the city ; to work tramways ; 
and for other purposes.’’ Chester Cor- 
poration Tramways Bill [Lords]. 


Also a Bill intituled, “An Act to 
confer further powers on the London, 


Brighton, and South Coast Railway 
Company; and for other purposes.” 
London, Brighton, and South Coast 
Railway Bill [Lords]. 

Also a Bill intituled, “An Act to 


enable the Mayor and Commonalty and 
Citizens of the City of London, Governors 
of the House of the Poor commonly 
called Saint Bartholomew's Hospital, 
near West Smithfield, London, of the 
Foundation of King Henry the Eighth, 
to acquire certain lands necessary or 
desirable for the extension of the hos- 


pital; and for other purposes.” St. 
Bartholomew's Hospital Bill [Lords]. 
And also a Bill intituled, “ An Act 


to constitute and incorporate a Joint 
Water Board, consisting of representa- 
tives from the Councils of the borough 
of Southport, the urban district of Birk- 
dale, and the rural district of West Lan- 
cashire, all in the county palatine of 
Lancaster, and to transfer to and vest 
in such Board the undertaking of the 
Southport Waterworks Company ; and 
for other purposes.” Southport Water 
(Transfer) Bill [Lords]. 


Also a Bill intituled, “An Act for 
conferring further powers on the Weston- 
super-Mare Gaslight Company; and 
for other purposes.” Weston-super- 
Mare Gas Bill [Lords]. 


And also a Bill 
Railway Company to make an extension 
railway to Cashel and a branch railway 
to the Curragh Siding; to execute 


tional lands; to transfer to and vest 
in the Company the undertakings of 
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Limited, to the Poulton-le-Fylde Urban , 
District Council, and to authorise that | 


intituled, “‘ An Act | 
to enable the Great Southern and Western | 


certain other works; to acquire addi- | 
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the Limerick and Kerry Railway Com- 
pany and of the Rathkeale and New- 
castle Junction Railway Company ; to 
raise additional capital; and for other 
purposes.’’ Great Southern and Western 


Railway Bill [Lords]. 


POULTON-LE-FYLDE GAS BILL [Lords} 


CHESTER CORPORATION TRAMWAYS 
BILL [Lords]. 


LONDON, BRIGHTON, AND SOUTH 
COAST RAILWAY BILL [Lords]. 


ST. BARTHOLOMEW’S HOSPITAL BILL 
[Lords]. 

SOUTHPORT WATER (TRANSFER) BILL 
[Lords]. 
WESTON-SUPER-MARE GAS BILL 

(Lord]. 
GREAT SOUTHERN AND WESTERN 


RAILWAY BILL [Lords]. 
Read the first time; and referred to 
the Examiners of Petitions for Private 


Bills. 


PETITIONS 

COAL MINES (EMPLOYMENT) BILL. 

Petition from Altham in favour; to 
lie upon the Table. 
COMPENSATION FOR DAMAGE TO 

CROPS, ETC., BILL. 

Petition of Highland and Agricul- 
tural Society of Scotland in favour ; to 
lie upon the Table. 


DOUGLAS, HENRY EDWARD. 
Petition of Henry Edward Douglas, 
for inquiry into his case; to lie upon 


the Table. 


HABITUAL DRUNKARDS. 
Petition from Ancoat Grove, for altera 
| tion of Law ; to lie upon the Table. 


GOVERNMENT 30ARD 
INQUIRIES. 
Petition from Fulham, for alteration 
of Law ; to lie upon the Table. 


LOCAL 


MINES (EIGHT HOURS) BILL. 


Petition from Altham in favour; to 
lie upon the Table. 
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ROMAN CATHOLIC UNIVERSITY IN 
IRELAND. 
Petitions against establishment, from 
Inverness; Dumfries; and Rothesay ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


{20 May 1901} 


{ 
| 
| 


i 


sALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS ON 


SUNDAY BILL. 

Petitions in favour, from Settle; 
Middleton-in-Teesdale ; Bolsover ; West- 
hughton; Accrington;  Clayton-le- 
Moors: Salterforth ; Wibsey ; Ivegill ; 
and Bildeston ; to lie upon the Table. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO 
CHILDREN BILL. 

Petitions in favour, from Comrie ; 
Crieff; Galashiels (two); Aberdeen ; 
Huxham ; Didsbury (two); Brixton ; 
leigh; Norton; Fuller; Yardley ; 
Stockport; Rotherham (two); Car- 
lisle; Whitby; Neweastle-on-Tyne ; 
Brigham ; North-West Gloucester ; 
Hammersmith ; Kettering (ten); Toller; 
and Todmorden ; to lie upon the Table. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS 
TO CHILDREN (SCOTLAND) BILL. 


Petitions in favour, from Monkton ; 


Scottish Temperance League; and 
Annan ; to lie upon the Table. 


SCHOOL BOARD ELECTIONS 
(SCOTLAND). 
Petition from Leith, for alteration 


of Law ; to lie upon the Table. 


REPORTS, 
WELLINGTON COLLEGE. 

Copy presented, of Report of the 

Governors of Wellington College for the 

year ending 31st December, 1900, with 

Aecounts [by Command]; to lie upon 

the Table. 


RETURNS, ETC. 


PENAL SERVITUDE ACTS (CONDITION AL 
LICENCE). 

Copy presented, of Licence granted 
to Margaret Lynch, a Convict under 
detention in Aylesbury Prison, permit- 
ting her to be at large on condition that 
she enter the East End Refuge, Finchley 
[by Act]; to lie upon the Table. 
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SUPPLEMENTARY ESTIMATES. 
Return presented, relative thereto 


[ordered 28th March; Sir Edgar Vin- 
cent]; to lie upon the Table. 


CIVIL LIST PENSIONS. 
Return presented, relative thereto 
[ordered 16th May ; Mr. Gibson Bowles] ;. 
to lie upon the Table. 


IRISH LAND COMMISSION 
(PROCEEDINGS). 
Copy presented, of Return of Proceed- 
ings during the month of January, 1901 
[by Command]; to lie upon the Table. 


CENSUS OF IRELAND, 1901. 

Copy presented, of Preliminary Report, 
with Abstract of the Enumerators’ Sum- 
maries [by Command]; to lie upon the 
Table. 

MERCHANT SHIPPING (MERCANTILE 
MARINE FUND) ACT, 1898. 


Copy presented, of Draft Order in 
Council altering the Scale or Rules 


,and Exemptions set out in the Second 


| 


Schedule to the Act, for the purpose of 
the levying of Light Dues with respect 
to voyages made by Home Trade Sailing 
Ships and Steamers, and for Yachts 
which are laid up during the whole of 
any year ending 31st March [by Act]; 
to lie upon the Table. 


COLONIAL REPORTS (ANNUAL). 
Copy presented, of Report, No. 322 
(Bermuda, Annual Report for 1900) 
[by Command]; to lie upon the Table. 


ARMY. 

Copy presented, of Return of Military 
Forces in South Africa, 1899-1901 (in 
continuation of [C. 462]) [by Command] ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


AFRICA (No. 2, 1901). 

Copy presented, of Despatch from 
His Majesty’s Special Commissioner in 
Uganda relating to Travellers in the Pro- 
tectorate [by Command]; to lie upon 
the Table. 


TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 

Copy presented, of Diplomatic and 
Consular Reports, Annual — Series, 
No. 2602 [by Command]; to lie upon 
the Table 











Questions. 


QUESTIONS. 


SOUTH AFRICAN WAR—DESTRUCTION 
OF CROPS AND GRASS. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON (Dun- 


dee): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for War whether he has any 
official information to the effect that 


large areas of Kaftir crops left standing 
by General French’s various columns 
are now to be destroyed, and that a 
military movement is taking place for 
the purpose of burning the grass through- 
out the territories of the two Republics ; 
and, if so, whether he will communicate 
it to the House. 


THe SECRETARY or STATE For 
WAR (Mr. Broprick, Surrey, Guild- 
ford): In reply to inquiry, Lord Kiteh- 
ener telegraphs as follows— 

“Mealie crops are destroyed as much as 
possible in districts infested by the enemy. 
Burning is not general, but at this time of year 
grass fires are of common occurrence.” 


FARM BURNING. 
Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.): I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for War, in 


reference to the Return of buildings 
burnt in South Africa, whether the 
reasons for destruction of sixteen or 


seventeen houses in Ventersburg, in the 
Orange River Free State, are correctly 
stated to have been that the owners 
were on commando ; and, if so, was the 
destruction of these houses in accordance 
with the regulations adopted at the 
Hague Conference, and subscribed to by 
the British representatives. 

I beg also to ask the Secretary of 
State for War whether he is aware that, 
in the Return of buildings burnt in the 
Transvaal, it appears that several farm 
houses were burnt, the reasons for 
destruction being given as proximity to 
places where the telegraph line was cut ; 
and will he state whether the cutting 
of telegraph lines is in accordance with 
the conditions laid down by the Hague 
Convention, and does the War Office 
sanction the destruction of houses and 
property because of the reasons stated. 

Mr. BRODRICK : In reply to the first 
question the whole district of Venters- 
burg was being used as a military base 
for the enemy’s operations, as is clearly | 
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shown in the Return. Article XXIII. 
(g) of the Hague Convention lays down 
that the destruction of an enemy’s pro- 
perty is permissible when imperatively 
demanded by the necessities of war. In 
reply to the second question, the Boers 
used certain houses in the vicinity of the 
telegraph lines as bases from which 
they could raid to cut the lines. The 
necessities of war therefore required the 
destruction of these houses. The Hague 
Convention does not lay down any 
special rules as to the cutting of telegraph 
tines. 


Mr. FLYNN: But is it not the fact 
that in the cases I have quoted the sole 
reason given in the Returns is that 
the owners of the places were out on 
commando? Do the Army authorities 
hold that it is justifiable to burn these 
men’s property simply because they are 
in arms against this country ! 


Mr. BRODRICK: There is also the 
fact that the buildings were used as the 
base of military operations against us. 
SMALL-ARM AMMUNI- 

TION. 

*Mr. NORMAN (Wolverhampton, 8.) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War whether he is aware that the 
Government Small Arms Ammunition 


Woolwich 


RESERVE OF 


Factory at can produce 
4,000,000 cartridges a week; that 


Messrs. Kynoch can produce 3,000,000 
cartridges a week; and that, with the 
additional output of other makers, the 
total supply of cartridges may be from 
10,000,000 to 12,000,000 rounds per 
week ; will he state on what day, and at 
what hour of the day, the reserve of 
small arm ammunition stood at 3,300 
rounds ; how many rounds were at that 
time en route to South Africa ; and how 
many rounds were being received per 
day by the Government from all 
sources ; how many rounds of small arm 
ammunition were in reserve in South 
Africa and other Imperial stations at the 
outbreak of the war; how many rounds 
of this reserve were Mark IV. ammunt- 
tion or other cartridges found to be 
unsuitable for use; how many rounds 
of Mark IV. ammunition were sent to 
South Africa after the outbreak of war ; 
and how many rounds of Mark IV. 








581 
or oth 
brough 





MAJ¢ 
When 1 
the qu 
the hig 
of thin 
of the 


Mr. 
hon. G 
of this 
is prir 
questio 
of the 
makers 
Kingdo 
for the 
to give 


hon. M 


*Mr. - 
Gentler 
advant: 
sal alar 
stateme 


Mr. 
there i 
Under 
alarge 
notice, 
was in 
require 
down 1 
been pi 


*Mr. 

the rig 
that, ir 
stateme 
ammut 
of a co 
a mem 


pury 0S! 


*MR. 
The he 


matter 
PAY 


Mr. 
I beg 1 
War if 
his rep 
with re 








580 
XIU. 


Jown 
pro- 
ively 
In 
30ers 
f the 
‘hich 
The 
| the 
ague 
any 
raph 


fact 
sole 
that 
C on 
‘ities 
hese 
are 


the 
the 


S. 
NI- 


Biz 
for 
the 
tion 
luce 
chat 
000 
the 
the 
rom 
per 
1 at 
» of 
300 
hat 
10W 
per 
all 
irm 
uth 
the 
nds 
inl 
be 
nds 
to 


ar; 


lV. 








581 Questions. 
or other unsuitable ammunition were 
brought back to this country. 


Masor RASCH (Essex, Chelmsford) : 
When the right hon. Gentleman answers 
the question, will he also state who is 
the high official responsible for the state 
of things alluded to by the First Lord 
of the Treasury ? 


Mr. BRODRICK: In reply to the 
hon. Gentleman, obviously in all matters 
of this character the Secretary for War 
is primarily responsible. As to the 
question on the Paper, I am fully aware 
of the possible output of the various 
makers of cartridges in the United 
Kingdom. I do not think it would be 
for the advantage of the public service 
to give all the details demanded by the 
hon. Member. 


*Mr. NORMAN : Is not the right hon. 

Gentleman of opinion that it would be 
advantageous to allay the almost univer- 
sil alarm that has arisen owing to the 
statement of the First Lord ? 


Mr. BRODRICK: I do not think 
there is any cause whatever for alarm. 
Under the very great strain of providing 
a large number of additional men at short 
notice, at one time the supply, which 
was in excess of the actual amount 
required to be kept by regulations, ran 
down very low, but that has long since 
been put straight. 


*Mr. NORMAN: Then may I ask if 
the right hon. Gentleman is of opinion 
that, in connection with the First Lord's 
statement concerning the reserve of 
ammunition, departmental information 
of a confidential nature may be used by 
a member of the Government for party 
purposes— 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, — order! 
The hon. Member must not ask as to a 
matter of opinion. 


PAY ALLOTMENTS TO SOLDIERS’ 
WIVES. 
Mr. CAINE (Cornwall, Camborne) : 


{20 May 1901} 
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| ties to advise home particulars of allotted 
pay by Private W. J. Mankee, No. 25,330 
Medical Staff Corps, Base Hospital, 
Woodstock, and Private Edwin J. Payn- 
ter, No. 25,836 C. M. and C., Base 
Details, Woodstock, and many others. 

THe FINANCIAL SECRETARY To 
THE WAR OFFICE (Lord STANLEY, 
Lancashire, Westhoughton) : The General 
Officer Commanding has informed the 
War Office that the delay was due to 
the fact that remittance sheets had not 
been forwarded by the units concerned. 
I have not received any reply to a further 
telegram dealing with the special cases 
mentioned, but the hon. Member must 
take into consideration the enormous 
difficulties of communication with the 
widely scattered units in South Africa. 
Further I must remind the hon. Member 
that I told him that any applications to 
the War Office for assistance would be 
considered, and that money would be 
advanced if the woman could produce 
reliable evidence that it was her husband’s 
intention to remit money. No such 
applications have been received from the 
relatives of the men mentioned. 


Mr. CAINE: What would the noble 


Lord consider reliable evidence ? 


Lorp STANLEY : When the evidence 
is produced I will say whether it is 
reliable. 


Mr. CAINE: Is the noble Lord aware 
that in the months of December and 
January about forty Cornish miners 
enlisted at Cape Town in non-combatant 
corps and were induced to do so by the 
promise that they could allot £4 per 
month of their pay through the War 
Office to their wives at home, and that 
none of the women had received any of 
the pay although more than six weeks 
have elapsed since they applied—— 


Lorp STANLEY: I 
notice. 


Mr. CAINE: I will give notice for 
Thursday, and if the answer is not satis- 
‘factory 1 will make use of the forms of 


| the House to raise the question. 


must ask for 





I beg to ask the Secretary of State for | REGIMENTAL TITLES—IMPERIAL SER- 
War if he has yet received any reply to) VICE OF COLONIAL TROOPS. 

his repeated cable messages to the Cape| Simm CHARLES CAYZER (Barrow- 
with regard to the neglect of the authori- | in-Furness) : I beg to ask the Secretary 
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of State for War whether, in recognition 
of the services rendered by the colonial 
forces in South Africa to the mother 
country, he will name some of the 
regiments on the permanent establish- 
ment of the British Army after the 
colonies who have sent forces to South 


Questions. 


Africa, for example the Imperial Canadian , 


Regiment and other similar titles ; and, if 
so, will he endeavour to arrange with 
the Colonial Governments to afford 


facilities in the respective colonies for | 


men who may desire to do so to engage 
for service in the regiments so named. 


Lorp STANLEY: The regiments of 
the British Army have already a terri- 
torial connection and bear corresponding 
titles. It would hardly appear expedient 
to break this connection. Facilities for 
such Imperial service will, it is hoped, be 
created for the colonies in connection 
with the Imperial Yeomanry. 


CoLonEL LEGGE (St. George’s, Han- 
over Square) : I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for War whether he will con- 
sider the advisability of inviting the 
colonies to raise Regular corps for 
service in the Imperial Army at home 
and abroad both in peace and war. 


Mr. BRODRICK: The proposal has 
been repeatedly considered, but has not 
hitherto been found practicable. 1 hope 
a beginning of such a connection may be 
made through the Imperial Yeomanry. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, E.): 
And will the right hon. Gentleman also 
invite the colonies to pay towards the 
expense of the war ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order ! 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: They 
would not do it. 


VOLUNTEER OFFICERS’ CAMP 
ALLOWANCES. 

Mr. YOXALL (Nottingham, W.): I 
beg to ask the Financial Secretary to 
the War Office whether his attention 
has been directed to the case of Volunteer 
Officers who do not receive while attend- 
ing camps of instruction the same pay 
and allowances as those received by 
Militia Officers attending such camps ; 


whether this difference has been made | 
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‘during the present year only; and 
whether it is intended that this difference 
should be permanent. 


*Lorp STANLEY: Volunteer Officers 

attending camps receive an allowance 
calculated as being sufficient to cover 
their expenditure. The payments made 
for last year’s camps were wholly ex- 
ceptional. 


ARMY RECRUITS—AGE REGULATIONS, 

Mr. SCHWANN (Manchester, N.): I 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether he will state the exact terms of 
the clause which leaves the decision to 
the district commanding officer, or the 
commanding officer of a regiment, as to 
whether a recruit who may be under 
the age of eighteen, but who has given 
his age as over eighteen years, shall or 
shall not be set free from military service 
if he be unwilling to remain in the 
service ; will he state the circumstances 
on which the decision of the commanding 
officer depends; is the consent of the 
parents of a youth, when his age is under 
eighteen years, necessary. before he can 
enlist ; if so, would the fact that a recruit 
has overstated his age alter the fact that 
he is under the proper age when he 
enlisted ; and are recruiting sergeants 
instructed not to suggest to youths that 
they should overstate their age in order 
to be accepted. 


*Lorp STANLEY: The clause will be 
found in Table VI. of paragraph 1805 of 
the King’s Regulations. ‘The command- 
ing officer would be guided by what is best 
for the public service and by the cireum- 
stances of the case. It has been decided 
in courts of law that the consent of the 
parents is not necessary. If, however, a 
lad states that he is under eighteen, then 
the written consent of the parents is 
obtained. Recruiting sergeants are in- 
structed not to suggest to youths that 
they should overstate their age in order 
to be accepted. It is obvious that any 
decentralisation of business is impossible 
if the case of every recruit who chooses 
to overstate his age is to be decided at 
headquarters. 


ROYAL ARMY MEDICAL CORPS— 
COMMITTEE’S REPORT. 
Sm JOHN TUKE (Edinburgh and 
St. Andrew’s University) : I beg to ask 
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585 (Questions. 
the Secretary of State for War whether | 
he will undertake that the Report of the 

Committee to be appointed to consider 

the reconstruction and organisation of 

the Royal Army Medical Corps will be in 

the hands of Members before the Army 

Medical Vote comes up for discussion. 


*Lorpd STANLEY: It is impossible 
for me to give any pledge as to the time 
which such a Committee as that proposed 
may think it proper to give to its duties. 


MILITIA DISEMBODIMENT. 


Mr. PIRIE (Aberdeen, N.): I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for War if he 
can state the method adopted to ascertain 
the wishes of the embodied Militia bat- 
talions as to whether they desired to be 
disembodied, and whether the views of 
the ofticers and men as a whole were 
taken on the matter ; also whether any 
battalions which have expressed such a 
desire are still embodied ; and, if so, can 
he name them. 


*Lorp STANLEY: The following in- 
structions were sent to general officers 
commanding: “You are requested to 
ascertain confidentially the wishes of the 
officers and men of all Militia units serv- 
ing in your command as to being dis- 
embodied or remaining embodied during 
the winter.’ The general officers duly 
reported that the views of officers and 
men were taken. All battalions which 
were reported as wishing to be disem- 
bodied were so disembodied in December. 


MALTA AND GIBRALTAR GARRISONS. 

Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE (Bristol, 
E.): I beg to ask the Secretary of State 
for War whether, before substituting 
the royal garrison battalions at Malta 
and Gibraltar for Regular battalions, he 
consulted the Governments of either of 
those places or the Colonial Defence 
Committee ; and, if so, what answer he 
obtained from them. 


Lorp STANLEY: No, Sir. The 
selection of troops to defend a fortress 
tests with the Com mander-in-Chief. 


KING’S BASTION, PORTSMOUTH. 


Lord BALCARRES (Lancashire, 
Chorley): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
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State for War if it has been determined 
to destroy the historical fortification 
known as the King’s Bastion at Ports- 
mouth. 


Questions. 


Lorp STANLEY: No, Sir. Some 
slight modifications have been made 
in the eastern portion of the bastion 
which were absolutely necessary, but the 
main portion of the bastion will remain 
untouched. 


WEST INDIA DOCK NAVAL STORES— 
PACKERS’ PAY. 

CapTaIn NORTON (Newington, W.): 
[ beg to ask the Secretary to the Admi- 
ralty whether he is aware that some men 
are now employed at the West India 
Dock Naval Stores packing at a weekly 
wage of 21s., under the supervision of 
others who receive only 20s.; and 
whether, seeing that this arrangement 
gives rise to dissatisfaction, he will take 
steps to raise the wages of the latter. 


Tue SECRETARY to tue ADMI- 
RALTY (Mr. Arnovp-Forster, Belfast, 
W.): I imagine the hon. and gallant 
Member refers to two classes of 
men known respectively as storehouse 
labourers and packers. The storehouse 
labourers receive from 20s. to 22s. 6d., 
and the packers 20s. per week ; but 25 
per cent. of the packers, namely, those 
who are employed in packing fragile or 
valuable articles, receive 21s. Both the 
storehouse labourers and the packers are 
under the direct supervision of a store- 
houseman, whose pay varies from 24s. 
to 36s. a week. There appears, there- 
fore, to be no cause for dissatisfaction on 
the grounds suggested. 


Captain NORTON: Does the hon. 
Gentleman say there are not two classes 
of men doing precisely the same work 
but getting different rates of pay ? 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: No, Sir ; 
those who get the higher rate of pay do 
supervising duty. 


Captain NORTON: But my point 


/ is that there are two classes of men doing 


exactly the same work—one class receiv- 
ing 20s. and the other 21s. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order ! 
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Captain NORTON : I will put down 
another question. 


Questions. 


DEPTFORD VICTUALLING YARD— 
RUM DRAWERS. 

CaPTAIN NORTON: I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Admiralty whether, 
seeing that men employed at Woolwich 
in drawing off rum receive 6d. a day 
extra pay, which brings their weekly 
wage up to 24s., he will consider the 
advisability of extending similar treat- 
ment to those employed in the Deptford 
Victualling Yard who not only draw off 
but previously blend the rum which is 
dealt with at Woolwich. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: I have no 
information as to what wages are paid 
at Woolwich to men engaged in drawing 
off rum. Labourers when employed 
on the duty in question at Deptford 
receive their ordinary pay without any 
special allowance, and no grounds appear 
to exist for the payment of such an 
allowance. The term‘ blend ” as applied 
to the work performed by these labourers 
seems inappropriate. The process of 
reducing the rum to issuing strength by 
the addition of water is entirely con- 
trolled by a leading man of stores ; and 
the labourers are merely employed in tue 
manual operation of adding such quanti- 
ties of water as he may direct. 


VICTORIA TECHNICAL INSTITUTE 
OF BOMBAY. 
Sirk MANCHERJEE BHOWNAG- 


GREE (Bethnal Green, N.E.): I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for India, 
seeing that the Victoria Technical Insti- 
tute of Bombay is an_ establishment 
carried on at public expense and under 
the management or control of Govern- 
ment, can he state why a mechanical 
engineer is being sent out from Europe 
for the training of students in that 
institution in theoretical and practical 
mechanical engineering at a salary of 
about £300 per annum; and whether 
an engineer fit to give such training 
cannot be secured in India ; and, if not, 


will he state if the Government of India 
contemplates action in the direction of | 
providing such engineering and other 
technical instruction as might supply | 
hereafter teachers of the capacity required 
in the instance mentioned from among 
the people of that country. 
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' THe SECRETARY or STATE ror 

INDIA (Lord G. Hamitton, Middlesex, 
Ealing): I have no information as to any 
request from the Victoria Technical 
Institute that a mechanical engineer may 
be sent out from this country. The 
institute, as my hon. friend is no doubt 
aware, though aided by Government 
funds, is not a Government institution, 
but is administered by a Board. The list 
of teachers appears to show that most of 
them are natives of India. Engineering 
and technical instruction is already 
supported by Government at four engi- 
neering colleges in India, and at several 
technical schools. I have no doubt that, 
among the persons trained in these 
institutions, some will be fit to become 
teachers, although it may still be desir- 
able from time to time to obtain instruc- 
tors irom Europe. 


MANUAL INDUSTRIES OF INDIA- 
MADRAS SCHOOL OF ART. 
Str MANCHERJEE BHOWNAG- 


GREE: I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for India, in view of the fact that 
Mr. Chatterton, of the Mzdras School oi 
Arts, has drawn up a memorandum in 
reference to a project undertaken by the 
Government of India with the view to 
encourage a revival of the indigenous 
manual industries of the country, 
whether he will state what funds are 
intended to be devoted annually for this 
purpose and what are the details of its 
working, and will he place the papers 
relating thereto upon the Table of the 
House. 


Lorp G. HAMILTON : I have seen a 
copy of the memorandum to which my 
hon. friend refers in the newspapers, and 
I believe the question of taking further 
steps for the development and revival of 
ndigenous manual industries in India is 
under the consideration of the Viceroy 
and his colleagues, but I have no official 
information on the subject. When | 
learn the results of the deliberations of 
the Government of India I shall be glad 
to communicate it to my hon. friend. 


FRENCH AND CANADIAN STEAMSHIP 
SERVICE. 

Mr. JAMES LOWTHER (Kent, 

Thanet): I beg to ask the Secretary of 

State for the Colonies whether he has 
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any official information to the effect that 
Tithe Canadian Government, whose con- 





7 cession of a preference of 33} per cent. to 


British goods entering the Dominion has 
far met with no corresponding action 
nthe part of His Majesty's Government, 
is negotiating with the French Republic 
wor the establishment of a subsidised 
steamship service between Canadian 
and French ports. 


Toe SECRETARY or STATE For 
mae COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN, 
Birmingham, W.): I have no official 
information to the effect stated, but a 
direct line of steamers, subsidised by the 
(anadian Government at the rate of 
£10,000 per annum, ran between France 
and Canada during part of last year. 


Me. JAMES LOWTHER: Has the 
right hon. Gentleman any information 
of negotiations between the Dominion of 
Canada and any other foreign Power ? 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : No, Sir. 


MALTA—THE LANGUAGE QUESTION. 
Mr. BOLAND (Kerry, 8.): I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for the Colonies 
whether he is now in a position to lay 
before the House a copy of the correspon- 
dence relating to the Maltese language 
question ; and whether, if he is unable to 
do so before Whitsuntide, he will under- 
take to present it before the Vote on the 
Volonial Estimates is taken. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: Since I 
stated that I hoped to be able to lay the 
correspondence before Whitsuntide I 
have received further despatches, and it 
would be undesirable and contrary to 
precedent to present portions only of a 
correspondence still proceeding. Under 
the circumstances I fear that the present- 
ation of the correspondence must be 
deferred. [will lay the Papers as soon as 
possible, but I cannot at present name 
any particular date. 


FINANCE—INTEREST ON DEFICIENCY 
BOKROWINGS. 

*Mr. McCRAE (Edinburgh, E.): I beg 
to ask Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer 
whether he can state if any portion of the 
interest charged for deficiency borrow- 
ings in the years ended 31st March, 1900 | 
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!and 1901, is included in the interest for 

war expenditure in South Africa ; and, 
if so, whether he can state the amounts 
so charged for the financial years 1900: 
and 1901 respectively. 


THe CHANCELLOR or THe EXCHE- 
QUER (Sir M. Hicks Beacu, Bristol, W.): 
No portion of the interest charged for 
deficiency borrowings for the period 
mentioned in the question is included in 
the interest for war expenditure in South 
Africa. It would be impossible to say 
how much of such borrowing was due to 
war expenditure and how much to 
ordinary expenditure. The amounts paid 
for interest on deficiency advances 
were :—1899-1900, £23,553 3s. 8d.; 
1900-1901, £20,082 3s. 7d. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis): 
Can the right hon. Gentleman say on 
what account these sums were charged ? 


Sir M. HICKS BEACH: They come 
in the interest that appears in the 
accounts of the year. 


COAL TAX. 

Sr JAMES JOICEY (Durham, 
Chester-le-Street): I beg to ask Mr. 
Chancellor of the Exchequer whether 
his attention has been called to a resolu- 
tion, passed unanimously by the Mining 
Association of Great Britain, to the 
effect that to meet the requirements of 
the Government this year, and to give 
time for full inquiry, the money to be 
produced by the tax should be raised this. 
year by a tax on the whole output of the 
Kingdom for last year, and that an im- 
partial tribunal be appointed by Parlia- 
ment invested with the fullest powers to 
consider and report on the advisability 


‘of the proposed tax on export coal, its 


incidence and its probable effects upon 
the coal trade, the workmen employed 
therein, and the country generally ; and 
whether, if such a proposal is submitted 
to him, he will be disposed to consider it 
favourably. 


Mr. JAMES LOWTHER: Before the 
right hon. Gentleman answers the ques- 
tion, may I ask whether it has been 
brought to his knowledge that the 
resolution referred to was submitted to 
the various branch mining associations, 
and that some of them dissented from it ? 
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Sir M. HICKS BEACH: I do not | Wynberg Dodd, at Hammersmith, caused 
think that the facts are quite accurately by a shot from a revolver, the property 
represented in the question. I under- of a private in the Medical Staff Corps 
stand that the Council of the Mining who recently returned from South Afvien- 
Association have made a suggestion of andwhether hewill take any steps to carry 
this kind, the precise nature of which out the recommendation of the coroner's 
I do not quite understand, to their local jury as to the sale, care, and use of fire. 
associations, with the view of consider- ' arms, so as to prevent accidents resulting 
ing the answers that may be received ; from returned soldiers and other persons 
but I have seen it stated that one at any unacquainted with the use of firearms 
rate of these local associations is opposed having them in their possession. 
to it. The hon. Baronet’s question is 
therefore too hypothetical for it to be *THr SECRETARY or STATE ror 
possible for me to reply to it, except by tur HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. 
saying generally that any proposals that Rircute, Croydon): To carry out the 
might be made by the Mining Association recommendation referred to would, even 
on behalf of the whole trade would be if it were practicable, require legislation, 
respectfully considered by His Majesty’s and, as my right hon. friend has said 
Government. several times already this session, it is 

not possible to promise that. 


S.5. * ee ee OF SEAMAN 

Me. NANNETTI (Dublin, College, gs youn (RNG pice 
7 penn sar Sir JOHN LENG (Dundee): I beg 
Green): I beg to ask the President of the t k the Presid a 8 
Board of Trade is he aware that aseaman ° 28K the President of the Board of 
gad ce ae ,, Agriculture whether he will lay upon the 

named Dean was so badly wounded by a Table of the House banat A 
revolver shot, fired by the fourth officer a “had “ aggre me sore um from 
ot the steamship “ Runic” on her last “© +. pgpentan da it ture in Canada 
voyage between Australia and Cape ace sg a eee of the 
Town, that he had to be put in hospital live ~— ig the a orgie ol Canadian 
at Cape Town when the ship arrived at oe Pee a t ca ee ; and 
that port ; and what steps, if any, he has oh “ fa ‘has wedhign ee imposed, 
taken to have this case investigated ; and ‘here has been one case of pleuro-pneu- 
if it is the intention of the Board of Trade ™0™!4 10 the 800,000 Canadian cattle 
to prosecute, will he secure the attend- landed at British ports. 
ance of the seamen who witnessed the 
shooting and are now in Liverpool, but 
will no doubt be at sea again if not sum- 
moned in time. Captain SINCLAIR (Forfarshire) : To 
f ask the President of the Board of Agii- 
Tue PRESIDENT or THe BOARD oF eylture whether His Majesty’s Govern- 
TRADE (Mr. Gerad Barour, Leeds, ment and the Board of Agriculture have 
Central): I am in communication with yeceived and considered the memo- 
the owners of the “ Runic,” and have yandum recentlyannounced asdespatched 
seen extracts from the official log with by, and containing the protest of, the 
regard to the occurrence to which the Government of the Dominion of Canada 
hon. Member refers. I understand that against the continued exclusion from 
the vessel is expected to arrive at Liver- British ports of Canadian live cattle ; if so, 
pool to-day, when further inquiry shall whether he can now state the substance 
be made, and the matter, if necessary, | of the reply or indicate the policy of His 
placed in the hands of the police. | Majesty’s Government ; and whether 

| papers will be laid upon the Table. 
REGULATION OF USE OF FIREARMS, | 

Mr. M‘DERMOTT (Kilkenny, N.): I! *THe PRESIDENT or tue BOARD 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for the or AGRICULTURE (Mr. Hanpury, 
Home Department if his attention has Preston): Perhaps I may answer this 
been called to the circumstances at- and Question 36 at the same time. No 
tending the recent death of William | such memorandum has as yet been 
| 


The following Question (36) also stood 
on the Paper— 
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593 Questions. 
received. There were various cases of | 
pleuro-pneumonia between the imposi- | 
ss of the embargo in 1893 and the legis- | 
lation of 1896. Since that time no cases | 
have been discovered, but, of course, 
there has not been the same necessity | 
to make the same close examination of | 
the lungs of slaughtered animals. 


ARBITRATIONS UNDER THE 
gAGRICULTURAL HOLDINGS ACT 
Mr. LAMBERT (Devonshire, South | 

Molton): I beg to ask the President of the 
Board of Agriculture if he will state 
in how many cases have the Board of | 
Agriculture been asked to exercise, and 
ave exercised, their powers of appointing 
an arbitrator or umpire to settle disputes 
between landlord and tenant under the 
provisions of the Second Schedule of the 
Agricultural Holdings Act, 1900. 


*Mr. HANBURY: Ten applications | 
have been made to us to appoint arbi- 
trators or umpires under the provisions 
of the Second Schedule to the Agricul- 
tural Holdings Act, 1900. Two of these 
applications were subsequently with- | 
drawn. Appointments have been made 
in three cases. 


{CE CREAMS IN LONDON—PTOMAINE 
POISONING. 

Mr. THOMAS DEWAR (Tower Ham- 
lets, St. George’s): I beg to ask the 
President of the Local Government 
Board whether he is aware that at an 
inquest held at Hackney on the 2nd May 
on a boy who died from  ptomaine | 
poisoning, the coroner remarked that the | 
ice cream purchased at street barrows | 
had caused several deaths in London, and | 
that the symptoms had been the same in | 
this case ; and in view of the large sale | 
of such articles in East London, will he | 
say whether the inspectors take any steps | 
to secure the occasional analysis of eat- 
ables of this description when hawked 
in the streets. 


*ToHe PRESIDENT or tHe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. WALTER 


Lona, Bristol, S.): I have seen a news- | 


paper report of the inquest referred to. 
The London County Council, some time 
since, caused special inquiry to be made 
into the conditions under which 
creams are prepared and _ sold, 


ice- 
and 
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|, BILLINGHAY INFANT SCHOOL, 


| Northwich) : 


| ten cases per cent. 
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analyses of samples of this article have 
from time to time been made by the 
sanitary authorities in London. T am 
not, however, able to state whether 
recent action has been taken on the 
subject. 


COLNSHIRE—EXCESSIVE CANING. 
Sirk JOHN BRUNNER (Cheshire, 
I beg to ask the Vice- 
President of the Committee of Council 
on Education whether it has been re- 
ported to him that in the punishment 
book of the Billinghay Board Infant 
School, Lincolnshire, 378 cases of corporal 


| punishment were recorded as having 


occurred between 12th November, 1900, 
and 12th February, 1901, making, on 
an average attendance of seventy-eight, 
daily ; and, if so, 
whether he has taken, or intends to 
take, any action in the matter. 


THe VICE-PRESIDENT or Tue 
BOARD or EDUCATION (Sir J. Gorst, 
Cambridge University): My attention 
was called by the officers of the Board 
of Education to the excessive caning in 
this infants’ school. The punishment 
book was sent for ; but it proved that a 
new book had been commenced on Feb- 
ruary 13th, and that on the old book 
(which had been taken away by the 
inspector) being returned it had been 
destroyed. The new book disclosed the 
punishment of caning to have been in- 
flicted for very trivial offences in eighteen 


'eases during the fortnight which the 


new record covered. The managers 
have been warned that the grant will be 
withdrawn if such a state of things is 
| not remedied. 


BOARD OF EDUCATION-—-WOMEN 
SUB-INSPECTORS. 


Mr. YOXALL: I beg to ask the Vice- 


| President of the Committee of Council on 


Education, seeing that the women sub- 
inspectors employed by the Board of 
Education have recently all been promoted 
to be junior inspectors, with advancement 
in status, pay, and rate of allowances, 
whether the same promotion is to be 
extended to the men _ sub-inspectors, 
and if not, can he explain why similar 
treatment is not given tothem; whether 
appointments to the junior inspectorate 








(Questions. 
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are to be limited, wholly or partly, to | question on the Paper, I beg to say that 


persons who have graduated, or have 
passed examinations equal to graduation 
at the universities of Oxford or Cam- 
bridge ; and will he lay upon the Table 
the regulations to be in force for appoint- 
ments to the inspectorate of schools. 


Sir J. GORST: The women sub- 
inspectors have never been regarded by 
the Board of Education as belonging 
to the same category as the men sub- 
inspectors. 
promotion to inspectorships. It is not 
intended to restrict the choice of junior 
inspectors to any particular class. The 
responsibility of the Lord President 
for making these appointments cannot 
be limited by regulations previously laid 
on the Table of the House. 


EDUCATION CODE, 1901-—-COOKERY 
AND COTTAGE GARDENING. 

Mr. MORRELL (Oxfordshire, Wood- 
stock): I beg to ask the Vice-President 
of the Committee of Council on Educa- 
tion whether, having regard to the 
requirements of parents of children in 
rural schools, the prevalence of mixed 
schools in rural districts, and the early 
withdrawal of children from the day 
school, he will give reconsideration 
to the N.B. at the end of Article 101, 
Code 1901, under which no attendance 
at a class for cookery or cottage gardening 
made by scholars under tw elve years of 
age after March 31, 1902, will be taken 
into account for the purposes of any 
grant under Article 101, g. k.; and 
allow a grant for scholars of eleven and 
over, instead of twelve and over; and 
for boys and girls alike, both in cookery 
and cottage gardening, and a grant for 
boys of eleven and over for manual 
instruction, instead of twelve and over, 
as in Schedule 9. 

I beg also to ask whether the Board of 
Education will consider a grant for 
cottage gardening for scholars of eleven 
and over in cases where the circum- 
stances of the school in the opinion of 
the inspector make it desirable that 
horticulture, under Article 15 (b) ii, 
should be taken up. 


Sir J. GORST : 
supplemental question, 
consider that point. 


With regard to the | 
I will carefully | 
In reply to the | 


The latter are eligible for | 


it is not intended to raise the age for 
grants in cookery, etc., till the ¢ Code of 
1902. Meanwhile careful consideration 
will be given to all representations made 
to the Board of Education. The sug- 
gestion is made entirely on educational 
grounds and in the interest of the 
children. There is no intention of lower- 
ing the age for grants in manual instrue- 
tion. 


PENSIONS IN THE POST OFFICE. 
Mr. LABOUCHERE (Northampton) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary to the Tre; asury, 


as representing the yor ge or General, 


“ofticials of the Post Office ; 


whether there is any, and, what, 
regulation in regard to pensions held by 
and, 


SO, 


seeing 


that the postmaster of Bristol has a 


of 
post- 


pension of £460, the postmaster 
Hastings a pension of £460, the 
master of Manchester a pension, the 
nautical assistant in the office of the 
Secretary of the Post Office a pension 
of £185 10s., and the officer in charge 
of eastern mails of India and Australia a 
pension of £69, whether x.ny deduction is 
made in consequence in their salaries; 
if so, will he state the amount. 


THe FINANCIAL wechemeagmen TO 
THE TREASURY (Mr. Austen CHAMBER- 
LAIN, Worcestershire, E.): There are 
two regulations bearing on the point 
raised :—(1) Act 4 and 5 William IV., 
Cap. 24, Section 20, elie which the 
salary and pension of a civil servant 
when re-employed must not exceed the 
amount of his former pay. The dedue- 
tions under this Act are made from the 
pensions, not from the salaries of the 
officers affected. Thus, the postmaster 
of Bristol suffers a deduction of £200 
from his full pension of £600, and the 
postmaster of Hastings a deduction of 
£40 from his full pension of £500. No 
deduction is at present necessary in the 
ease of the assistant surveyor whose 
emoluments do not as yet exceed his 
former pay. (2) The second authority 
is found in the rules applicable to naval 


|or military pensioners holding a civil 
| employment of profit, drawn up by the 


Treasury under Section 6 of the Super- 
annuation Act of 1887. Under these 
rules, the nautical assistant in the Secre- 
tary’s office, and the officer in charge 
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of eastern mails suffer, an abatement of | be punished by the receiving telegraphist 
10 per cent. from their civil emoluments. | performing extra duty without pay ; 
whether any steps are to be taken with 
POSTMEN’S WALKS IN NOTLINGHAM. | a view to discover whether it may be the 
Mr. YOXALL: I beg to ask the| forwarding operator who is at fault ; 
Secretary to the Treasury, as repre-| Whether the Postmaster General, with 
senting the Postmaster General, whether | a view to secure efficient working of the 
he can arrange for the vacancies on | telegraphs, will direct that in future no 
postmen’s walks at Nottingham to be learners, paid or unpaid, shall be em- 
exhibited on the notice board in the letter | ployed in the transmission of the public 
carriers’ room, with a view to the senior | work, the more so that by the new order 
men having the first choice, as the prac- referred to loss might be caused to the 
tice has been for years at centres such as efficient staff; and whether it has 
London, Edinburgh, Glasgow, Bristol, been duly considered whether the in- 
Brighton, Liverpool, Sheffield, Birming- | fliction of extra duty without pay is 
ham, Hull, Dublin, and Belfast ; whether | equivalent to a fine, and may be illegal, 
in the public interest, he can abolish | unless consented to by the staff on enter- 
the practice of appointing men by rota- ing the Post Office service, or entering 
tion on different walks in diverse parts on the duties of a telegraphist. 


of the town, and thus avoid the confusion at a 2 oe 
experienced under existing arrange- p Mr. A eae gimp ‘ po 
ments; and whether he can arrange the | * S*master ‘xeneral presumes that the 
duties in such a manner that the Tweed order to which the hon. Member refers 
‘ s « « « a . a 
- ‘ x > > ree r 23170 y > 3 > 
mouth recommendation of nine hours of ‘re 7 Pose by bo wes 
: » Centr: cpa ear 
rest at home out of the twenty-four may 0 "He Ventral telegraph a 
be carried into effect ; * ing certain errors which have been of 
‘ frequent occurrence. Due enquiry is 
Mr \USTEN CHAMBERLAIN - always made in such cases with a view 
« ve Fa J} + Aa J rhs 4 - . oe es . 
_ : > Em xing e responsil J tor pe Ss 
The practice of advertising such vacan- sd ml — fe yg the 
cies on a notice board does not exist at rs a 1 ete ania wdaka 1 of the 
most of the towns mentioned, nor is it | *¢Staph department is that no learner 
necessary in order to secure that the | be employed in the transmission of 
Hc . J / € . . . 
diator saen should tare ths Geet choice | PA ets roam —— = ol ped 
. | ing a satisfactory test. 1e answer to 
in regard to any vacant walk. At | 1s — ‘ 3 — : 
present it is a matter of local arrange ‘the latter part of the hon. Member’s 
Se . « c c a € r . . . > . ry 
ment in each case, and it is proposed to : algae eee the affirmative. The 
allow it to remain so. The system of Postmaster General sees no reason for 
~ . | sarc y > 2 etTICA “TA. 
employing men partly on outer walks | Y°"Y'S the practice referred to. 
and partly on inner walks was adopted ae pea 2 
— sexieweete. CENSUS—POPULATION OF SCOTLAND. 


at Nottingham to prevent any postman | shite i pees ; 
being obliged to walk an excessive | Mr. JOHN ELLIS (Nottinghamshire, 


distance. No confusion is caused by it, | Rusheliffe) : I beg to ask the Lord 

and it is proposed to continue it. The | Advocate for Scotland whether he shige 

duties are arranged as far as possible ® position to state the population of Scot- 

with the view of allowing each man land at the recent Census. 

nine hours rest per diem, and in the *Tue LORD ADVOCATE (Mr. A. 

few cases in which it has not yet been Gpayam Murray, Buteshire): I am 

possible to secure this end, measures are} informed by the Registrar General for 

being taken to secure it. Scotland that approximately, and subject 

to corrections after the Census returns 

PUNISHMENT FOR TELEGRAPHISTS’ | have been thoroughly examined, the 

ERRORS. | population of Scotland at the Census day 
Mr. SCHWANN: I beg tc ask the | may be given as 4,471,957. 

Secretary to the Treasury, as represent- | 

ing the Postmaster General, whether | CENSUS—SCOTTISH ENUMERATORS’ 

his attention has been directed to an | PAY. 

order issued to the telegraph staff,| Mr. CALDWELL (Lanarkshire, Mid) : 

stating that errors in certain words will I beg to ask the Lord Advocate whether 


VOL. XCIV. [FouRTH SERIEs.] Y 
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he is aware that Census enumerators in 
Scotland are complaining of not having 
received payment of the money due to 
them for Census work, and whether he 
can state when payment is likely to be 
made. 


Questions. 


*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: The 
Census accounts for all Scotland are 
necessarily voluminous, and their ex- 
amination and audit is obviously a work 
of very serious dimensions. I am, 
however, informed by the Registrar 
General that the accounts to the amount 
of one-third for all Scotland have been 
examined and settled, and that every 
effort will be made to complete the 
settlement as soon as possible consistently 
with the requirements of a proper exami- 
nation 


REFRESHMENT ARRANGEMENTS FOR 
LATE SITTINGS. 


Mr. MALCOLM § (Suffolk, Stow- 
market): I beg to ask the hon. and 


gallant Member for the Epping Division, 
a3 Chairman of the Kitchen Committee, 
whether he will undertake to see that, 
on such evenings as the 12 o'clock rule 
is suspended, arrangements are made 
by which Members desiring supper in 
the House shall be able to obtain it. 


CoLtoneL LOCKWOOD (Essex, Ep- 
ping): Asa rule supper is only provided 
when a late sitting of the House is ex- 
pected, but if hon. Members will com- 
municate with the manager on any 
evening when the 12 o'clock rule is sus- 
pended, by 11 p.m., every endeavour will 
be made to meet their convenience. 


BUSHEY PARK—REFRESHMENT 
KIOSK. 

Mr. THOMAS DEWAR: I beg to ask 
the First Commissioner of Works, having 
regard to the fact that during the summer 
months a number of persons, chiefly 
from London, visit Hampton Court 
Palace, will he consider the advisability 


of erecting in that part of Bushey Park | 


adjacent to the gardens a small refresh- 
ment kiosk similar to that in Kew 
(;ardens, 


Tne FIRST COMMISSIONER or 
WORKS (Mr. Akers Dovc.as, Kent, 
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must point out to him that there are 
this year no available funds for such a 
purpose. 


RENTS ON THE WARDEN ESTATE, 
CO. KERRY. 

Mr. BOLAND: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
{reland whether he is aware that the 
rent of Patrick Sullivan, residing at 
Derryleigh, on the Warden estate, Sneem, 
county Kerry, was fixed by the sub- 
commission in 1882 at £21 15s., the 
previous rent having been £23; that in 
1898 the second term rent was fixed hy 
the sub-commission at £19 14s.; and 
that recently the valuators, acting jor 
the head commission, have raised the 
rent to £22 15s., an increase of £1 over 
the rent originally fixed in 1882; is he 
aware that one of the valuators was one 
of the sub-commissioners in 1882. and 
has now, after a lapse of nineteen years, 
in spite of the fall in agricultural prices 
and the rise in the price of labour, ap- 
praised the rent at £1 in excess of his 
previous valuation; and will he say 
whether he proposes to take steps in this 
case, 


Tue CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. Wynpbpram, Dover): An 
appeal is pending in the case referred to, 
and this being so, I am precluded from 
making any statement on it. 


AGRICULTURAL — INSTRUCTION — IN 

MUNSTER—MALLOW CONFERENCE. 

Mr. FLYNN: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland if his attention has been called 
to the proceedings at a conference in 
Mallow on the 14th inst. between the 
representatives of the Department of 
Agriculture and Technical Instruction 
‘and delegates from the county councils 
of Munster and from the Munster Dairy 
School, in reference to the provision for 
agricultural instruction in Munster ; is 
| he aware that a resolution was passed at 
the conference to the effect that there 
should be no unnecessary delay in giving 
effect to the provisions of the Act of 
| 1899, Section 16, Sub-section (1), which 
has allocated a capital sum of £10,000 
to extend the Munster Dairy School and 


| 


St. Augustine’s): I will gladly consider! Agricultural Institute ; and whether, in 


the suggestion of my hon. friend; but 





view of the result of this conference, and 
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of the fact that the Cork County Council ‘a sick child whom he found in charge of 
has voted a sum of £1,000 a year towards a pauper inmate. There is no apartment 
the upkeep of the institute, immediate available for the nurse in the workhouse, 
steps will be taken by the Department to and she has obtained temporary accom- 
give effect to the above-mentioned pro-| modation in a hotel outside. I am 


visions of the Act of 1899. making further inquiry in the matter. 
Mr. WYNDHAM: No unnecessary — GRANARD UNION—LABOURERS’ 
delay will take place in giving effect to COTTAGES. 
the conclusions arrived at. ' Mr. J. P. FARRELL: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 


AN TIRCHASE IN COUNTY : . 
LAND gf oc COUNTY Ireland whether he is aware that, in 


. : ' Bg r, 1899, the Granard Rural Dis- 
Mr. J. P. FARRELI October, 1899, the G 1 Rural D 
Mr. J. P. FARRELL (Longford, N.) : trict C il ad ad ¢ 2] 2 1 ] 
K ide to nak tha Chiat Bieter t6.< rict Council adopted a scheme under the 
edd iieakied - of I “se 8 0 te Labourers (Ireland) Acts to provide for 
eae li rg iti crea Now many the erection of 150 houses for labourers 
cases of land purchase are now pending jn Granard Union, but that only fifty of 
from county Longford ; can he give the f 3 as Gee 
Hdl is these have been passed ; and will he, as 
number of estates sold, and the number 1a then seeuind the Lesiniaed teacak Dike 
" ans 5] r av sy > I GF re aan 5 . ; % 
of tenants who have become peasant Council, be prepared to direct the Local 
proprietors ; and whether he can state <a 
sikdlRil adiaie lily depict Rows 48 Government Board to receive further 
A esd or yearn rnin a —— oe “a representations, without cost to the rate- 
ra eo grnig fi oe the ate eee . a ‘© payers, with a view to including in the 
AC J of or 2 4 se - Z we °° 
let oan # iat , an or com- new order about fifty additional houses, 
2 sales i 2 & ° 2 a . 
ea ee provided the Granard Rural District 
Council can satisfy them that these 
houses are absolutely necessary. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: 2,718 applications 
for loans under the various Land Pur- 
chase Acts were received from the county!) Mr. WYNDHAM: The scheme pro- 
Longford to the end of last month. posed 113 cottages and forty-one allot- 
Loans have been sanctioned in 2,227 ments: thirty-eight cottages and twenty- 
cases ; 89 cases are pending; and 402 six allotments were approved. Forty- 
applications were refused. No request four representations were informal, and 
has been received in the Land Commission although this was explained to the 
under the 40th Section of the Act of council no steps were taken to amend 
1896. the representations. Under the cireum- 
stances a new scheme is necessary, and a 
GRANARD UNION-—TRAINED NURSE fresh inquiry essential. 

Mr. J. P. FARRELL: I beg to ask the > : 

Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of a ee 
Ireland will he explain on what grounds 
the Local Government Board have re- 
quired the medical officer of Granard 
Union to employ a trained nurse at) Mr. WYNDHAM: I have said a new 
£1 11s. 6d. a week to nurse a baby whom | scheme is necessary. 

he found in charge of a pauper inmate ; | 

ishe aware that the nurse in question LONGFORD RURAL DISTRICT COUN- 
refused to live in the workhouse and | ChE er ea sane 
took a room in the principal hotel in| Mr. J. P. FARRELL: I beg to ask 
Granard ; and can he state when such | the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
orders of the Local Government Board | tenant of Ireland whether he is aware 
will be withdrawn. | that in October. 1899, the Longford 
Rural District Council adopted repre- 

Mr. WYNDHAM: The Local Govern- | sentations for the building of over 100 
ment Board did not require the medical | new labourers’ cottages and _ providing 
officer to employ a nurse at the remunera- | seventy-six labourers with additional 
tion stated. The master was directed by | half-acre plots ; that, after the lapse of 
the medical officer to procure a nurse for | @ year, an Inquiry was held by Captain 


Y2 


hon. Gentleman has already promised 
that the Local Government Board will 
consider such cases as these. 
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Connellan, Local Government Board 
inspector, whose report has only just 
now been issued ; and that of this large 
number of houses and plots applied for 
barely one third has been granted ; will 
he state whose fault it is that such is the 
case ; and whether the Local Govern- 
ment Board are prepared to consider, 
without additional cost to the ratepayers 
or ineurring further legal costs, the 
advisability of issuing a supplementary 
order for the erection of thirty-five 
additional houses and the granting of 
thirty additional half-acre plots on the 
evidence already before it. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The scheme of the 
district council was not received by 
the Local Government Board until the 
24th September last. The inquiry was 
held on the 13th December. The grounds 
upon which the inspector reported 
against a number of the applications 
have been communicated in detail to 
the district council. If the council con- 
siders it can establish a for the 
thirty-five additional houses and thirty 
additional half-acres it can make a new 
scheme for the purpose. The cost 
would be inconsiderable. Any other 
eourse would delay the issue of the 
existing Provisional Order. 


Questions. 


case 


Mr. J. P. FARRELL: Is the right 
hon. Gentleman aware that the cost in 
all these very considerable ? 
Seeing that he has promised——- 

*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
hon. Member cannot argue the question. 


eases 1s 


Me. J. P. FARRELL: I will put down 
another. 


LAND (IRELAND) ACT, 1896, 
SECTION 40. 

Mr. LUNDON (Limerick, E.): I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he in- 
tends during this session, and, if so, 
how soon, to introduce legislation dealing 
with the estates in Ireland which come 
under the scope of the 40th Section 
of the Land Act of 1896; whether he 
will take steps to provide that the un- 
controlled action of mortgagees and 
ineumbraneers on these estates should 
not render almost useless the beneficial 


tendency of the 40th Section ; and 





{COMMONS} 


| 





604 


whether the block in the court will be 


Questions. 


/ removed so as to afford relief to both 


landlord and tenant. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I cannot antici- 
pate by way of question and answer 
statements which are proper to a motion 
for leave to introduce a Bill. 


IRISH INDUSTRIAL SCHOOLS. 

Mr. DELANY (Queen's County, 
Ossory): I beg to ask the Chief Secre 
tary to the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland 
whether, considering the fact that the 
effect of the circular of the Lord Lieu- 
tenant of October, 1898, has been to 
reduce committals to Irish industrial 
schools by 28 per cent., the Govern- 
ment will consider the advisability of 
compensating the owners or managers 
of those schools for the loss to vested 
interests entailed, particularly as those 
schools are mainly in the hands of 
religious communities and worked for 
charitable purposes. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: No, Sir. 


KNOCALLASSA GRAZING FARM 
DISTURBANCE. 

Mr. O’7DOWD (Sligo, 8.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
aware that two young men named 
Leonard were, while returning from 
divine service at Riverstown, county 
Sligo, on Sunday, the 3rd February last, 
assaulted by the caretaker of Knocallassa 
grazing farm, a man named M‘Guinness, 
and his two sons ; that Joseph Leonard, 
who witnessed the scene at a distance, 
sueceeded in making peace, all parties 
going to their respective homes, but that 
afterwards M‘Guinness followed these 
young men and renewed the attack, 
one of them firing a shot from a gun 
at Joseph Leonard when six yards 
distant, the pellets tearing his clothes, 
and that he was only prevented from 
firing again by the gun being taken 
from him and broken; and whether 
this M‘Guinness holds a gun licence, and 
whether the police have arrested or 
prosecuted M‘Guinness for this conduct ; 
if not, will they be instructed to do so. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: M‘Guin- 


ness, who is alleged to have discharged 
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the gun at Leonard, 
under the Peace Preservation Act. 


{20 May 1901} 


is not licensed | Castle or in the Department of the Local 
He| Government Board of 
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the adoption 


was arrested by the police, and has been|of the bye-laws mentioned in the first 


returned for trial at the assizes on the | paragraph. 
There | paragraph, it contains an abstract ques- 


charge of firing at the person. 


With reference to the second 


are other proceedings arising out of | tion of law depending on the construction 


the occurrence awaiting 
investigation, and in the circumstances 
I cannot make any further statement 
in the matter. 


LAND JUDGE'S COURT—SALARIES 
OF RECEIVERS. 

Mr. FFRENCH (Wexford, 8.): I beg | 

to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord | 

Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 


aware that the salaries of the receivers, | 


the officers in the Land Judge’s Court, 
and the solicitors on each estate are paid | 
out of the estates in the Land Judge’s 
Court, and seeing that such a system of | 
payment delays or prevents sales, only | 
slow progress being made in the sale of 
such estates, the Government will en- 
deavour to devise some other method 
of payment. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Yes, Sir, but the 
change suggested would involve an ad- 
dition to charges on public funds, which 


are already very heavy in resp:ct of land | 


purchase. [am assured that the present 
method of remuneration does not entail | 
delay. [ cannot discuss previous or future | 
legislation. 


BOYLE TOWN COMMISSIONERS’ 
BYE LAWS. 

Mr. TULLY (Leitrim, 8.): I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant | 
of Ireland whether r any record exists at | 
Vublin Castle or in the offices of the Local | 
Government Board as to bye-laws having 
heen adopted at any time by the Boyle | 
town Commissioners under the Towns 
Improvement (Ireland) Act, 
anv of the Acts incorporated therewith ; 
and whether he can state if the Boyle 
fown Commissioners can make regu- | 
lations as to fairs and markets under 
Sub-section 2, Section 21 of the Public 
Health (Ireland) Act, 1896. 


Tae ATTORNEY GENERAL For) 
IRELAND (Mr. Atkinson, London- | 
derry, N.): At the request of my right 


hon. friend I will reply to this question. 
There are no records either at Dublin 


1854, or | 


magisterial of several statutes in no w ay affecting 


the Executive Government, and I must 
| respectfully decline to answer it. 


| CENSUS—POPU LATION OF IRELAND. 
| Mr. JOHN ELLIS: [ beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether he is in a position 
|to state the total population of Ireland 
}at the recent census. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The population 
was 4,456,546. These figures show, I 
regret to say, a decrease of 5:3 per cent. 
| as ‘compared with the population in 1891. 
But the decrease for the previous decade 
was 9°08 per cent., and the number of 
emigrants for the last decade was 50 per 
cent. lower than the number in the 

preceding decade. 


Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN (Kilkenny) : 
Do you propose to alter the policy in 
‘Ireland which has caused this decrease 
of population ? 
Mr. WYNDHAM: We are 
‘every effort in that direction. 
| INNS 


| 


making 


QUAY, DUBLIN, POST OFFICE. 
| Mr. NANNETTI: I beg to ask the 
| Secretary to the Treasury, as repre- 
| senting the Postmaster General, if he is 
|aware of the inconvenience caused to 
| solicitors and others by the closing of the 
| post office at Inns Quay, Dublin, and that 
complaints have been made of the absence 
lof any place to post letters along the 
juays except in the hall of the Four 
| Courts, which is closed at an hour unsuit- 
able to solicitors and other professional 
;;men, who require to post their letters 
| later in the evening ; w hether his atten- 
‘tion has been directed to a memorial 
| signed by influential people and solicitors, 
'on behalf of a lady who carries on a 
istationery business at Upper Ormond 
| Quay, asking for the opening of a post 
office at “her establishment ; and 
whether the Postmaster General will 
grant the prayer of the memorial in view 
of the inconvenience caused by the 
closing of the post office referred to above. 
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Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: | friend is an exceedingly ingenious one, 


No complaints have been received of 
inconvenience caused by the closing of | 
the Inn’s Quay office, Dublin. A me- 
morial such as that described was _ re- 
ceived, but the person therein recom- 
mended was not eligible for appointment, 
inasmuch as she did not reside on the 
premises in which she carried on business, 
and was merely a weekly tenant. Ar- 
rangements have now been made for an 
ottice to replace the Inn’s Quay office, and 
a sub-postmistress has been appointed. 


CORK POST OFFICE—EXCHANGE OF 
DUTIES. 

Mr. J. F. X. O'BRIEN (Cork): 1 
beg to ask the Secretary to the Trea- 
sury, as representing the Postmaster 
General, whether the same facilities for 
exchange of duties as are allowed in the 
sorting office, Cork, could be extended 
to the telegraph department ; whether 
he is aware that exchanges were refused 
in the latter department recently, al 
though no inconvenience would have 
been caused to the department thereby, 
and would have been of convenience to 
their staff; and will instructions to 
sanction and regulate such exchanges 
he now issued to the Cork post office 
authorities, and to give reasons for any 
future case of refusal. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: All 
reasonable facilities for exchange of 
duties are allowed in the telegraph 
utlice as well as in the sorting office at 
Cork, but it is necessary that applications 
for exchange should be made in good 
time and on grounds that can be recog- 
nised. In two instances recently such 
applications have been refused, because 
in one case sufficient notice was not given 
and in the other no adequate grounds 
were stated by the applicant. 


QUESTIONS IN PARLIAMENT. 

Mr. RANDLES (Cumberland, Cocker- 
mouth): I beg to ask the First Lord of 
the Treasury whether he will consider 
the desirability of making arrangements 
ior questions to be asked at the con- 
clusion of public business or at eleven 
o'clock instead of before public business. 


Tae FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- | 
SURY (Mr. A. J. Batrour, Manchester, 


E.): I think the suggestion of my hon. | 





and if, or perhaps I ought to say when, 
the subject of questions comes to be 
considered by the House in a practical 
shape this suggestion should have atten- 
tion. 

Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: May I 
suggest that it might be desirable to 
hold a special sitting of the House for 
questions, say, at half-past nine in the 
morning. 


PRESERVATION OF LOCAL RECORDS. 
*Mr. BULL (Hammersmith): I beg 
to ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
whether the Government intend to 
take any steps to ensure the better 
preservation of local records in order 
to prevent the destruction and falsifica- 
tion of wills, parish registers, and other 
records, such as the recent Shipway case 
demonstrates can in their present custody 
be perpetrated ; and, if no scheme has 
been decided upon, will the Government 
take steps in conjunction with local 
authorities to gradually establish suit- 
able local records for counties or groups 
of counties in convenient centres, similar 
in their scope to the Register House at 
Edinburgh or the Record Office at 
Dublin ; and can he state whether the 
Treasury Committee appointed in 1900 
to consider the better preservation of 
local records has yet made any report 
thereon ; if not, when will such report be 
made. }7} i 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The investiga- 
tions of this Committee are far advanced, 
but its final Report has been delayed 
owing to the lamented death of the late 
Bishop of London. Still, I understand 
that it is likely to be published before 
the end of the session. 


CHINESE INDEMNITY. 

Mr. HARWOOD (Bolton): I beg to 
ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
whether the sum to be exacted from 
China by the Powers exceeds the ex- 
penses to which those Powers have been 
put, and whether the Government will 
do its best to secure such arrangements 
for the payment of that sum as will 
be least injurious to the trade between 
this country and China. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: In reply to this 
question, I have to say that the sum to 
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be asked by this country from China is 
based entirely upon the expenses actually 
incurred. I cannot give any detailed 
information as to the course taken by 
other Powers. As to the last part of 
the hon. Member’s question, we have 
had the consideration present to his 


mind very much before us in determining , 


the policy we ought to pursue. 


HOUSING OF THE WORKING 

CLASSES IN LONDON. 
*Mr. CHAPLIN (Lincolnshire, Slea- 
ford): I beg to ask the First Lord of the 
Treasury if his attention has been called 
to the difficulties which arise, under 
Standing Order 22, in the making of 
tramways in London in order to facilitate 
the housing of the working classes ; and, 
whether, having regard to the pledges 
which were given by the Government in 
relation to that subject during the last 
Parliament, immediately before its close, 
the Government propose at an early 
opportunity to take measures to give 
effect to those pledges. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Iam not aware 
ot any specific pledge of the nature re- 
ferred to, though of course there are 
strong arguments in favour of the course 
my right hon. friend wishes to see 
adopted. I ought to remind my right 
hon. friend that, even if we effected an 
alteration in the Standing Orders, that 
alteration would not complete the reform 
he desires to see carried out—legislation 
would be required in addition. 


*Mr. CHAPLIN: Is my right hon. 
friend not aware, or has he forgotten, 
that on the Third Reading of the 
Housing of the Working Classes Bill, 
and with the sanction of my colleagues, 
I gave such a pledge on behalf of the 











Government myself ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I have not 
that in my memory, and my attention 
has not been called to the fact. 


COMMITTEE ON MUNICIPAL 
TRADING. 


Mr. KIMBER (Wandsworth): I beg 
to ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
whether he is now able to say when he 
will propose the reappointment of the 
Committee on Municipal Trading, having 
regard to any useful purpose during the 
present 


session. 
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Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I should like 
to see the Committee reappointed, but 
I may point out that there are one or two 
Committees of an even less controversial 
nature which we have been prevented 
reappointing this session by the action 
of hon. Gentlemen who take objection 
after twelve o'clock. 


Questions. 


BEER BILL. 

*Mr. CHAPLIN: I beg to ask the First 
Lord of the Treasury if his attention has 
been directed to a memorial addressed 
to him, on the 23rd of April last, on 
behalf of a great number of members of 
both parties in the House of Commons, 
praying that facilities might be given to 
refer the Beer Bill to a Grand Com- 
mittee, by the concession of an hour of 
the time at the disposal of the Govern- 
ment, and whether he will accede to that 
request. 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: My attention 
has been called to the memorial of 23rd 
April. Ido not think it is desirable at 
the moment to give any other answer 
than that already given to similar ques- 
tions. The time of the session has not 
come when it is usual or convenient to 


make any definite statement on the 
subect. 
GIBRALTAR WORKS —THE RECENT 


INQUIRY. 

Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON : I beg 
to ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
whether he can now give the House any 
information as to the result of the recent 
inquiry into the naval works at Gib - 
raltar. 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I am not ina 
position to do that, but I can assure the 
hon. Gentleman that due notice will be 
given of any alteration of policy on the 
part of the Government. 

Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: Can the 
right hon. Gentleman give any indication 
as to when the House will have informa- 
tion ? 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I imagine 
that it will not be a very long time, but 
I cannot give my hon. friend the day or 
the hour. 


CHURCH DISCIPLINE BILL. 
Mr. CHARLES M ARTHUR (Liver- 


‘pool, Exchange): I beg to ask the First. 
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Lord of the Treasury whether, seeing | 


that the House is to adjourn over 5th 
June,on which day the Church Discipline 
Bill is set down for Second Reading, he 
can state whether the Government 
intend to introduce any legislation for 
the suppression of illegal practices in the 
Church of England, or to afford any 
facilities for dealing with this matter 
during the present session. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR : It is quite true 
the Bill to which my hon. friend refers 
is put down for the 5th June, bu tit does 
not stand first order ; it is second to the 
Deceased Wife’s Sister Bill, and my hon. 
friend has sufficient experience of the 
House of Commons to know that the 
second Order will not have the remotest 
chance of coming on upon that day. I 
do not think it is possible to provide the 
special facilities for a debate such as the 
hon. Member desires to see initiated. 


Mr. CHARLES M‘ARTHUR: I shall 


{COMMONS} 


call attention to the subject on the motion | 


for adjournment for the Whitsuntide 
recess. 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 
Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN | 
(Stirling Burghs): It would be con- 


venient to hon. Members to know if the 
Government intend to take Supply after 
12 o'clock. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Yes, Sir, we do. 


Mr. JAMES LOWTHER: With re- 
gard to the arrangements for the debate 
on the Second Reading of the Finance 
Bill, can the right hon. Gentleman say 
whether facilities will be afforded fora 
general discussion, in addition to that 
on the Amendment of the right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for East Wolver- 
hampton ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: It is my hope 
that the debate on the Second Reading 
of the Finance Bill will 
Tuesday ; but, if not, Thursday is at the 
disposal of the House. 1 do not pledge 
myself, however, not to put down the 
motion for the holidays as the first Order 
on Thursday. 


Mr. D. A. THOMAS (Merthyr Tyd- 
vil): Will it be competent for hon, 


be ended on! 
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Members to enter upon a general dis- 
cussion on the Amendment ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: That question 


should not be addressed to me. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: It appears to me 
that the Amendment of the right hon. 
Member for East Wolverhampton is one 
that covers the whole ground. 


Srrk H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
If it should be the case that the Amend- 
ment will allow a discussion on all points 
connected with the Finance Bill, will the 
right hon. Gentleman undertake not to 
close the debate before Thursday ? 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR : It does not rest 
with me whether the debate is closed or 
not. Personally, I should hope it will 
finish at seven p.m. to-morrow. That 
will be for the general convenience of 
Members; but if the House insists on 
going on, Thursday is at its disposal. 


NEW BILL. 


PURCHASE OF LAND (IRELAND). 

THe CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. WynpbHAM, Dover): I beg 
leave to move to introduce a Bill to 
amend Sub-section 1 of Section 9 of the 
Purchase of Land (Ireland) Act, 1891, 
and Sub-section 2 of Section 43 of the 
Land Law (Ireland) Act, 1896. I can 
explain what the Bill is in very few 
words. It is almost of greater import- 
ance to explain what the Bill is not. 
The Bill is not the measure mentioned 
in the gracious Speech from the Throne. 
The general object of that measure | have 
already indicated to the House. It is to 


| extend the facilities for, and consequently 


to increase the pace of, voluntary purchase 
in Ireland. This Bill is not a substitute 
for such a measure. Still less is it a 
dilatory proposal brought in to justify 
any delay in bringing forward the 
measure referred to in the Speech from 
the Throne, at the first opportunity 
available in view of other demands on the 
time of the House. On the contrary, 
this Bill is necessary in order to prevent 
the cessation of land purchase in Ireland 
under the existing system; and a for- 
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fiort, 1 argue that it is necessary, as a 
preliminary to any change in the law 
which may be brought in hereafter, to 
accelerate the existing system of volun- 
tary land purchase. The Bill is to 
amend Sub-section 1 of Section 9 of the 
land Purchase (Ireland) Act of 1891, 
which provides that any advances for the 
purchase of holdings in any county shall 
not exceed twenty-five times the share of 
the county guarantee fund. In Wexford 
loans have been issued to the amount 
of £737,000. The credit of Wexford, 
calculated in accordance with the pro- 
visions of Section 9 of the Act of 1891, 
was estimated to be £742,000. That 
being so, the advances to the county of 
Wextord had to be suspended until the 
credit of Wexford had been recalculated. 
This has now been done, and it is found 
that the sums paid by instalments did 
increase the credit of Wexford beyond 
the estimate of 1891, but did not increase 
itso far as to effect any substantial 
diminution in the present or prospective 
excess Of the loans applied for over the 
credit of the county. Therefore | am 
asking for leave to bring in a Bill which 
will give a discretionary power, under 
which the advances to any one county 
can be increased when two conditions are 
fulfilled—first, that the Lord Lieutenant 
shall recommend such an extension, and, 
second, that the Treasury is of opinion 











that further advances can be made 
without risk of loss to the Treasury. 
Another object is provided for. By a 
parity of reasoning it is proposed to give 
alike discretion to the Lord Lieutenant 
and the Treasury in respect to advances 
to the Congested Districts Board made 
under Section 43 of the Land Act of 
1896. Under that section advances 
may be made to the Board for the pur- 
chase of land and holdings from land- 
lords, and also the Board is empowered 
to resettle and resell. This provision is all 
but indispensable for the working of 
voluntary purehase by the Congested 
Districts Board, and since it might be 
imperilled in other counties by the same 
causes as in Wexford, the remedy is 
provided for in this Bill which I am now 
asking leave to introduce. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) : 
I recognise that this Bill is an absolutely 
hecessary proposal to prevent the whole 
machinery of land purchase in Ireland ' 
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Bill. 


coming to a standstill. The right hon. 
/Gentleman made an extraordinarily in- 
teresting explanation to an expectant 
House that this Bill is not the Bill pro- 
mised in the Speech from the Throne. 
That is very well so far as it goes. We 
are glad to know that the Bill mentioned 
in the Speech from the Throne is some- 
thing more serious and substantial than 
this; but I cannot help regarding the 
introduction of this Bill as a clear indica- 
tion that the Bill mentioned in the 
Speech from the Throne is about to 
share the fate of so many other Bills, 
and will be included in the massacre ot 
the innocents. None of us from these 
benches ever believed that there was any 
serious intention from the first of pro- 
ceeding with the Bill mentioned in the 
Speech from the Throne. We regarded 
from the first that announcement as a 
piece of political humbug, which was 
forced from the,Government by the 
activity of the movement in Ireland 
generally, and in Ulster in particular, in 
favour of compulsory land purchase. I 
have no doubt this Bill is absolutely 
necessary, and we do not intend to oppose 
it ; but it is a clear indication that we 
were right in our opinion, and that the 
Irish people will look in vain for the 
fulfilment of the illusory promises of the 
Government. 
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Bill to amend Sub-section 1 of Sec- 
tion 9 of the Purchase of Land (Lreland) 
Act, 1891, and Sub-section 2 of Sec- 
tion 43 of the Land Law (Ireland) Act, 
1896, ordered to be brought in by Mr. 
Wyndham and Mr. Attorney General for 
Ireland. 

PURCHASE OF LAND (IRELAND) BILL. 

“To amend Sub-section 1 of Section 9 
of the Purchase of Land (Ireland) Act, 
1891, and Sub-section 2 of Section 43 of 
the Land Law (Ireland) Act, 1896,” 
presented accordingly, and read the first 
time ; to be read a second time upon 
Thursday, 6th June, and to be printed. 
[ Bill 196.) 


FINANCE BILL 
Order for the Second Reading read. 
Motion made, and Question proposed, 


“That the Bill be now read a second 
time.” 
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*Str HENRY FOWLER (Wolverhamp- 


ton, E.): The Budget embodied in the 
Finance Bill which we are now asked to 
read a second time has been described 
as a momentous Budget and as a 
disastrous Budget. I will not quarrel 
with either of those descriptions; but 
I regard the Budget more the | 
result of the financial policy which has 
been pursued by the present Administra- 
tion since 1896. | think it is the harvest 
of what they have been sowing, and we 
ought not to be surprised at the point 
which has now been reached. I say the | 
policy of the present Administration, and | 
I wish to emphasise that. I do not 
myself accept, to the complete extent 
to which modern usage apparently has 
developed it, the supreme and, depart- 
mental authority of Ministers in the 
various departments. I think we ought 
to uphold, especially in finance, as well 
as in other matters, the solidarity of the 
Cabinet, and that we ought not to indi- 
vidualise the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
as if these were, so to speak, his personal 
and private proposals, and as if he alone 
was to be subjected to criticism, or was 
to have the credit discredit of the 
acceptance or rejection of the proposals 
by the House. | regard this as a Cabinet 
proposal, and as such I intend to discuss 
it, although I can assure the right hon. 
Gentleman that I have no desire in any 
way to undervalue his position or autho- 
rity in this question, or to undervalue 
the position and authority of the Trea- 
sury. 


as 


or 


I have to complain, as I have had to 
complain on previous occasions, of the 
contused and inaccurate manner in which | 
the national accounts are presented to 
the House—a manner which necessarily 


confuses debate, gets the House and 
the country into the habit of using 


wrong figures, and, I may say, involves 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer himself 
in that unfortunate proceeding. I have 
said so much on that subject before that 
I should not repeat it if it were not for 
what happened in connection with the 
Budget this year on the day after the 
finance accounts for the year were 


published. The Times on the day after 
the close of the last financial year com- 
menced a leading article with a censure of 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer for the 
inaccuracy of his 


istimates. They said 
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| of Sir 
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| that Sir Michael Hicks Beach had under. 
| estimated to an extent which was proba- 
ably without parallel in English finance— 
by something like twelve and a half 
millions—the receipts for the year. They 
| said that he estimated a total revenue of 
£127,520,000, while the actual receipts 
were £140,018,000. Of course, 


| were experts who in the evening papers 


ventured to point out to The Times 


‘that they were wrong: and the next 
morning The Times commenced their 


article as follows— 


“We are sorry to say that the revenue 
returns, on which we commented yesterday, 


| were not as satisfactory as we assumed them 


to be. We have to apologise to the Chan- 


| eellor of the Exchequer fer charging him with 


an excessive under-estimate of the yield of 
taxation. Out of the total yield of taxation 
in 1900-1901, amounting to over 140 inillions 
sterling, upwards of £9,600,000 was paid over 
out of the proceeds of the estate duties, 
Excise, and Customs to the local taxation 
account. This latter sum does not enter, 
therefore, into the calculations of the national 
Budget, and the real excess over the estimate 
Michael Hicks Beach on last. year's 
revenue is something over £2.800,000. — In this 
and in other respects the form of the public 
accounts has been complicated of late years 
by the policy of grants-in-aid of the rate- 
payers out of the general taxation of the 
country.” 

I quite agree that much has been com- 
plicated by that unfortunate policy, but 
what I complain of now is the continuance 
by the Treasury of this misleading 
statement of accounts. The country 
is allowed to believe it is paying less 
taxation than it really is paying. Now 


| this last year, as has been pointed out, the 


estimate of revenue was twelve millions 
less than what it really amounted to. 
Not only was the estimate inaccurate, 
but we are confused with the receipts of 
certain sources of taxation which the 
House, and naturally the country, wish 
to watch. The Chancellor of the Ex 
chequer told us in his Budget speech 
that Customs and Excise produced 
£59,000,000 ; they produced £65,000,000. 
He told us that the death duties pr 
duced £13,000,000; they produced 
£17,000,000. These are taxes imposed 
by this House, imposed by the Imperial 
authority, collected by the Imperial 
authority, paid by the taxpayers as one 
sum. When a spirit distiller pays his tax 
in respect of spirits, he does not draw two 
cheques, but one cheque, which covers 
the whole of his duty. And so also » 
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under- ffyference to the payment of the death 
proba. ities. I complain that the Chancellor of 
ance— fie Exchequer or the Treasury should 
a half J rsist in this misleading practice. ‘These 
They Jums form part of the national revenue— 
enue of Juyments to local taxation is the euphem- 
receipts Bin by which they are called, which 
there Joeans subventions to local taxation. 
papers ill that is wanted to put our accounts 
Limes | ight is to state what is the true receipt 
© next fom the Customs, from the estate duties, 
1 their find from the Excise, and to add to the 
myments a separate item, stating the 

revenue Muyment to local taxation account. 
— For the sake of the criticism which I 
e Chan. Qsiall make upon the financial proposals 
im with §ithe vear I shall disregard the inacecu- 
vield of Bate statement of receipts and payments, 

axation ‘ 


this pretended make-believe that taxation 
sreally less than itis. The history of the 
question, as the House knows, is con- 
yected with the Loeal Government Act, 
i888, and the death duties of 1894. 
[here was a sort of make-believe that the 
rntlemen on whom the succession 


inillions 
aid over 
duties, 
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L enter, 
national 
‘stimate 
t year’s 


In this @) . : . 
» public Mluty was being increased were going 
e years to be repaid. Again in 1894 the death 
ne rate. Bities were going somehow or other to 
oe By repaid by grants to local taxation. 
‘ofar as that is concerned, the Chancellor 
ncom- fof the Exchequer will pardon me if in 
ey, but Byoing through these figures I make the 
nuance #uecessary addition to his receipts. There 
leading Js another point of inaccuracy in these 
ountry Bigures. The country not only levies 
1g_less Buxation and pays away taxation, but 
Now Bnises also a large sum of money 
ut, the Jalled non-tax revenue. That really 
iillions Jueans in the main the proceeds of the 
ed to. BPost Office. The Post Office, of course, 
curate, las to be carried on at considerable 
‘iptsot Best. In 1896 the total receipts of 
ch the Bthe Post Office were fourteen millions 


y, wish Mand a quarter, and it took ten millions 


ie Ex find a half to earn that, so that the real 
speech Brceipts were only three millions and 
oduced Mithree-quarters. I have observed in a 
1,000. Beriticism of the Chancellor of the Ex- 
*s pl Mrhequer’s proposals that he is described 
oduced fis increasing the Estimates by some- 
nposed thing like three or four millions, 
n perial which really is an increase upon 
»perial fi the ordinary expenses of the Post 
as one BOffice. The Post Office is earning more 


his tax J than in 1896, and it costs more to earn it. 


iw two # The receipts that were fourteen millions 
covers f have gone up to over seventeen millions, 
uso find the expenditure has increased to | 
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13} millions. A Return, with which 
I have the honour of my name_ being 
associated, was prepared at the Treasury 
some fourteen or fifteen years ago, and 
has received the stamp of approval of the 
subsequent Chancellors of the Exchequer. 
It is that Return which enables the 
country really to know what is paid in 
taxation and what is expended in taxa- 
tion. It will be hopeless for me to attempt 
to deal with these figures now, because 
that Return was only carried to 1900, 
and we are now dealing with 1902, 
and I must therefore deal with gross 
figures. 

Subject to these two remarks, I pro- 
pose to take three epochs in our national 
finance. The House can hardly 
appreciate the change that has taken 
place during the last few years by 
taking the matter year by year. They 
must take distinctive epochs and con- 
trast the position now with the position 
then. | propose to take first the year 
ended 3lst March, 1893, for the finance 
of which Lord Salisbury’s Administra- 
tion, though it retired in 1892, was 
responsible ; secondly, the year ended 31st 
March, 1896, when Lord  Rosebery’s 
Administration retired from office ; and, 
thirdly, the year ended 31st March, 
1900, before any war expenditure began. 
I want to draw the attention of the 
House to what I may call the normal 
or peace expenditure of the country. 
Taking those three epochs, I will 
give the House the figures as nearly 


accurate as I can. I take first the 
income. In 1893, when Mr. Goschen 
left office, the Imperial income—and 
I include in this the sum for local 
taxation purposes—was 973 millions. 
In 1896 it was 109} millions. In 1900 
it was 130 millions. Therefore the 
House will see the enormous sum _ by 
which our expenditure has been in- 
reased—from 974 millions to 130 


millions. But now let us come to the 
more important question of the expen- 
diture of these three epochs. The expen- 
diture of 1893 was practically the same 
as the revenue—97$ millions—although 
there was a surplus of £20,000 at the end 
of the year. 


*Tue CHANCELLOR or THE EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir M. Hicks Beacn, Bristol, 
W.): Is the right hon. Gentleman going 
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receipts for that purpose in revenue ? 
*Sir HENRY FOWLER: Certainly. 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH: 
think he ought to state it. 


Then I 


*Stir HENRY FOWLER: I am doing 


so, but I am only just approaching 


the expenditure. In 1896 the House 
will remember that the income was 
increased by the death duties coming 
into operation. In that year the 
expenditure was increased towards 
the end of the year by including 


a good many items which my right 
hon. friend the Member for West Mon- 
mouth would, if he were here, probably 
say ought to be added to the surplus. 
The expenditure amounted in that year 
to 105 millions. Therefore the right 
hon. Gentleman took office in 1896 


with an expenditure of 105 millions 
and an income that gave him a surplus | 


of four and a quarter millions. Now I 
come down to 1900. The expenditure 
in 1900—including not a single item 
connected with the war—the peace 
expenditure in 1900 reached 1203 mil- 


lions. I put the income at 130 millions, 
and so the right hon. Gentleman 


had a large surplus, which might be 
put at nearly ten millions, which he 
applied afterwards to war expenditure. 
The House will see that we have raised 
our peace expenditure during the present 
Administration before the war began by 
over 15 millions sterling. I ask, where 
have these increases arisen ? What are the 


items ? They can be givenin a very few 
figures. The Army and Navy expendi- 


ture in 1896 was thirty-eight millions ; in 
i900 it had risen—the peace expen- 
diture—to forty-six and a half millions, 
an increase of over eight millions and a 
quarter. The grants to local authorities 
were in 1896 £7,250,000. In 1900 they 
were £10,000,000. The education expen- 
diture increased from £9,000,000 to 
£11,250,000, and the ordinary expendi- 
ture accounts for the rest of the difference. 
So that the House will put its finger 
very readily on two or three points. 


The first question I would ask is, Is 
the policy of the Government on these 


Sir M. Hicks Beach. 


{COMMONS} 


to include in his comparison of expen- | 
diture the money paid to the local | 
taxation account, just as he includes the 
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items of increase defensible ? 
they acted rightly ? Are these increases 
necessary? So far as the Navy is 


concerned they had in 1900 increased | 


from £19,600,000 
ito £26,000,000. I have no hesitation 
in answering the question I put 
|jJust now and saying “ Yes,” so far 
‘as the Navy is concerned. I believe 
that it is not only the sense of the House, 
but of the country that the Navy must 
at all risks and at all costs be kept up to 
that point which experts deem to be 
necessary in order that we may remain 
supreme mistress of the The 
Navy, I venture to think, is our first, 
our second, and our third line of defence. 
Do not let us confuse these issues with 
any imputation or that 
there is any desire to reverse the policy 
'which was initiated by the noble Lord 
‘the Secretary of State for India, carried 
on under circumstances of great diff- 
culty but with most courageous per- 
severance by Lord Spencer, and then 
completed by Mr. and his 
colleagues. I dissociate myself from 
any adverse criticism far as 
the Navy expenditure is concerned. 
But when [ come to the military expen- 
diture a different question is raised. 
The amount we spend on our Navy 


the expenditure 


seas, 


suggestion 


Goschen 


so 


is in a great extent our insurance 
against a very large military ex 


penditure. We cannot, we ought not, 
and we do not rival the great military 
Powers of the Continent. Any attempt 
to rival them must fail. Our frontier 
is not the land. It is theirs and they 
require large armies to defend it. Our 
frontier is the sea, and we have to 
defend our Empire and _ to _ insure 
our commerce with our Navy. There 
fore the conditions are not  anal- 
gous. Up to 1900, before the sky was 
disturbed with signs of war, our military 
expenditure had increased to an alarming 
extent. Our military expenditure i 
1896 was 18} millions, in 1900 before 
the war it was 20} millions. In 1901, 
exclusive of war expenditure, it was 24} 
millions, and the estimate for 1902 1s 30 
millions. The naval and military estr 
mates for the current year exclusive ol 
all war expenditure have reached the 
enormous sum of 61 millions. The 
Secretary of State for War told us the 
other night that the country demanded 
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anincrease in our military expenditure. 
| do not deny that at the 





Fieneral Election the country was very 


much dissatisfied with the condi 
tion of the Army. I do not deny that 
the country made a loud demand for 
ach reform. I do not think it was so 
puch a reform of the Army as it was a 
reform of the War Office. The mandate 
yas from both parties, and hon. Members 
i all shades of political opinion were 
nearly pledged to recognise the general 
peling of dissatisfaction there was with 
reference to Army administration, and to 
do their best to effect a reform. But the 
eux of my argument is whether it was 
necessary, in order to effect neces- 
ary army reform, to incur an annual 
apenditure of upwards of 30 millions. 
The country was ready, and is ready, to 
ny a proper sum for its military neces- 
‘ties ; but it believes, rightly or wrongly, 
that it does not get its money's worth. 
The country believes that there has been 
an atmosphere of extravagance in con- 


nection with military expenditure, 
and those who entertain this view 
are justified in taking this occa- 
son to discuss the subject. With 


reference to this expenditure | should 
like to ask whether there has been any 
report presented from the Committee 
which sat on the reorganisation of the 
Army, and which, if common rumour 
is to be credited, presented its Report 
last week. I ask the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer whether he has seen it ? 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH : No, Sir. 


*Srr HENRY FOWLER: 1 happen 
to know that the Report has been 
presented, and I think it ought to be in 
the possession of the House. 


Toe FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. BALFour, Manchester, 
E.): It is the organisation of the War 
Office, and not the Army. 


*Sir HENRY FOWLER: = Yes; 
but there is a question behind which 
perhaps the First Lord of the 
Treasury does not appreciate. That 
Report, I believe, put its finger on the 


causes of the extravagant expendi- 
ture of the War Office, and points out 
where that expenditure might be, 
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(and could be, reduced ; and I say it is 
/an astounding thing that that Report 
is not in the hands of Members as it 
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ought to be when we are discuss- 
ing this increase in our expendi- 
ture. It touches the very essence of 


the controversy—namely, the bad, the 
extravagant administration which ought 
to be dealt with. I do not know 
whether the hon. Member for King’s. 


Lynn will give us an_ interesting 
piece of autobiography about the 
Gibraltar question; but there is 


another rumour—he has not said any- 
thing to me; I am only speaking 
one of the ignorant, outside public— 
that there is a proposal that that Com- 
mittee should rewrite its Report. And 
possibly proposals may have been made 
to the Army Committee to rewrite its 
Report. This is a Government of re- 
writing Reports and despatches. 


as 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: There is not 


a shadow of justification for saying that. 


*Sir HENRY FOWLER: I do not 
say anything about the Gibraltar Report ; 
but I do say that the Report with refer- 
ence to the Army or the War Office has 
been presented, and | think it is time 
that the House was put in possession of 
its recommendations. I come to the 
third item—the Education Vote—in 
which there has been a large increase. 
The Education Vote since 1896 has gone 
from £9,000,000 to what is rapidly 
approaching £12,000,000. I am one 
of those who hold that we cannot spend 
too much money on education ; but we 
can spend the money foolishly and we 
can spend it wisely, and I say that here 
again we do not get our money’s worth. 

|A large sum of money is voted readily, 
| enthusiastically, by the House for educa 
‘tional purposes, but there is no proper 
control over that expenditure. There is in 
reference to a great portion of it no public 
control and no public responsibility, 
and, without desiring in the slightest 
degree to impair the efficiency, the 
extent, or the quality of our education, 
I say there is room for economy in the 
administration of the public money for 
that purpose. In 1901 the gross ex- 
penditure (exclusive of the war) was 
1254 millions. In 1892 it is estimated. 
at upwards of 137 millions—and this. 
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does not include either war expenditure 
or interest on the war debt. 

I come now to the point as_ to 
how the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
proposes to meet this extraordinary 
and increased expenditure. The right 
hon. Gentleman, in his Budget speech, 
said that the taxation which in 1896 
vielded £102,000,000 would, if it had 
remained on the same basis, have pro- 
duced £118,000,000 now. But with 
the expenditure which we have now 
reached that would not meet the case. 
The Chancellor of the Exchequer in his 
Budget speech the other night stated 
that, with the ordinary expenditure, 
the ordinary revenue for 1901-2. based 
upon the results of 1900-1 would show 
£2.850,000. 


a surplus of 
with him there in the first 
place, that was not ordinary income. 
The income of 1901 ineluded a large 
amount for war taxation, the incraese 
of income tax to Ls., and the additional 
taxation of last year. Therefore the 
actual state of the case is this, that if 
he had deducted from the income of 
1900-1 and his extra war taxation 
taken at. say, 12 millions, his income 
would have shown a very large deficit. 
Assume that there had been no war: 
assume that there had been an ordinary 
normal peace expenditure and income: 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer would 
have had to have constructed his 
Budget this year on a peace basis for an 
enormous deficit and to impose new 
taxation to meet it. 


because, 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH: I said I 


should have had to impose some. 


*Sir HENRY FOWLER: Lam glad to 
hear the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
admit that. because it will affect the 
future argument as to the amount 
of taxation which should be ealled 
war taxation. This taxation which is 
called war taxation is really peace 
taxation. The actual result, so far as 
I work it out, is that the estimated ex- 
penditure for 1902 is £197,602,090. | 
From this has to be deducted the war 
expenditure of £58,200, showing the 
normal expenditure to be £139,400,000. | 
The Chancellor of the Exchequer in 
his Budget has not provided solely for a 
war deficit ; he has provided for a peace 


Sir Henry Fowler. 


{COMMONS} 


| deficit, and we have to deal with his pro-§ 


[ join issue | 
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posals on those lines. Supposing this 


war had not occurred, and the Chancellor § 
of the Exchequer had had to come down | 
to the House and say, “* | want to propose | 


a Budget in order to meet this additional 
peace expenditure.” I think that the 
House of Commons would have been 
alarmed at the enormous increase of the 
Estimates which has gone on year after 
year, and having regard to the surplus 
which he had when he came into office. 


the increase in the death duties and other | 


branches of revenue, that there should 
still be so large a deficit. In the 
absence of final figures | can only estj- 
mate that deficit. Lam sure it is more 
than five—I think it is upwards of 
seven millions. I want to ask the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer what he 
might have proposed under these cir- 
cumstances. Let us consider the imagin- 
ary proposal that he might have made, 
Supposing he had said, * For this ey- 
penditure of £7,000,000 in excess of the 
present taxation of the country. I want 
to renew an expenditure which was a 
temporary expenditure, and for which 
Parliament has not as yet provided 
beyond the present year. There are two 
classes of ratepayers in this country who 
bitterly complain of the pressure of local 
rates. One class pays 6s. in the £. and the 
other class 2s. 2d. Well, | propose to 
relieve those who pay 2s. 2d., but not 
those who pay the 6s., and I propose to 
levy an additional tax for that purpose, 
and it will take pretty nearly £2,000,000." 
Under those circumstances what would 
the House have thought of the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer if he had come 
down and said, “I propose to raise this 


money in an entirely novel way. 
There is a class of people in this 
country who are very wealthy. They 


are the producers of coal, the colliery 
proprietors; they are unpopular at 
the present moment, because they have 
charged very high prices for coal. | 
think they are a very fair object for taxa- 
tion. I[ think it would be a legitimate 
thing to tax their products for the benefit 
of the community.” But assume he 
went a step further, and said, “I am 
going to sub-divide these into two classes. 
There are a great many wealthy coal pro- 
prietors who export their coal ; there are 
a large number who do not export, but 
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yho have been making quite as large a 
profit on the inland coal market as the 
exporting coal proprietors ; they have 
ben sharing in the prosperity, but | 
shall not tax them. I ask the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer whether he would not 
have rejected such a proposal. I want 
io ask him whether he would have 
proposed what he is proposing now. The 
deficit on the year is entirely a peace 
deficit. It is called a war deficit, but it is 
rally a peace deficit. We are hiding a 
wace deficit under a war deficit, and a 
yeace expenditure behind a war expendi- 
ture. 

Now I come to another branch of 
my Amendment—the branch of my 
Amendment in which I challenge the 
mode in which he proposes to meet 
the war expenditure included in the 
Estimates for the present year. The 
total war expenditure is estimated 
at £153,250,000. and of this, I think, 





3,250,000 the Chaneellor of — the 
Exchequer attributed to China ; there- 
lore we practically have a_ total 


war expenditure of something under 
£150,000,000. How is that to be met ? 
[am told that I have no right to object 
to the proposals of the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer for meeting that war expendi- 
ture in view of the position I have taken 
up with regard to this war-——views to 
which I do not shrink from saying | 
adhere. Many friends of mine, friends 
for whom [ have the greatest possible 
respect, have their conscientious opinions 
about the war. I conscientiously differ 
from them. I have impugned no man’s 
motives, I have attacked no man’s 
character. and I only ask that the same 
treatment should be accorded to me that 


have measured out to others; but 


the fact that IL hold these opinions, 
whether they are right or wrong, 


does not compel me also to support 
all the financial proposals which the 


Chancellor of the Exchequer intends 
to apply to that expenditure. In 
Committee of Supply I voted and 


would vote again for supplies which 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer has 
asked for, but that does not bind me to 
vote for him in ‘* Ways and Means.” I 
do not object to the payment for 
the war, but to the mode of payment. 
I object in the first instance to the | 
proportion between debt and taxation. | 
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Our net Debt in 1898 was £613,000,000, 
in 1901 it was £672,000,000. Now, 
with the loan the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer has issued this week, it will be 
£732,000,000. After the Crimean War 
the Debt stood at £827,000,000. Now, 
these being the figures, I want to ask 
whether the surplus, including the 
surplus of 1900-1 and the additional 


war taxation of last year and _ this, 
which do not amount to more than 
£33,000,000 or £34,000,000, is a fair 


proportion for the country to pay out of 
taxation, and whether it is fair to defray 
all the rest by debt. When the Queen 
came to the Throne the people of this 
country paid an annual charge for the 
National Debt at £29,500,000 ; in 1875 
Sir Stafford Northcote put it at a fixed 
sum of £28,000,000. That was not dis- 
turbed until Mr. Goschen reduced that 
£28,000,000 first of all to £26,000,000, 
and then to £25,000,000, and the present 
Chancellor of the Exchequer has since re- 
duced it to £23,000,000 ; and if you take 
into account the suspension of the Sinking 
Fund the amount charged for the Debt 
this year very low. It is not 
easy to propose new taxation, and | 
can quite understand that it is easier to 
vote supplies and then say the money 
must be borrowed, but I do not think 
that is sound finance. The Chancellor 
of the Exchequer might say, “ If you are 
not prepared to vote for borrowing we 
must have increased taxation; how are 
you going to do it?’ But that is not 
the business of the Opposition—I do not 
think it is the business of the House of 
Commons. It is their business to settle 
the principles of taxation and debt, and 
to leave it to the Government to work 
out those principles. So far 
taxation concerned, I think the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer was right 
with regard to spirits, but I dissent 
from him far beer con- 
cerned, and | dissent from him so far 
as wine is concerned, and so far as 
tobacco is concerned. At the present 
moment we have actually reduced the 
duty on tobacco to below what it was 
before the war. In the Chancellor of 


is 


as 


is 


so as 1S 


‘the Exchequer’s Budget of 1898-9 we 


took 6d. off tobacco, and then as 
'a war tax we put on 4d., so that 
the wholesale manufacturers and the 
retailers of tobacco benefit to the 
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extent of 2d. a pound. I know that the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer will say 
that the tobacco is better. 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH: There is 


less water in it. 


*Sir HENRY FOWLER: Yes, much 

to the annoyance of the people who 
smoke tobacco, especially the working 
men. At all events, what I have said 
shows that there are spheres of taxation 
which are not shut out. I have not said 
anything about the sugar tax. 


A NATIONALIST MemBer: You ought 
to say something about it. 


*Sm HENRY FOWLER: That is the 
hon. Member's opinion. I am_ only 
responsible for my own opinion. I am 
not prepared to say that there are no 
anomalies in this tax upon sugar. But 
I know that both Mr. Gladstone and Sir 
George Cornewall Lewis, when they had 
to deal with war taxes, imposed a tax 


upon sugar, as well as upon beer and | 


other articles. I do not like the tax 
upon sugar; but, at the same time, | 
have no right to complain of the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer, when we are 
pressing him to raise more by taxation, if 
he puts a tax on an article which the 
whole of the community will feel. 


Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): Put a tax 
on wheat. 


*Sir HENRY FOWLER: I do not 
think the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
would have the courage to do that. 
When he does we shall be prepared to 
deal with it. I should like to repudiate 
the notion which I have seen expressed 
that it is our duty to penalise working 
men with reference to the prospective 
taxation, and that they specially should be 
made to pay their share of the expenses of 
the war. [“ Hear, hear ” from National- 
ist Members.] Hon. Members behind 
me cheer that statement. Ido not think, 
if they pay the sugar tax, they will be 
paying their share of the expenditure on 
the war; I think they will be paying 
their share of the ordinary peace expendi- 
ture of the country. I do not like the 
phrase, perhaps used incautiously, of 


making people, because they have taken 
Sir Henry Fowler. 


{COMMONS} 
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| certain views, pay their share, or more 
than their share, of what those views have 
involved. I think all classes in this 
country have participated in the sorrows 
jand the bereavements of the last 
eighteen months. The highest and the 
humblest homes have alike been darkened 
by the shadow of death. The rank and 
file—the common soldiers, as they are 
called, the Englishmen, the Scotchmen, 
and the Irishmen, whose uncomplaining 
endurance, whose chivalrous self-sacrifice. 
whose splendid courage, have rivalled 
the noblest traditions of the British Army 
| —have paid their full share of the terrible 





total of wounded and dead which has 
been recorded in the official return. cir- 
culated to-day. Disease, ruined health, 
her loss of life are heavier burdens to the 
soldier and his family, and I think 
that in the adjustment of the burden of 
|taxation, which I frankly admit all 
should bear, they are entitled to have no 
heavier burden than justice absolutely 
demands. 


| 


I have already said something with 
reference to the proposal of the Chan- 
|cellor of the Exchequer for imposing a 
coal tax, and it is to the coal tax that my 
Amendment points. I regard the tax 
as calculated to do injury to trade and 
commerce. In other words, | do not 
think that the game of imposing this tax 
is worth the candle, so to speak, which 
it will produce. I do not know if Mem- 
| bers of the House have read the Finance 
| Bill ; I read it only this morning ; but | 
|find in the Finance Bill a still more 
/ominous indication of the intention of 
| the Government. The income tax is 
renewed for one year, and the increased 
| 





duties on beer and spirits are continued 
for one year, but the sugar tax and the 
coal tax are perpetual. The Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer has made them 
_ part of the permanent fiscal system of this 
country. Ido not think he said he would 
‘enact that in the Finance Bill. When 
|the subject comes up next year, it will 
ibe out of the power of this House to 
| discuss it ; only an Act can deal with it. 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH: You can 
move that the clause be repealed. 


*Sir HENRY FOWLER: Then I with- 
'draw that, but the point to which I was 
| directing attention was that the tax was 
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not a temporary tax, but 4 permanent; who pay taxes; there are ratepayers, 
tax. and the rates of this country are in- 
|ereasing with extraordinary rapidity. 
*Sir M. HICKS BEACH : I said so. |While we are increasing the National 
| Debt, the local debt is increasing also at 
*Srr HENRY FOWLER: The right’ something like a rate of £10,000,000 a 
hon. Gentleman did not say it in the} year. In 1898 the local debt was 
Budget speech. He said it in the subse- | £262,000,000, and it is, I believe, now 
quent debate, in Committee on the coal! nearly £300,000,000, and rates are 
tax. He only used the word “ perma-| steadily rising. Of course, the House 
nent ’ once. He did not say in proposing | will remember that a great portion of that 
the tax that he was proposing it as a| local debt is reproductive debt, which 
permanent addition to the revenue of | will not only pay good interest, but will 
thecountry. Ifthat beso, we are at once | pay itself. So far as the increase of that 
entitled to say this is not a war tax; it| portion of the debt is concerned, it 
isa peace tax ; and then we are entitled | is not a burden but an advantage to the 
to press arguments upon the right hon.| community; but I am sorry to say 
Gentleman which we should not have | there is a very large amount of expendi- 
pressed in a temporary emergency. Why ture which is not reproductive and 
do I object to this being a permanent part | necessarily adds to the burden of the 
of our fiscal system? I do so, first. people. 1 do not know whether the 
because in sound finance you have no! Chancellor of the Exchequer will repeat 
right to levy an export duty except upon | the invitation to-night, but he has said— 
an article of which you have a monopoly, | «1 hope the new taxation will turn the 
which a customer elsewhere is compelled thoughts of the country, as it has already 
to buy from you because he cannot buy | turned the thoughts of the House, in the direc- 
itanywhere else. In those circumstances “0” of economy.” 
must inevitably pay. Export duties, he That is exactly what I am endeavouring 
except in those circumstances, have been to do. That is my main object. | 
abandoned by all the authorities on politi-. would not have interposed in this debate 
cal economy for the last half-century. except for the purpose of directing the 
I say further that this tax will check | attention of the House and of the country 
home industries. I think it will| towards economy. I think economy 
diminish the export of coal, and, so| has been ignored. There has been a 
far, it will affect trade and shipping | lavish expenditure going on in all Depart- 
and railway and other industries. It | ments of the State, and J think the time 
cannot be both a revenue tax and a_ has come to check it. 
prohibitive tax. If you mean to pro- 
hibit your coal from going abroad your| Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, 


export tax is of no advantage to you. I | EK.) : Stop the war. 

object to it, further, because the wealthiest |, . eireer seats atten, 

coalowners are not touched, The great | — SIR roe _ I mappa ; a stop the 

bulk of the collieries will be exempted | “*T> | ld ei pee — aia a 

from this tax; their trade and their | ea q ati becat es ae a cae : ‘ 

their profits will not be interfered with. | = re ‘it — te th0 a Te me “ong 

This tax has every vice which I think a| <i ese ” = ihe se <a a : 

tax can have, and it produces only some- | San ck Ia ip ais = 

ine ike £2:000,000 a year 'to that whic am making to-night. 
fan) =e ’ ore | = é 

EE PROSE il TT He proposed that the House should not 

alludes to the alarming increase in our 


reject the Budget, but he took great 
: ; exception to the proposals in the Budget. 

expenditure—whether you include or P st & 

exclude the war expenditure. Our) 


| He said— 
Imperial expenditure is increasing by ae Sigethow ee ee ae 
leaps and bounds. But our Imperial | House to my arguments, and to invite the 
expenditure is not all. In dealing with | Chancellor of the Exchequer to remodel his 
the burdens of the people of this | Budget.’ 
country you should not forget that | I should not presume to use that language 
the taxpayers are not the only people; tohim. I know what heis smiling at. He 


VOL XCIV. [FouRTH SERIES. ] Z 











631 Finance 


{COMMONS} 





Bill. 639 


is going to say the Governmentof that day | 12 o’clock rule, the second is the closure 
~ e } , 


did not take that view. The right hon. 
Gentleman sitting next to him will tell 
him better than I can how that Govern- 
ment fell, and why it fell. It did not fall 
on account of the Budget. There were 


external and internal causes—which, 
1 think, form a regrettable chapter 


in our history—which brought that 
Government to an end. What was the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer alarmed at 
then? He was appalled at a hundred 
millions Budget. Now, | will not say he is 
appalled, but he is obliged to produce a 
two hundred millions Budget. He was 
dissatisfied with the 6d. duty on tea—he 
thought it ought to have been increased— 
but he very much objected to increasing 
the duty on wine and on beer. 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH: I opposed 
the Budget because it did not increase 
the duty on wine. 


*Sir HENRY FOWLER: I was 
mistaken. Mr. Childers did not  in- 
crease the duty on wine, but he did 
increase the duty on beer. I think the 
best remarks made in that debate in 
support of the Chancellor of the Exche- 
quer were made by the noble Lord the 
Secretary of State for India. He gave 
three strong reasons for supporting the 
recasting of the Budget, and I think 
history has wonderfully reproduced itself. 
He said the normal expenditure had 
reached many millions more than had 
ever hitherto been the case. That was 
in 1885; and I think it is so in 1902. 


He also said that the average annual | 


increase had taken place by leaps and 
bounds, and that the Supplementary Esti- 
mates had attained to an extraordinary 
high figure. 

Now, Sir, the right hon. Gentleman 


will say that this is a vote of want of con- | 


fidence in the Government. They make 
everything a vote of confidence. The 
Government appears to require a vote 
of confidence every week. All efforts to 
dot the “i's” and cross the “ t’s ” of their 
schemes and plans are treated as matters 
of confidence. I do not know what the 
new Members think, but I think 
they will have already learned that 
there are now three questions on which 


the House of Commons is always asked | 


to vote—the first is the suspension of the 


Sir Henry Fowler. 


and the third confidence in the Govern- 
ment. The Government is a_ plant 
which requires pulling up by the roots 
and looking at every week. This is a 
mistake from a constitutional point of 
view, and it strikes at constitutional 
government altogether. There should 
be more freedom for the expression of 
opinion in the House. The noble Lord 
the Member for Greenwich said the other 
‘day, in a speech which was somewhat 
misunderstood, that the power of the 
Cabinet was increasing and the power 
of the House was decreasing. 


Lorp HUGH CECIL (Greenwich): 
[ did not connect that with the present 
Government. 


*Sir HENRY FOWLER: Well, the 
noble Lord’s own experience is limited, 
I think, to the past six years. But | 
think that this is a great constitutional 
danger. The old-fashioned doctrine that 
a Government should not go out except 
on a distinct vote of want of confidence 
on a main principle of* policy or on a 
vital propesal was a good one. The 
course which the present Government 
adopts reduces the House of Commons to 
afarce. They assume with respect to the 
details of their measures the infallibility 
of the Vatican and the autocracy of the 
Tsar. Last week the Government carried 
their proposals against the general opinion 
of the House because they were madea 
vote of want of confidence. I should have 
thought that it would have been desirable 


for the House to have had a freer 
hand in the discussion of Ways and 
Means, but from that we are ex 
eluded. I have no doubt that this 


Amendment will be rejected. The House 
will again affirm its confidence in the 
Government—in a Government that can 
never make mistakes, that can never 
bring in a Bill which needs amendment, 
and cannot make a proposal which cannot 
be regarded as almost of divine origin. 
I do not expect to shake that belief ; but 
the day will come when the House will 
wake up to the fact that this policy of 
concentrating all wisdom and _ power 
in the Executive is a mistake, that itis 
time the House of Commons asserted its 
individuality and its right of criticism. I 


av the mature judgment of the 
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country is that our expenditure is in-{ purposes of the expenditure of the 


creasing at an unnecessary and dangerous 


rate; that our taxation is, in the main, 
raised by the brain labour and the hand 
labour of the bulk of the nation; and 
that it is the supreme duty of the House 
of Commons to require unflinching 
economy in all departments of the State, 
to prevent, as far as possible, the waste 
of public money, and to insist that the 
public shall have that full value for its 
expenditure which would be demanded 
in every well-managed business concern. 
It is because I believe that that I venture 
tomove the Amendment which stands 
inmv name. 


Amendment proposed— 

“To leave out from the word ‘ That,’ to the 
end of the Question, in order to add the words 
‘this House, while ready to make adequate pro- 
vision for the naval and military requirements 
of the Empire, is of opinion that the financial 
proposals of His Majesty’s Government are 
objectionable both with regard to taxation and 
debt, are calculated injuriously. to affect 
industry and commerce, and do not exhibit 
that regard for economy which the alarming 
increase that has recently taken place in the 
normal expenditure of the country impera- 
tively demands.’ ”— Sir Henry Fowler.) 

Question proposed, “That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of the 
Question.” 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH: The right 
hon. Gentleman commenced his speech 
with a short dissertation on a subject 
of which he is very fond—namely, the 
manner in which the financial accounts 
of the country are presented to the 
House of Commons. He accused me 
of confusing those accounts. He con- 
demned me for not including in my 
statement of Exchequer revenue the 
revenue which goes to the Local Taxation 
Fund, and he blamed me because I did 
not include it on both sides of the account 
in introducing my Budget. The right 
hon. Gentleman failed to do me justice in 
that matter. I have, in accordance 
with his own wish, presented monthly, 
nay, weekly, accounts to Parliament, 


showing precisely how it stands. | 
have in every Budget I have had 
the honour to introduce explained 


to the House at the time precisely the 
amount which is devoted to the Local 
Taxation Fund from taxation, as well 
as the amount devoted to the ordinary 


country. But I will venture to say that 
now, after the practice of presenting 
the accounts which the right hon. 
Gentleman has complained of has gone 
on, as he has stated, for thirteen years, 
to enter on a new departure by _pre- 
senting the accounts as he has pre- 
sented them to-night would be simply 
misleading the House and the country, 
and make all statistical comparisons in 
this matter impossible. We are bound 
by law, whether it be right or wrong, 
to allocate certain receipts from taxa- 
tion, from the death duties, from the 
spirit duties, from the beer duties, to 
the Local Taxation Fund. Part of that 
law was in existence when the right 
hon. Gentleman and his friends were 
in office for three years, and they 
never touched it except to confirm it 
by continuing that allocation. There- 
fore, though he may now find fault 
with the system I should not be 
acting in accordance with the established 
custom and in accordance with the 
law if I presented to Parliament the 
accounts of finance in the manner in 
which he has presented them to-night. 


Sir HENRY FOWLER: The Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer of that day 
said it was his intention to alter it. 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH: Then I am 
surprised that the right hon. Gentle- 
man did not prevail on his colleagues 
to alter it during those three years, 
whereas, as a matter of fact, it has re- 
mained in that position ever since and 
must remain so until the law is altered. 
But this is only a small part of the right 
hon. Gentleman’s speech, and it has 
nothing to do with the subject matter 
of the Amendment which he has sub- 
mitted to the House. With respect to 
the Amendment, I do not think | ever 
remember a time when the notice paper 
on the Second Reading of a Budget 
Bill was more crowded with Amend- 
ments. They are appalling both in 
number and variety. But there is only 
one of them that is absolutely incon- 
sistent with itself, and that is the Amend- 
ment which the right hon. Gentleman 
has just presented to the House, which 
is the first-born offspring of a united and 
renovated Opposition. I do not venture to 


Z2 
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inquire into the parentage of that Amend- 
meré. [ am afraid it showed traces of 
that connubial discord which sometimes 
unfortunately happens in married life 
when a child represents the faults of 
both its parents. But who the parents 
of this Amendment are is entirely 
beyond me. The right hon. Gentleman 
said that above all things this action 
of a reunited and renovated Mpposition, 
which, according to the right 
Gentleman who sits next to him, is now 
to undertake a great and serious function, 
‘s not intended as a vote of want of 
confidence in His Majesty's Govern- 
ment. We are blamed by him for con- 
stantly demanding from the House of 
expressions of confidence. 
done so yet. We are blamed by him 
for being ready to accept the success 
of such a motion as this on the Second 
Reading of the Finance Bill as tanta- 
mount to a vote of want of confidence, 
and that from a member of a Govern- 
ment which went out upon the question 
of cordite upon a snatch vote in Supply. 
I have never known an Amendment 
of this description moved on the part 
of a responsible Opposition to the Second 
Reading of the Budget Bill treated as 
anything else than a vote of want of 
confidence. 

What, Sir, is the main 
after all, of the Budget of this year! 
I venture to say that it is the war expen- 
diture. Yet that is the one thing on 
which the right hon. Gentleman never 
said a word, and which by the very 
terms of his motion and speech it is 
absolutely clear he entirely approves 
of. This motion if adopted by the House 
would condemn His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment in a great many things, but there 
is one thing which it affirms, and that 
is the necessity for the war expenditure. 
When I introduced the Budget this 


year I spoke very plainly to the House | 


to a very much less extent, on the war in 
China. 
I was not ashamed of it, and I mentioned 
it to the House. My statement was 
received with demonstrations 
rather puzzled me at the time. 
understand better now what they 
meant, for they are interpreted in 
the Amendment which the hon. Member 


Sir M. Hicks Beach. 


But | 


feature,’ 
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for East Northamptonshire has placed 


i 
| 
| 


/war is wrong. 


hon. , 


on the Paper. In his opinion the 
expenditure upon the war is a needless 
expenditure, the money spent on the 
war has been wasted, probably he would 
say worse than wasted, and I dare say 
he would go on to argue that the magni- 
tude of the expenditure is proof that the 
Well, that would be a 
most inconsistent argument. The ex. 
penditure of 140 millions upon the war 


‘is a matter of great importance to this 


I have never | 


country ; | admit that to the full; but 
the question is whether it is necessary 
expenditure or not, and if the issue was 
whether Briton or Boer should be 
supreme in South Africa, why, even the 
expenditure of 140 millions is a trifle in 
comparison to the importance of that 
issue. I do not want to go_ back, 
of course, to the policy of His Majesty's 
Government as before the war; that 
has been discussed here over and over 
again, has been repeatedly affirmed by 
a majority of the House of Commons, 
and has been sanctioned by the verdict 
of the country at the General Election. 
Nothing now remains but the judgment 
of history upon it. [An Hon. Member: 
And payment of the bill.]| But as soon 
as the Boer ultimatum was delivered, as 
soon as British territory was invaded, 
one thing was absolutely clear, as clear 
to the right hon. Gentleman as it was to 
us—namely, that the war must be 
brought to a complete and_ successful 
conclusion. The question was solved in 
a wrong way, in our opinion, in 188], 
and it had to be solved in the right way 
now. If it had not been so solved, why 
South Africa would have been lost to us 
and the disintegration of the British 
Empire would have begun. Compared 
with such an evil as that, Chancellor of the 


| Exchequer though I am, I say the ex- 


which | 


penditure of 140 millions is a small thing. 
The right hon. Gentleman has spoken 


upon the great expenditure on war— | out, as he always has spoken out, plainly 


on the war in South Africa and, though | 


I saw no reason for concealment. | 


and courageously to-night. He approves 
of the war. He does not agree with 
certain stray sheep from the Liberal fold, 
such as the hon. Member for Northamy- 
ton, who thinks that we are altogether 
wrong and should make peace on any 
terms. The right hon. Gentleman ap- 
proves of the war and so far approves of 
the main features of this years Budget. 
All that he disapproves of in the arrangt- 
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ment of the war expenditure is the 
manner in which it is proposed to be 
raised. He blames me for raising too 
much by loan and not enough by taxa- 
tion. He very properly said he was not 
Chancellor of the Exchequer, and there- 
fore it was not his business to suggest 
what the taxation should be by which 
the expenditure should be met. But 
one thing he will admit ; it is this—that 
the war charge of fifty-eight millions 
could not be met by taxation alone. I 
am justified, then, in borrowing, in his 
opinion, toa certain extent, and the differ- 
ence between us is a difference of degree. 
Now let us see what isthe proportion of the 
cost of the war which has been raised 
during three years by taxation. I will 
include both the cost of the China and 
South Africa wars, and I hope the House 
will understand that in the cost of the 
war I include not only the cost of military 
operations, but the interest on the 
amount borrowed for the purposes of the 
war, and in the taxation I include, of 


course, all kinds of taxation—not merely | 


increased taxation, but all taxation 
devoted to war purposes, including that 
which has been or will be so devoted by 
the suspension of the Sinking Fund. 


Mr. DILLON : The suspension of the 
Sinking Fund is the same thing as 
borrowing. 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH : The suspen- 
sion of the Sinking Fund _ borrowing ! 
Why, the hon. Member can hardly know 
what the Sinking Fund is. What is the 
Sinking Fund? It is simply a surplus--- 


Mr. DILLON: It is laid by for the | 
purpose of paying off debt, and if you | 


cease to pay off debt you are borrowing. 


Sin M. HICKS BEACH: Well, I do 
not know how that may bein Ireland. In 
England ceasing to pay off debt is not 
the same thing as borrowing. In any case 
the Sinking Fund is simply surplus 
revenue derived from taxation, which 
the country chooses from time to time 
to devote to the paying off of old debt. 
If you were not to include this as taxa- 
tion, which is just as much taxation as 
any other kind of taxation, 
it is ordinarily devoted to the Sink- 
ing Fund, it seems to me, with al] 


because 
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| deference to the hon. Member, it would 
| be absurd. In the year 1899-1900 we 
‘devoted £9,335,000 from the surplus 
/revenue of the year to the purposes of 
the war from taxation. Last year we 
devoted £15,413,000 of excess revenue 
‘above ordinary expenditure raised by 
‘taxation for the purposes of war. This 
year, according to the Estimates before 
ithe House, we propose to devote 
| £20,523,000 excess revenue above ordi- 
| nary expenditure in the same way to the 
| same purpose. These make £45,271,000 
| altogether, while the total estimated cost 
of the South African and Chinese wars 
‘is put down as £153,317,000. There- 
fore we have devoted towards this 
from the taxation of the country 
| £45,271,000, and we have borrowed 
| £108,046,000. Now, I quite admit 
|that the proportion raised out of 
taxation is less than our predecessors 
raised for the cost of the Crimean War. 
But I think that I have imposed a 
sufficient proportion of the burden on the 
taxpayers of the present day. This year, 
'at any rate, trade is not so generally 
prosperous, and it is not a good time to 
impose an excessive burden of taxation 
on the country. For that reason I 
| have moderated my demands on the 
| taxpayers this year, and have proposed, 
and this the right hon. Gentleman has 
blamed me for, an addition to our system 
of indirect taxation of a permanent 
character which will go on beyond the 
war, and will, therefore, be available 
towards the formation of a sinking fund 
| in order to pay off the money which has 
| been, or may be, borrowed tor payment 
of the cost of the war. That, I think, 
is better finance than an attempt to 
impose excessive taxation in the year 
in such circumstances as I have 
'deseribed. The right hon. Gentleman 
practically said in his speech that this is 
| not a fair argument, because the new 
‘taxation, according to him, is to go 
‘almost as much towards ordinary ex- 
| penditure as towards war expenditure. 
; Well, I entirely demur to his argument 
/on this head. Let me try to state to the 
| House how the matter appears to me. 
| He would not apparently consider for a 
/moment the taxation of last year as 
anything but war taxation ; but L put it 
| plainly to the House in my Budget speech 
\that a great part of the taxation of last 
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year, originally, of course, intended to b 
only a temporary war taxation, would b 
necessarily devoted now if there wer 
no war to the ordinary purposes of th 
country. 
this must take thi 


at all; and you 
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e|that I purpose to impose this year? 
e| Their estimated yield together amounts 
e}to about £25,000,000. Therefore, as 
e against this deficit of £25,000,000, | 
have to set £12,500,000 of that to meet 
s ordinary expenditure, leaving a balance of 


additional taxation into account in deal- | £12,500,000, which might be devoted to 


ing with this matter. Now,what would b 
the ordinary expenditure of the presen 


year according to the Estimates if there 


were no war expenditure at all ? 
calculate it would be £127,373,000. 


Sir HENRY FOWLER : The ordinary 


expenditure reduced by suspension o 
Sinking Fund ? 
*Sir M. HICKS BEACH: No. 


to the Sinking Fund, but, of course 
does not inelude that 


towards the Local Taxation Fund. 
the new 


the interest on 


be, in round figures, 
Now, as against that, I 


diture would 
£130,500,000. 


should have to set on the old basis of 


taxation, before the inerease of taxation 


last year, the actual revenue receipts 
in the year, which I estimated in my 


Budget speech at about £118,000,000, 
but which was not a fair statement of 
what I may call the proper revenue of 
the year, because, as hon. Members who 
have followed these matters know very 
well, the proper revenue of the year was 
diminished this year by large forestal- 
ments, to the amount of £3,250,000, 
in the months of January and February. 
Therefore the £118,000,000 only repre- 
sents what I anticipate the Exchequer 
would receive from the revenue on the old 
basis of taxation this year if there are no 
similar forestalments next January and 
February. If there are not the proper 
revenue for 1902-3, augmented to that 
extent, would amount, all other things 
being equal, to £121,500,000. But 
taking the actual revenue receipts for this 
year on the old basis of £118,000,000, 
and deducting that amount from 
£130,500,000 of ordinary expenditure, 


I find a deficit of £12,500,000. Very 
well. 

Now, what are the additional taxes 
that were imposed last year, and 


Sir M. Hichs Beach. 


That 
includes the amount ordinarily allocated 
» said a word about it. 
which ought 
not to be included—the amount paid 
As- 
suming no war expenditure, and adding 
war loan— 
£3,350,000—the total ordinary expen- 


e the Sinking Fund for the redemption of 
t the new war debt, to the remission of taxa- 
tion, or any other purpose the financial 


I position at the moment might seem to 


require. That, I think, is a fair state- 
ment of the case as it really stands. But 
now the right hon. Gentleman objects 
f not merely to the proportion between 
the amount which I propose to raise 
by loan and by taxation, he also objects to 
the war taxes. Very well, but he did 
not object to the income tax ; he hardly 
A good many 
Members on his side, I think, would 
have liked to have seen the income tax 
a little higher still. [Opposition cheers.] 
But I knew the right hon. Gentleman 
would not take that view ; he was not 
speaking on behalf of the united party in 
that matter, because only two or three 
years ago he censured me a good deal 
for not reducing the income tax, which 
then stood at 8d. in the £. Then 
he did not find fault with the sugar 
duties; I thank him for his support. 
But I am not quite sure that*the right 
hon. Gentleman who sits next to him, 
the Leader of the Opposition, was so 
grateful. [An Hon. Memper: No.] 
Yes. There we have not got a united 
Opposition either, because I observed 
the other day that the right hon. Gentle- 
man the Leader of the Opposition, in 
) addressing an audience in the north of 
England, spoke of the sugar tax as a 
dreadful tax upon women and children 
—though why women and _ children 
should not share taxation I really 
do not know—and as a tax that would 
cost the ordinary working man earn- 
ing 15s. a week, with a small family, 
tid. a week, an enormous amount of 
taxation? That is a most exaggerated 
estimate of the amount of sugar that 
would be consumed in such a family ; 
and the right hon. Gentleman entirely 
forgets what the right hon. Member 
for East Wolverhampton so_ properly 
reminded him of to-night—-namely, Mr. 
the 


| 


Gladstone's views 
| 


and action on 
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matter of the sugar duty and the tea 
duty at the time of the Crimean War. 


CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 


Existing taxes. 


Sir H. 
(Stirling Burghs) : 


BEACH: What is 


between 


HICKS 


in principle 


*Sir M. 
the difference 


maintaining and increasing, as Mr. 
Gladstone did, an existing tax and 


imposing a new one? I do not believe 
that if it were possible for Mr. Gladstone 
to be here among us now he would 
have opposed this sugar duty, any 
more than has the right hon. Gentle- 
man who moved the Amendment. [A 
MemBeR on the Opposition benches : 
We should not have had any war then. | 
| will venture to say that onthis matter 
the working men are a little more reason- 
able than the Leader of the Opposition ; 
they are perfectly willing to bear this 
taxation, they are proud to bear it. 
They know perfectly well that the duty 
[ propose will not increase the price 


of sugar more than to the amount at | 


which the price of sugar without the duty 
stood no longer ago than 1893; they 
know that their wages have risen since 
that time, and that they are perfectly 
well able to bear this tax without stinting 
themselves or their children in anything 
that is necessary. But there was a part 
of the taxation, and the only one, in spite 
0 the terms of the Amendment, to which 
the right hon. Gentleman objected, and 
that is the coal duty. Well, we have 
already discussed the coal duty at very 
considerable length. The right hon. 
Gentleman did not say much about it 
to-night ; but what he did say was that 
he objected to an export duty altogether 
unless it was a duty upon a monopoly. 


Sik HENRY FOWLER: A _ com- 


modity. 


*Sik M. HICKS BEACH: Well, a 
commodity which was a monopoly. I 
believe, as a matter of fact, that our 
export coal may be very largely so de- 
scribed. [Opposition cries of “No.”] I 
expected to hear that assertion questioned 
from the other side ; but it is not seriously 
questioned by those who have spoken 
moderately with regard to the coal tax 
as far as regards the best kinds of our 
coal. The hon. Baronet opposite, the Mem- 
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| ber for the Berwick Division of Northum- 


berland, went so far the other night as to 
suggest that this export duty on coal 
would rather tend to increase the export 
of the best classes of coal. And as to 
the other classes of coal, the more I look 
into it the more I am convinced that those 
countries of Europe which do not them- 
selves produce coal cannot get coal so 
cheaply from any other source as they 
can from this country, even with the 
additional duty, and that the same thing 
is true of large parts of countries like 
France or Russia, for example, which 
do produce coal for themselves, but also 
import coal verylargelyfrom this country, 
imported in spite of the fact that 
they impose an import duty of Is. or 
2s. upon the coal that comes to them 
from us. The amount which the coal 
importers of the countries of Europe 
and the Mediterranean require, even in a 
slack year such as this, is so large that | 
believe it would be absolutely impossible 
to supply it from any other European 
source except our coalfields. We are 
the only country in the world that, with 
regard to coal, not only supplies its own 
needs without any importation at all, 
but also exports largely to other countries ; 
and, although I do not want to go into 
this argument to night, I will venture 
to say that there is nothing in this duty 
on coal which, as far as the discussion 
has hitherto gone, has in the least shaken 
my conviction that it can be safely 
imposed without any injury to the 
industry or commerce to which the 
right hon. Gentleman has referred. 
Why, what is the strongest case of all 
against this coal duty? That of 
the Northumbrian coalfield, which 
was ably put forward by the right hon. 
Baronet the other night, and which has 
often been put forward in this matter. 
What are stated to be the circumstances 
in that coalfield? Simply these-—that 
the natural outlet of the Northumbrian 
coalfield is Northern Europe, and not 
this country, as one would suppose ; 
and that if it is produced at all it must 
be exported, because there is no demand 
forit here. And why is there no demand 
for it here? Because the Scottish coal- 
field on the north and the Yorkshire 
coalfield on the south prevent it being 
consumed in England or Scotland. But 
_why ? Because the railway rates from 
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Northumberland to such places as York 
and Leeds are more than half again as 


Finance 


much for that short mileage as the sea- | 


borne freights are from Northumberland 
to places like Hamburg and Cronstadt. 
1 would advise Northumberland coal- 
owners to agitate for a reduction of their 
railway rates. We are told that there 
are 150 ships exporting coal from the 
north of England to the nearest Euro- 
pean ports, and coming back only in 
ballast, many of which would be thrown 


out of employment if the export of coal | 
from the Northumbrian coalfield were | 


seriously diminished. Well, I live in 
the south of England; I know some- 
thing of the price of railway-borne 


coal in the south of England, and 
if these ships cannot find a good 


market in European ports they might 
do worse than bring Northumbrian coal 
to the ports in the south of England to 
compete with the railway-borne coal 
there. I do not believe in these 
assertions as to the injury that is to 
be done to this great industry by a 1s. 
export duty on coal, still less do I believe 
in what the right hon. Gentleman sug- 


gested to-night as the injury that 
would be done to our commerce. We 


have heard a good deal about the way in 
which this duty could not be imposed on 
the foreigner, and must therefore fall on 
the coalowner, and through him upon the 
miner; but now we are told it is to be 
borne by the shipowner, and that, be- 
cause freights have gone down since the 
commencement of the year, the depres- 
sion in freights is due to this duty, 
although the exports of the month of 
April have really been larger than they 
were in the month of April of 1900, and 
although in regard to a large portion of 
those exports, under existing 
tracts, no duty will be paid at all by any- 
body concerned. I do not wish to delay 
the House with arguments on a matter 
which I do not think they want to discuss 
to-night ; but I have felt obliged to allude 
to it shortly, because I differ altogether 


from the right hon. Gentleman’s estimate | 


of the effect of the duty on coal. 

Now I come to the remarkable part of 
the Amendment of the right hon. Gentle- 
man. He is willing to make “adequate 


provision for the naval and military re- | 


quirements of the Empire,” but he thinks 
our financial. proposals ‘do not exhibit 


Sir M. Hicks Beach. 


{COMMONS} 


con- | 
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| that regard for economy which the alarm. 
ing increase in the normal expenditure 
of the country imperatively demands.” | 
do not understand the connection 
between those two sentences ; they look 
like two policies. I do not quite under- 
stand how he combines them. Now, 
what is the cause of this increase? He 
told us: in the first place, he said, the 
increase of the Navy Estimates, and he 
spoke out manfully and rightly upon 
that subject. But did he voice the 
opinion of the united Liberal party? 
I noticed that the opinions of the 
right hon. Gentleman upon the im- 
portance of a large Navy were uttered 
without a single cheer from that side of 
the House. [Opposition cries of “ No.”] 
Yes; then he went on to the only 
two heads of our expenditure, on 
which he suggested economy. One was 
education, but he did not mean to spend 
less money on education, he did not 
suggest that for a moment ; he thought 
that the money might be better spent 
than it is. 


Sir HENRY FOWLER: More econo- 


mically. 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH: Well, that 
it might be spent so as to secure better 
results. 


Sir HENRY FOWLER: That results 
could be secured at a less cost. 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH: Yes; but 
I think I am not doing the right hon. 
Gentleman an injustice if I say that he 
would go on to expend money on other 
kinds of education than those on which 
it is at present expended, and that he 
does not wish to see the diminution of the 
total expenditure of the State on educa- 
‘tion, but would rather like to see it 
increased. That, at any rate, I am con- 
vinced, is the opinion of the opposite side 
of the House. One thing is clear—that 
if economy means less expenditure, you 
cannot find it in the matter of education. 
But the right hon. Gentleman suggested, 
and I think it was rather an unfair 
suggestion, that there might be some 
economy in our grants for the purposes 
of local taxation—our old friend the 
“doles.” I was glad to notice he did not 
use that word. because a greater mis 
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nomer than to deseribe the Agricultural | 
Rating Act as a dole to landlords I do not | 
think was ever invented. 

Sin HENRY FOWLER: I regard. 
them as doles or donations. | 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH: Why is it a 
dole to remit a port'on of local taxation to | 
the occupier of agricultural land— which | 
was unjust taxation—[Opposition cries | 
of “ Oh, oh.””]—out of the Exchequer, if | 
it is not also a dole to remit entirely local | 
taxation to the owner of stock in trade | 
by annual Act out of the pockets of the | 
other ratepayers? I see no difference 
in principle whatever between the remis- 
sions. [Opposition cries of “* Oh.”] But 
more than that, it has been a favourite 
argument of hon. Members opposite 
in the course of our debates on 
the Budget that if we impose a 
duty on coal it is not paid by the) 
foreigner but has to be paid by the coal- 
owner, and that he will pass it on to the | 
miner who works for him, in the shape | 
of reduced wages. Very well. If that 
be true, if a tax gets to the workman in 
that way, may not the remission of taxa- | 
tion also get tothe workman ? This dole, | 
as it is called, under the Agricultural 
Rating Act, has gone into the pocket of 
the occupier of agricultural land. 
[Opposition cries of “ No.’] I defy any 
hon. Member to produce a single instance 
in which it has gone into the pocket ot} 
his landlord. Well, if it has gone 
into the pocket of the occupier of agri- 
cultural land has it not enabled him in | 
these times when the wages of the agri- | 
cultural labourer have happily increased, 
to employ more labour and to pay his | 
men better than he could afford to pay 
them when he had higher rates ? 
Why is that argument not true in the 
ease of the agricultural labourer, if the 
converse is true in the case of the 
miner? J do not think, if the matter 
comes to be fairly examined, that these 
grants can be called doles to the landlord. 
But the point is this, How are we to 
economise ? If the right hon. Gentle- 
man opposite were standing at this box 
now, in the office which I have the honour 
to hold, how could he economise with 
regard tothem ? Will he venture to say 
that he really believes that he could 
restore to the Exchequer the million and 
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a half, or whatever it is, which is devoted 
under the Agricultural Rating Act to 
this purpose? No, Sir; he knows very 
well that the Members for agricultural 
constituencies in England and Wales who 
sit on his side of the House would have 
nothing to say to such a proposal as that. 
Does he think that he could deprive 
Scotland or Ireland of the sums which 
under corresponding Acts have been 
devoted to local purposes in Scotland 
and Ireland out of taxation? I should 
like to see him try it. No doubt Irish 
and Scotch Members on that side of 
the House might desire to see those sums 
devoted to other purposes than those to 
which they go now, but as for handing 
them back to the Exchequer for the 
general expenditure of the country, the 
thing is impossible. Then you cannot 
save on education ; you cannot save on 
these doles, as they are called. The right 
hon. Gentleman thinks you can save on 
the Army. He considers that our 
military expenditure is excessive, and he 
supported that proposition bythe astound- 
ing assertion that we have no land frontier 
to defend. Why, Sir, he is a little Eng- 
lander indeed in that respect ! And yet 
he was Secretary for India. Has he not 
spent any money in defending India ? 
Why, do we not keep up a very large part 
of our Army for the simple purpose of 
defending India ? 


*Sir HENRY FOWLER: And India 
pays more than she ought to do. 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH: India pays 
only that portion of the British Army 
which may happen to be there at the 
time ; but if India were attacked on its 
land frontier, as India may be attacked 
some day, as nobody knows better than 
the right hon. Gentleman, surely it would 
be necessary for us to be prepared to 
defend her with a much larger army than 
that which happens in peace time to be in 
India. Has Canada no land frontier? Are 
there no other parts of our Empire which 
have land frontiers? Does the right hon. 
Gentleman of all men——no, it was a 
mistake on his part to make such an 
assertion as that. He knows full well 
that we keep up our Army not merely for 
the defence of these islands, but for the 
defence of the Empire as a whole. 

And what are the responsibilities 


of that Empire? They have been 
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largely increased in recent years. 
not merely under the present Govern- 


ment. We did not go to Egypt ; we did 
not accept the protectorate of East 


Africa. | do not blame our predecessors 
for either of these actions. ‘The Empire 
expands in spite of the Government of 
the day, and as it expands our military 
responsibilities for its defence increase. 
We look out from these islands on a 
world very different to that which 
presented itself to us a generation ago. 
Then there was only one great civilised 
Power which could give us cause for 
anxiety either as a rival or as a possible 
opponent. Now there are four, if not 
five, who have increased in wealth and 
strength beyond even the increase that 
has been vouchsafed to us. I will say 
that there is reason, and good reason, for 
inilitary expenditure in advance of the 
standard which was sufficient for this 
country ten or fifteen years ago. But 
at the same time I am disposed to be 
jealous of military expenditure when com- 
pared with naval expenditure. I never 
would be a partyto any such military 
expenditure as would be vying with the 
great military Powers of the Continent— 
never. I do not believe it is necessary 
for this country. I believe it would be 
the utmost folly to engage in anything of 
the kind, and I would never be a party to 
it. But it is the first duty of every Govern- 
ment, whatever its political opinions—it 
would be the duty of the right hon. 
Gentlemen who sit on that Bench if they 
suceeeded us to-morrow—to provide for 
the safety of the country. ‘That need not 
mean greatly increased expenditure as 
compared with our present standard, 
although there might be some increase. 
1 have never stated that in my 
belief the expenditure of this country 
could be reduced, but I have said 
that it might have to ~ he in- 
creased, and that therefore we must 
strengthen the basis of our existing 
indirect taxation; but I do not’ think 

and | say this with the conscious- 
responsibility Chan- 
cellor of the Exechequer—it is pos- 
sible for us to continue at the rate of 
increase which we have seen for the past 


as 


ness of my 


six years without the gravest danger to 
that financial system which has long 


been established in this country, and to 


{COMMONS} 


Yes, | tion on the industries of this country, | 
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believe we owe much of our prosperity. 
Sir, it would be foolish and a false 
economy to cut down what is required 
to provide for the safety of the country. 
But it is not necessary to my mind 
that the taxpayers of the United 
Kingdom alone should always bear, as 
now they almost exclusively bear, the 
whole charge for the naval defence of the 
Empire. Further, Sir, it is well that in 
some things the State should undertake 
work at the cost of the taxpayers for the 
benefit of the country at large. But 
it is not well, and it would be foolish to 
the last degree if this House ever im- 
posed upon the State largely increased 
burdens for anything like all the work 
which we have seen for generations past 
well done by private enterprise and by 
individual action, with this great advan- 
tage, as it seems to me, that among the 
proudest attributes of our national 
character are independence and_ self- 
reliance. I do not think you can find 
the true way to economy in such a 
speech or such a motion as that of the 
right hon. Gentleman. I do not question 
his motive. I know he desires economy 
for economy's sake. I know that he 
has spoken to-night, as he has often 
acted, without being biased by mere 
party feeling. But this I must venture 
to say as my own opinion, that it is in 
such directions as I have ventured to 
indicate rather than in the mere denuncia- 
tion of our existing expenditure that the 
path of true economy lies. 


Mr. HALDANE (Haddingtonshire): 
The concluding words of the speech of the 
right hon. the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer contrast with the early utter- 
ances in that speech. In this place, as 
elsewhere, the art of debate consists not 
a little in diverting the attention of the 
audience from the point at issue by 
throwing if possible as many appeals as 
you can to the discord amongst your 
opponents. And the right hon. Gentle- 
man has proved himself a past-master 
in that admirable art of debate. The 
right hon. Gentleman began his speech 
by suggesting a number of things, 
which proved him to be a_ diligent 
student of the London correspond- 
ents of the various newspapers in 


which, through its light and easy taxa-|the provinces. He suggested that this 


Sir M. Hicks Beach 
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Amendment, if voted for, would 
prejudge opinion on the war. He 


raised the question of the Navy, and 
suggested that the Opposition “would 
divide itself into various camps over the 

Amendment, and then the right hon. 
Gentleman went on to meet the very 
formidable indictment contained in the 
speech of the right hon. the Member for 
East Wolverhampton, and to give 
what was his real and only answer to 
that speech. 

What was the gist of the speech of 
my right hon. friend? It was that 
above everything the Budget scheme 
as disclosed in this Finance Bill did not 
sufficiently take into account the gravity 
of the financial situation of the country. 
My right hon. friend made his point 
by showing in a striking fashion that 
it ten millions extra revenue were 
nised, five millions must go to covering 
the normal deficit on the normal ex- 
penditure. The right hon. Gentleman 
answered that, and also the charge that 
the great burden which the war was 





throwing on the national finances 
was not being met vigorously enough, 


by a suggestion, which I think was the 
oily real suggestion the right hon. 
Gentleman made in answer to the 
argument of my right hon. friend. It 
was that we were laying the foundation, 
he did not say that he had constituted 
it, but he suggested that a foundation 
might be laid—I do not think he put it 
at more than a hypothesis—of a Sinking 
Fund of twelve and a half millions a 
year, which would go to relieve the 
burden and the cost of the war. The 
way in which the right hon. Gentleman 
got at that was by t taking a comparison 
of the revenues of the last three years, 
and showing, what I have no doubt is 
quite correct, that forty-five millions 
has in these three years been paid out 
of revenue towards the cost of the war, 
which he estimated at 153 millions. 
That may be true, but we are face to 
face with a situation in which on the 
normal basis of our taxation our ex- 
penditure is rapidly overtaking the 
vield of that taxation. We have got to 
lok forward, and certs ainly I know no 
limit, at the rate we are going, to an 
increase in expenditure, and to talk of 
twelve and a half millions as anything in 
the nature of a Sinking Fund is basing 





{20 May 1901} 





Bill. 650 


| his case on the most shadowy foundation 


The right hon. Gentleman did not 
suggest that the twelve and a_ half 


millions was to be regarded in itself as 
a Sinking Fund. He only said it might 
possibly be so treated. 1 wish to follow 
out the line which my right hon. friend 
so appropriately put to the House in his 
speech. I do not think this is the 
oceasion to discuss particular taxes. We 
shall have a discussion on them in 
Committee. We have discussed them 
to some extent already, and we shall hear 
a great deal more about them. I do 
not wish now to enter into controversial 
questions as to coal or sugar or the 
amount of the income tax, but I wish to 
try and impress on the House what seems 
to me to be the great gravity of the 
financial position in which this country 
stands, looked at from the broadest 
point of view. My criticism upon this 
Budget Bill is that it does not contain 
any resolute effort to grapple with that 
position. By an increased income tax 
and by a duty on sugar and coal we have 


this year added some ten millions to our 
revenue, and by borrowing we have 
added a very large sum to our debt. 
My criticism is that the scheme of 
finance as shown by the Bill is not 
sufficiently vigorous in view of the 
position in which we stand to-day. The 
right hon. Gentleman in the course 
of his Budget speech said that the 
position which we were in was that 


trade began to show signs of falling we 
and that he would not be justified in 

putting heavier burdens on the ri 
payers. Does the right hon. Gentleman 
imagine that he has got to the end of 
that falling off in trade? Does lhe 
imagine that the sources of revenue of 
this country are going to be again as 
good as they were three years ago, 
as good as they were even a year 
If there is anything that is more then 
ordinarily evident it is that within a 
few months the country will be less able 
to bear the burdens it has at present 
than is the case now, and if that process 
is one which by degrees gets worse and 
worse, surely it is the duty of the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer, as long as he has 
a large revenue, to make much 
provision out of it as possible to meet 
a charge which is becoming heavier and 


or 


ago} 


as 


heavier in proportion to our resources. 
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The right hon. Gentleman says, and | dead weight of the Debt, but we have got 


it is perfectly true, that the income 
tax at the time of the Crimean war 
was 2d. in the £1 heavier than it 
is now. But surely in a time such 
as that in which we live we cannot 
take into account income tax only. 
At the time of the Crimean War the 
nation mide a most resolute effort to 
discharge the cost of that war in the 
smallest possible time. The borrowing 
Was comparatively small—under forty 
millions—and yet the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer of that day did not hesitate 
to raise the income tax to Is. 4d. in 
the £, notwithstanding that there were 
other taxes pressing on commodities 
which do not exist now, and which made 
heavier charges on the country than any- 
thing contemplated under this scheme. 
In the forty-three years since the Crimean 
War 198 millions of debt has been paid 
off, but the borrowing for the war has 
absorbed the savings of nearly a score of 
yeirs past, and we are in a position in 
which, if we do not make a resolute 
efort to retrieve the situation, we shall 
have to leave those who come after us 
in a very much worse position than our 
forefathers left us. That seems to me 
to be a consideration which ought not 
to be left out of account in considering 
what we are doing in a time such as this, 
because this war is not like one of those 
wars with a first class Power, to which 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer made 
reference. It is a war of great import- 
ance, but it is not a war of which we 
can say that we have effected by it the 
saving of the country from such disasters 
as threatened it during the Napoleonic 
wars at the end of the last century and 
the beginning of this. Surely we owe 
it to those who will come after us to 
make some provision that the burden 
of the cost of the war shall not come 
upon them with the weight that is threat- 
ened if the redemption of our position 
is to proceed at the very slow rate con- 
templated by the proposals of the Govern- 
ment. 

But, apart from that, there are several 
reasons why it seems to me we ought 
to deal with this matter upon the basis 
of making the most vigorous effort in 
our power. In the first place we have 
got not only an increase in the normal 
expenditure, not only an increase in the 
Mr. Haldane. 





remarkable indications that we are going 
to be presently face to face with a time 
in which we cannot count on the elas- 
ticity of those sources of revenue to which 
we have been accustomed to look up 
to now. I observe with a great deal 
of concern the suggestions which have 
come from influential journals, such as 
The Times newspaper, that we should 
adopt some other system of taxation 
than that to which we have been accus- 
tomed, for the raising of our revenue. I 
am glad to think that there is no response 
to these suggestions, so far, in any of the 
utterances of the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer. The Chancellor of the Exche- 
quer has spoken like a strong free-trader, 
and he is certainly not inclined to turn 
a listening ear to Sheffield, and I trust 
he will not turn a listening ear to Bir- 
mingham either, in whatever forms 
those suggestions may come. Any at- 
tempt to raise revenue on a large scale 
on the basis of indirect, taxation, any 
attempt to take to those new principles 
of taxation, must have this effect, and can 
have no other—that they will deprive 
us of the knowledge of the extent to 
which, as the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer himself said, we are putting a 
burden upon the raw material of in- 
dustry, a burden on the very sources 
from which we derive our revenue, and 
which will prevent us from knowing how 
we stand as regards the basis of normal 
prosperity in this country. The indica- 
tions are that we will do well to stand in 
the very strictest and strongest way by 
the existing foundations of our national 
system. What advantages have we in 
this country? We have a coal supply 
by no means inexhaustible. For a long 
time that was thought of as marking 
us out from the other nations of the 
world, but they are rapidly developing 
their coal supplies, and there is no reason 
to think that we can look forward for an 
indefinite period to pre-eminence in trade 
by reason of our coal supply. What has 
given us a certain position of stability and 
contributed to a very large extent to our 
vast and successful commercial activity ! 
It is that this country is the place where 
the raw materials of industry are brought 
in free; that we have free trade ; that 
we can get materials to an extent that no 
other nation can; and thereby have 4 
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great advantage in holding our own | writer in the North American Review, 
against people who have advantages of a | Mr. C. R. Flint, who writes on the new 
kind which we at this moment do not position which has developed between 
possess. Then again there is another America and thiscountry within the last 
advantage we have. Such has been our few years. He writes— 


reputation for financial prudence, such) | 
has been our reputation for straight- Europe needs us much more than we need 
icine 2 i ellie F deb her. The table of exports and imports shows 
forw ardness in the payment of ebts, this very plainly. Last year Europe bought 
and in making income and expenditure of us 1,111 million dollars worth of goods. 
balance, that we have always been able During the same period we bought of Europe 
to borrow more cheaply than other oy 439 millions. This gives us as against 
; Europe alone a_ balance of trade amounting to 
nations. That has been a great advant- §79,000,000 dollars. They bought from us 
age, and that reputation which enables | more than two anda half as much as we bought 
us to borrow money more cheaply than | fromthem. For every dollar invested by usin 
. . . y ¢ tj > inves : 91 
other nations is one which we shall do European | sae tions they —"s sige. 
i te-toe aed ke ith Cameos dollars in American productions. _ Ten years 
well to try and Keep with us. WCOnsols | ago, in 1890, we exported to Europe only 
are not now at 111 as they were three or 682,000,000 dollars, while we imported 


four years ago, and the rate of interest 474,000,000 dollars. In these few years, there- 
is not that to which we have been accus- fore, our exports have almost doubled, while 
: ~_ | our imports have decreased by 35 millions.” 


tomed, and if we wish to keep the sources 
of revenue on which our position depends, If we wish to know how that pinches, let 
and to get back to that position which | us turn to the figures of the steel trade, 
has done us so much good in days gone for example, and see the position of our 
by, we must keep that reputation. Then | steel producers in this country as com- 
there is another danger that alarms me) pared with a few years ago in the 
considerably. I am not a pessimist. I) markets of the world. It is not only 
am not one of those people who say that America that is to be feared, but Germany 
our trade is running away from us. I | js also attacking us in another fashion. 
know the stuff our people are made of Germany is taking away our chemical 
too well to believe that we shall fail to trade. once so prosperous on the ‘Tyne. 
adapt ourselves to the position when the It is, as is shown in an interesting special 
pinch comes, but I do say that the com- article in The Times the other day, 
merce which is the source of revenue breaking into our indigo trade, which 
on which the Chancellor of the Exchequer means so much to many of our manu- 
builds is going to be exposed to a strain facturers, and it is breaking into our dye 
of competition such as it has never had and colour trade, and is competing with 
up to the present time. For the past us almost to the extent of wiping those 
two years the United States exports of | trades out, and it is also competing with 
manufactured goods have increased by us in electrical engineering. My right 
40 per cent. to markets, which were, hon. friend said to-night that he was not 
our peculiar markets, such as Russia and | prepared to economise in the matter of 
Japan, and when we look at the cause | education. Neither am I. I think we 
and the circumstances we see there is| will have to spend considerable sums on 
not likely to be any change in that respect. education if we are to keep our position, 
We have got a most formidable rival. and one of the things which the Chan- 
This is not the place to discuss these | cellor of the Exchequer should bear in 
matters, but it must be recognised that mind is that in his Estimates for the 
American manufacturers are showing | future he will probably be required to 
intelligence in technical training and expend five millions more on education 
scientific education, and are adapting if our commerce is to be put on as good a 
themselves to new means of production | position as that of Germany. We used 
which are not availed of in this country. | to be first in the production of steel and 
Not only in time-saving appliances, but | iron. We have now sunk to the third 
in the way they are worked, is America | place. In the last six months we have 
proving herself a formidable rival to us. | ceased to produce in the way we used to 
Let us look at the way in which the| produce. I have here an article from 
situation presents itself to her ownjone of the technical journals, with 
writers. I will quote from a recent | which I will not trouble the House, but 


' 
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the situation— 


“The foregoing figures show very conclu- 
sively that the increased growth of production 
in Germany during the last decade was nearly 
four times as much as that in England, whilst 
that of America was nearly six times greater 
In 1890 Britain exported 4,001,430 tons, but 
in 1899 only 3,717,180 tons, whereas the value 
of American exports increased from 25,542,000 
dollars in 1890, to 105,690,000 dollars in 1899. 
England thus shows a decrease of nearly one- 
fourteenth, whilst America quadrupled her 
exports. The American exports of iron and 
steel. to England in 1890 amounted to 222,776 
tons.” 


Now, Sir, in that condition of things it 
is perfectly plain that any Chancellor of 
the Exchequer framing a financial 
scheme cannot count on having a sinking 
fund of twelve and a half millions to be 
applied to these purposes. We 
have to incur large expenditure in the 
matter of education, if we are to enable 
our people to hold their own against the 
resources supplied by a poorer Govern- 


ment in Germany, and by millionaires | 


in America, to universities and colleges, 
to give the people that impetus which is 
at present not possible in this country. 
We shall have to remember that our 
chances for the future depend on three 
things: We have got to preserve our 
free trade basis ; we have got to preserve 
our reputation for solvency and our 
power to borrow cheaply ; and we have 
got to train the minds of our people so 
that they may be able to hold their own 
against the competition which is coming 
forward at such an alarming rate. Again 
I say | am no pessimist. I believe that 
our people have it in them to hold their 
own. The trade of this country still 
continues to increase, and the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer has still got sources of 
revenue, but he cannot count on having 
the increase in the future which he has 
had in the past. But, at all events, I 
feel that a much more resolute effort 
should have been made in the Budget to 
meet the present state of things. Of 
course we can only do that just now by 
raising more revenue. The Chancellor 
of the Exchequer challenges us to say 
that the income tax ought to be higher. 
I say that it ought to be higher. It 
ought to be as high as it was at the time 
of the Crimean War, and we ought to 
have more evidence of a resolute disposi- 


tion on his part, having behind him 
| 


Mr. Haldane. 


{COMMONS} 


I will read two sentences which sum up | Liberal 


shall | 





representatives from Wales, 
England, and Scotland, to repeal the 
Agricultural Rating Act. I am quite 
sure the present agricultural community 
value that Act so lightly that the tenant 
farmers and small occupiers would part 
with it to-morrow without concern, and 
they would feel that they were taking 
one step towards putting the finances of 
the country on something like a practical 
basis. 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH: And repeal 
the Scotch Act also ¢ 


Mr. HALDANE: The right hon. 
Gentleman refers to the equivalent grant. 
At the time that money came we were in 
a position in which we so often are. 
We got money at the wrong time. Asa 
matter of fact, we are able to absorb for 
the purposes of education all the money 
we can get, but money has been given 
to Scotland under the utmost clumsy and 
awkward system whicii at present 
exists—namely, by equivalent grants, a 
large portion of which has been wasted 
by throwing it into the payment of rates. 
This system of equivalent grants is one of 
the most wasteful and indefensible that 
has ever disfigured the finance of this 
country. But it is not only in the 
matter of the Agricultural Rating Act 
that retrenchment should be carried out. 
A great deal can be done in getting rid of 
extravagant expenditure, and certainly 
we are justified in that policy by reason 
of the position with which we are face to 
face. I wish these things were taken 
more to heart. I think, however, the 
country is getting more interested in 
economy ; I think I see the awakening 
of the spirit of economy in this House. 
I am sure it will be welcomed, and by no 
one as much as the rght hon. Gentleman 
himself, but I hope that he, in his turn, 
will not accept the maxim, vestigia nulla 
retrorsum. That principle has never 
been applied in finance. It is in the 
power of the right hon. Gentleman to use 
the great weight of his authority to pro- 
mote that spirit of which I have spoken 
and to show an example. I often wish 
his counsels prevailed more among his 
colleagues than they do. What we 
want above all things at the present time 
is a settled principle in these matters, and 
no one would be more ready to lay down 
such a principle than the right hon. 
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Gentleman if he could act on his own 


counsel and authority. What we want 
above everything else is a policy which | 
shall point to economy, to a realisation 
of the true condition of the country, and | 
of how precarious is our commercial hold | 
on our sources of revenue. We want a| 


firm principle with which to be able to! v 


look proudly towards the future, and to 


feel that we are doing for those who come | 


after us what our forefathers did for us. 


At the beginning of this century the) 


burden on the nation was heavier than 
the burden we have to face to-day, but 
our forefathers bore it without complaint, 
and the vast Debt which was raised at 


that time left them under a_ load | 
of taxation which they paid cheer- 


fully. 


Are we to be the only generation | 
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| conviction that the expenditure deserved 
| their approbation than to a belief that 
any criticism would be bad electioneering, 
and he asked himself how far their politi- 
eal fortunes would have to fall before 
they would pluck up courage to criticise 
a method of public finance so much at 
rariance with all their traditions. Even 
|now, when the forces which the right 
hon. Gentleman claimed to have some 
|part in leading to the attack had 
taken the field, cach section apparently 
| declined to march except against that 
portion of the Government's financial 
| position which they viewed with par- 
|ticular hostility. The Welsh Members 
had to be warmed by coal, the gentle- 
| men from the Midlands had to be cajole ‘d 
by the tax on sugar, and the old Cob- 


| 
to feel that we must look back upon the | denites had to be granted a dole in the 
past with a feeling that we can do nothing | shape of a cursory allusion to the ever 


comparable to what past generations did? 
Surely it will be our duty to do for the 
generations coming after us what | 
previous generations did for us. 


*Sirn EDGAR VINCENT (Exeter) said | 


he had listened to the speeches from the 


pointment. The hon. Member for 
Haddingtonshire had given the House a 
most interesting essay, but he confessed 
he found very little in it with reference 
to the Budget before the House. The | 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for | 
East Wolverhampton made a mild attack | 
on certain features of the Budget, but 
although he stated his objections to cer- 
tain expenditure, he made no suggestion 
to reduce it, and when he objected to the 
proposed taxation he did not propose to 
supply its place by other taxation. 

He read the Amendment on the Paper 
with some satisfaction, because it ap- 
peared to him to indicate that the Opposi- 
tion had at last awakened to the fact that 
the enormous increase in expenditure 
during the last seven years demanded 
the urgent attention of Parliament. 
He had seen with surprise the expendi- 
ture of this country grow in the last | 
seven years from £95, 000, 000 to nearly | 
£130,000,000 without any direct chal- 
lenge on the part of the Opposition 
against the financial policy of the Govern- 
ment. It had been explained to him as a 


novice that this abstention on the part of 
Gentlemen opposite was less due to a 





E 
| 
| 
other side of the House with some disap- | tion than they 
| 
| 
| 
| 


growing burden of swollen expenditure. 
With regard to the Bill immediately 
before the House, the maintenance 
of our good eredit and the sound 
administration of our finances were 
subjects beyond the pale of mere party 
recrimination, and deserved more atten- 
had recently received. 
What was the present financial position 
of this country ? That was the essential 
point regarding which every Member 
must make up his mind. What would 
be the probable aspect of the normal 
Budget at the close of the war? The 
Chancellor of the Exche ‘quer had stated 
| with courageous frankness that the real 
difficulty, the menace to our financial 
equilibrium, was less war expenditure 
than current expenditure ; but he had 
so much the habit of stating truths 
which were a direct apparent condem- 
nation of the policy which he represented 
that sufficient attention had not been 
given to this note of warning. In 
making an estimate of the future Budget, 
he would suppose that the war would 
come to an end in six months, and that 
the total war expenditure of the current 
year would not exceed the Chancellor's 
estimate. He would also assume that 
the extraordinary military Budget could 
be closed at the end of the present year 
without throwing charges on the ordi- 
nary military Budget. He thought hon. 
Members would admit that that was 
taking a somewhat optimistic view. In 
the third place, he would assume that the 
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civil and military administration of 
South Africa could be paid for by South 
African resources,and that no subvention 
from British funds would be required 
for the proper protection of our loyalist 
fellow-subjects Proceeding on that 
basis our expenditure in 1902-3 would 


approximately amount to £130,000,000 | 


or £131,000,000, and the ordinary 
revenue, including the war taxes voted 
last year, but excluding the taxes now 
under discussion, would amount to about 
£132,000,000. The war taxes of the 
present year, which were estimated to 
give an additional £11,000,000, would 
be required if we desired to constitute any 
sinking fund to pay off the accumulated 
war liability. We had, therefore, arrived 
at this unsatisfactory financial position— 
that there was a permanent income tax 
of Is., together with the increased duties 
on beer and spirits, and there was a 
strong probability of an income tax of 
ls. 2d. for at least four or five years, 
together with this year’s additional taxa- 
tion on coal and sugar. It appeared to 
him that the fact that we had arrived 
at this state of finance was a condemna- 
tion of the system which had _ been 
followed, and it should be borne in mind 
that any increase of military or civil ex- 
penditure must necessitate a further 
increase of taxation over and above the 
present level. It might be possible for 
party loyalty to attempt to excuse this 
position, but it would be difficult to 
justify it, and hon. Members on this side 
of the House would do better for the 
nation and their party if they en- 
deavoured to find means to remedy it. 
The time of the House could be more 
profitably applied to the restriction of 
expenditure than to theoretical dis- 
cussions regarding the merits of this or 
that form of taxation, The alternative 
to both the coal tax and the sugar tax 
was the reduction of expenditure so that 
both taxes would be unnecessary. 


The argument used somewhat generally 
in the press, and especially in The Times, 
that criticism directed against expen- 
diture was beside the point, because 
the war must be brought to an end, 
did not affect his contention. He pro- 
tested against the increase in the per- 
manent peace expenditure in the country, 
and he was alarmed at the frenzied 
haste with which the demands of 
Sir Edgar Vincent. 


{COMMONS} 
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this and that department were satisfied 
without reference to the general financial 
position of the country. History con- 
tained no instance of any result being 
achieved in military organisation except 
by means of scrupulous and rigid 
economy. The Duke of Wellington 
stood out as an administrator among 
his contemporaries. Mr. Gladstone said 
that he was a more rigid economist than 
Sir Robert Peel. The hon. Member for 
Oldham might have claimed to speak 
for economy on behalf of a more illus- 
trious relative than even his distin- 
guished father. He might have told 
the House that the history of the battle 
of Blenheim was written on the back 
of a carefully revised washing bill. He 
hoped the Secretary for War would be 
guided by those precedents of economy. 
The Secretary for War asked them to 
abandon generalities and come to close 
quarters with the military expenditure 
of the country. But it was impossible 
to do so in a Second Reading debate, 
and in Committee of Supply those who 
thought expenditure excessive could not 
probe it to the bottom. For nearly 
200 years past the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer had been the most powerful 
and influential member of the Cabinet. In 
the present Chancellor of the Exchequer 
the advocates of economy had a repre- 
sentative with excellent intentions, but 
it was written large and clear on the 
Budgets of the last two or three years 
that he had been overborne, and finding 
little support in the Cabinet and the 
House he had consented to Estimates 
and Votes which he would have gladly 
seen reduced. He himself believed the 
House could do a great deal in the direc- 
tion of economy, and that if evidence 
was shewn that there was behind the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer a vigorous 
and solid body of opinion in favour of 
economy, the right hon. Gentleman's 
views would prevail more in the future 
than in the past. Then, he}believed 
Treasury control could be considerably 
improved. Its absence of sympathy 
with the various departments of the 
Government was so offensive (if he 
might use the word with deference) 
that they had succeeded in setting every- 
one, even the Scotch, against the cause 
of economy. The Chancellor of the 
Exchequer should look closely into this, 
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and see if he could not make Treasury | severe self-discipline and ceaseless vigi 


control over the various spending depart- | 
unpopu- | 


ments more effective. The 
larity of the Treasury was largely due 
to the fact that its criticisms were based 
on insufficient knowledge and that it 
made more fuss over a trivial error 
than a serious mistake of substance and 
large amount. Discussions in Com- 


mittee of Supply, though useful in ven-| 


tilating grievances, did little to improve 
the administration of finance. The 
Estimates of the spending departments 
should be subjected at intervals of three 
or four years to the examination of a 
Select Committee of the House, who 
could call for witnesses and documents 
and go thoroughly into the matter by 
way of question and answer. Such a 
reform would not tend to diminish the 
control the House Commons exercised 
over the Estimates. It would replace 
nothing now done, but would be supple- 
mentary to it. The difference between 
the present system and that he suggested 
was that the Committee of the whole 
House would then discuss the Estimates. 
of a particular spending department 
with full knowledge of details and the 
advantage of having the Report of the 
Select Committee before them. In that 
way it would be possible to increase 
largely the influences which assisted the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer in his 
fight for economy, and if that were 
done he did not see that any real dimi- 
nution of the authority of the House 
would result. Finally, he appealed to 
hon. Members to remember that the 
greatness and authority of this country 
had not been built up solely by military 
or naval force. Our commerce, which 
had been such a powerful factor in our 
progress, had developed really because 
it had not been restricted by regulations 
of which our statesmen were the first 
to see the danger, and because it had 
not been weighed down by the oppres- 
sive taxes which their financial require- 
ments obliged foreign countries to impose. 
The last twenty years had seen a great 
expansion of our national and imperial 
possessions ; they 
awakening of Greater Britain, but this 
expansion of our national feeling, 
with which he was in cordial’sympathy, 
carried with it inherent 


which could be guarded against only by ; 
VOL. XCIV. 
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- moment. 


had witnessed the. 


dangers | 


lance. He appealed to the right hon. 
Gentlemen who had the control of the 
fortunes of this country at the dawn 
of the new century not to forget in 


‘their pride and joy at the consolidation 


and expansion of the world-wide Empire 
those principles of wisdom and prudence 
which had been the foundation of our 
island strength. 


Mr. LABOUCHERE (Northampton) : 
The hon. Gentleman who has just spoken 
has delivered an interesting speech, but 
he has dealt more with the affairs of 
futurity than with the actualities of the 
He has sketched out what the 
Budget would be or ought to be in 1902 ; 
but for my part, the Budget of 1901 is 
sufficient and more than sufficient for the 
present. The hon. Gentleman’s pro- 
posals in the matter of economy were, 
if he will excuse me saying so, of the most 
cheeseparing description. With regard 
to the Army, he suggested only that we 
should make certain minor changes 
which would have the effect of saving a 
few pounds, and he instanced, as the 
sort of economy to which he asked the 
House to agree when we are spending 
£60,000,000 on the Army and the Navy, 
the example of the great Duke of Marl- 
borough, who wrote his account of the 
Battle of Blenheim on a washing bill. 
No doubt the Government have a good 
many washing bills, and a quantity of 
dirty linen to be washed, but even if they 
used all their washing bills, and nothing 
but washing bills, on which to inscribe 
their accounts, the economy effected 
would be absolutely nothing. The hon. 
Gentleman told us he looked for economy 
in the normal peace expenditure of the 
country. Ido not know what he means, 
nor has he told us what that economy 
is to be. I do not want economy in the 
normal peace expenditure. The country 
is not so anxious that the Budget should 
be reduced as that the money collected 
for taxation should be spent in a proper 
and useful manner. I want the normal 
peace expenditure to go up considerably, 
particularly in regard to education, and 
so on. The hon. Gentleman concluded 
by telling us how his great schemes of 
finance were to be carried out. The 
House, he says, must do a great deal. I 
have heard that statement I should think 
quite 500 times, but I never yet knew it 
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to have any effect in the House of Com. | 
mons. The next suggestion of the hon. | 
Member was that the Treasury are 
ignorant people, and that they must be 
more intelligent. That also is a some- 
what vague generality. 
he thought it desirable that the Treasury 
should enter into verbal discussion with 
the spending departments. We had 
from the Secretary of State for War the 
other day an account of certain verbal 
communications between Lord Randolph 
Churchill and himself, when Under 
Secretary, and I cannot say that the 
friend of economy in the person of Lord 
Randolph Churchill succeeded in effect- 
ing any economy through those verbal 
communications. 
hon. Member was that all discussions in 
Committee of Supply should be done 
away with, and that a “ Cutting-down 
Committee,” composed of Members of 
the House, should be appointed every 
three or four years, with power to call 
for persons and documents. In connec- 
tion with the French Chamber there is a 
Committee which can call for persons 
and documents, and there it has been 
proved that the system leads rather to 
more than to less expenditure. The hon. 
Gentleman has been a distinguished light 
in Egypt, and with all respect I would 
say that his plan of finance is more fitted 
for that part of the world than for this 
free and self-governing country. 


{COMMONS} 


He added that | 


The next point of the ; 


But my object in rising was to state my | 


own position, and, I believe, that of 
other hon. Members on this side of the 
House, with regard to this Amendmen. 
I object to the Bill. Objections are some- 
times taken which can be remedied in 
Committee, but in this case my objections 
are so fundamental that they cannot be 
so remedied. We cannot in Committee 
of Ways and Means substitute one tax 
for another. 


Sir HENRY FOWLER: Oh, yes. 


Mr. LABOUCHERE: | am glad to 
hear my right hon. friend say so, because 
I have occasionally tried it, but have 
never been allowed to do so. In any 
case, you cannot increase taxation, and, 
as part of the complaint against the Bill 
is that it does not sufficiently tax the 
present generation, but throws the ex-, 
penditure on the war upon futurity by a | 


as for the Army and the Navy. 


series of post obits, we could not amend it | 


Mr. Labouchere 
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in that respect in Committee. It is only 
right and proper, therefore, that we 
should attack the Bill on Second Read- 
ing, and, if possible, secure its rejection. 
There are two ways of proceeding in such 
a case. The first is to put down an 
Amendment, something like that of my 
right hon, friend, stating reasons why 
the Bill should be thrown out. The 
second is to meet the Bill with a simple 
“Nay,” or its equivalent—a motion that 
it be read this day six months—without 
any reasons except those adduced in 
debate. My right hon. friend has chosen 
the first of those two methods. I do not 
complain of the reasons he has given ;. 
I think others might have been alleged, 
but as far as they go, I entirely agree with 
those put forward in the Amendment. 
But the right hon. Gentleman has not 
been satisfied with that. He has favoured 
us with a preamble. That preamble is— 
“that this House, while ready to make 
adequate provision for the naval and military 
requirements of the Empire.” 

I am entirely unable to agree to that 
preamble, and shall be unable to follow 
my right hon. friend into the lobby. 
Why has he put in this preamble? It 
is absolutely unnecessary. The Amend- 
ment would have read very well without 
it. Generally speaking, Bills read very 
well without preambles, and the modern 
habit is to do without them as far as 
possible. The right hon. Gentleman 
says we are ready to vote adequate pro- 
vision for the naval and military require- 
ments of the Empire. Does he mean to 
say that we are not ready to vote for 
anything else? We are ready to vote 
adequate provision for everything, in- 
cluding armaments. We are ready to 
vote more money for education, for 
the giving of old-age pensions, and for 
a great many other things, just as well 


We do 
not consider that the happiness and the 





well-being of the inhabitants of the Em- 
‘pire are dependent entirely or mainly 
‘upon having a great army and a great 
navy. 


We think they are dependent 
upon good education, upon looking 
after the lot of the poor and aged people, 
upon doing our best by peaceful means 
to gain a prominent position—a superior 
position, if possible—in the markets of 
the world. Therefore | ask, why arma- 
ments? Why should the right hon. 
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Gentleman drag in armaments? Does lengths to which he would drag me. 
he conceive that this is an implication If he is not so Radical at present it is 
that while we would grant money for not that he is less Radical in his mind, 
everything else we would not make’ but that he is cribbed, cabined, and 
adequate provision for the Army and confined by the position that he holds on 
the Navy ? According to the old pro- that bench, and possibly by some of the 
verb, he who excuses himself accuses colleagues around him. I admire him 
himself, and I am bound to tell my right | also as a Nonconformist. He has always 
hon. friend that I regard this as gratui-| boldly stuck to his guns. He has been 
tous incense heaped up on the altar of | opposed to all State endowments of 
the god of war. I am not going to burn | religion, and he has fought gallantly not 
that incense. I do not consider that this | only for the liberty but for the equality 
is precisely the time for expressing any! of religions in this country. I agree 
sich opinion. This is a Finance Bill, with him in all that. I might say that 
and the strictures of my right hon.|I share his Nonconformist conscience. 
iriend are upon the mode in which the | But what is the present position of my 
money is to be raised. Whatinthe name/ right hon. friend with regard to the 
of goodness has that to do with arma- | expenditure of which he complains? He 
ments? The right hon. Gentleman | is one of the high priests of the Birming- 
has suggested that some of us are not ham Imperialism. He approved and 
disposed to follow him because we do not | still approves of the war. He has stated 
believe that he is actuated by fair motives. in the country that we ought not to 
Who ever said so? I have never said so | negotiate or to do anything of that 
in my life. There isa great difference | sort. 

between that and considering, when we | : ey ee 

have words of this sort aegaael into| Sim HENRY FOWLER: I have not 
an Amendment, what are the opinions | said that. 

of the gentleman who proposes the Mr. LABOUCHERE: I think his 
Amendment. For that course of action words were that there ought not to bea 
[ have the authority of my leader, the | patched-up peace, but that we ought 
right hon. Gentleman the Leader of the to fight the matter out to a finish. I 
Opposition. In July last Sir Wilfrid assume that if he approves of that policy 
lawson proposed a reduction of the’ jin the present he would approve of it 
silary of the Colonial Secretary—some- also in the future. Such a_ policy 
thing for which I should have thought | jnyolves enormous armaments, and if 
anybody would vote blindly. The! you have armaments you must pay for 
Leader of the Opposition said he should | them. Therefore, it seems to me that 
vote neither for nor against it, and one of with the policy of my right hon. friend 
the reasons he gave was that he was in- | any real economies would be practically 
fluenced by the general views of Sir | impossible. We entirely disagree as to 
Wilfrid Lawson. In the same way, the meaning of the word “ adequate ” ; he 
having to estimate these words in the | applies one sense to it, lapply another. My 
Amendment, I am influenced by the! hon. friend the Member for East North- 
general opinions of the right hon. Gentle- amptonshire has an Amendment on the 
man in regard to a matter which does Paper protesting against the war. That 
affect this expenditure. 1 am a great jis his preamble. If he had asked me, 
admirer of my right hon. friend. I} ] should have said that I agree with every 
admire his eloquence, of which we have _word of it, but I think it is inopportune 
had a specimen this evening. I admire | to bring the matter forward as an Amend- 
him as a Radical. Hon. Members who) ment on this occasion. Would my right 
are new to the House do not know what | hon. friend vote for that Amendment, 
a Radical he is. I have heard Members| or would he refuse to vote for it, on 
complain of his Radicalism. I oly sat | account of the preamble ? 

on these benches with my right hon. | ciate : ; 
friend, but I was a mild and temperate | Mr. ASQUITH ifeshire, E.); It is 
Radical in comparison with him. I} more than a preamble. 





followed him because I respected him| Mr. LABOUCHERE: Well, it is an 
so much, but I really trembled at the|enlarged preamble. If my right hon. 
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friend would refuse to vote for that|take advantage of every opportunity 
Amendment on account of the sentiments | upon which we can act unitedly. We 
expressed therein, why should he com- | do not differ in regard to the particular 
plain—I do not suppose he does—if I | Bill before the House, and we are ready 
refuse to vote for his Amendment on/to vote against it when the question 
account of the preamble ? It is perfectly | is put from the Chair. We do not fear 
true that there are differences on this|even the consequences which would 
side of the House. I am glad there are, | ensue upon the Bill being thrown out, 
because it shows that we on this side of | namely, that Ministers would go out of 
the House think, and that we are not | office. My right hon. friend seemed 
sheep blindly following any bell-wether | rather to deprecate that idea, and to 
or running anywhere as driven by the | suggest that this Amendment was not 
dogs behind us. Last week we had an | really opposition, but a piece of gentle 
object lesson of the patriotism of hon. | advice which the Government might well 
Gentlemen opposite in connection | take in the matter of finance. He seemed 
with the army reorganisation scheme. |to think that a Minister should bring 
Nearly everybody opposed the scheme. |in his Budget, and, if the Opposition 
Hon. Gentlemen, one after another, | disagreed with it, say, “ Yes, apparently 
jumped up and complained of it, but | you are right; I will take back my 
when it came to voting they went like | Budget, and bring in another until it 
sheep into the lobby and recorded their | pleases you.” That is ‘rather an odd 
votes in favour of a scheme which they | argument to come from a right hon. 
considered as bad as it possibly could be. | Gentleman who was a Member of a 
We on this side of this House do not do | Government which went out on the 
that sort of thing. We understand | cordite Vote ; it is precisely the reverse 
patriotism very differently. If we differ | of the course they followed. 

from our leaders we give effect to our 


difference in the lobby. | Sin HENRY FOWLER: We did not 
Mr. SAMUEL EVANS (Glamorgan- | 8° Ut on that Vote. 


vescgitanchaieidalmmnanamtan | Mr. LABOUCHERE: But while we 
Mr. LABOUCHERE: My hon. triend | do not differ with regard to the Bill, we 


says we do not differ, but I have known | do differ with regard to this Amendment. 
even him to differ. But it shows that | Take, for instance, our fellow-workers 
we are a vital, thinking, independent | in Ireland. They are not going to vote 
party, and we vote according to our for this Amendment. I believe several 
convictions, whereas we have this in-| Radicals intend to adopt a similar attitude. 
stance of hon. Gentlemen opposite—— | Those Irish Members and Radicals may 
be right or they may be wrong, but it 
Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) : | does not alter the fact. The result will 
Not me. ‘be the same so far as the division on the 
Bill is concerned. ‘The only distinction 

Mr. LABOUCHERE: The hon. /is that by the right hon. Gentleman 
Gentleman says ‘‘ Not me”; he means! bringing forward this Amendment and 
* Not I.” | asking us to vote for it we are divided, 
whereas a clean vote against the Bill, 

Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: The hon. without any Amendment of this sort, 
Member said :—‘‘ We had these hon. | would have united us. That, therefore, 
Gentlemen”; I said “ Not me,” which | would have been the better course. As 
was a proper expression. iI have said, I shall not vote for the 
Amendment, because I object to the 
Mr. LABOUCHERE: I give the hon. | preamble. But even if I approved of the 
Member every possible credit for not| preamble I should not vote for the 
having: voted against his convictions, | Amendment, because [ am anxious that 
but I would have given him more credit | unity shall prevail on this side of the 
if he had voted in accordance with his | House, and, if I knew that a certain 
convictions. But I think that, while! number of gentlemen were not going to 
we have these differences, we ought to | vote for the Amendment, I should say 


Mr. Labouchere. 
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division, or the one which united us most, 
and therefore should vote simply ‘‘ Nay ” 
against the Bill. I am glad that that 
opportunity will come at the end of the 
debate, and all Members, whether English 
or Irish, Imperialist or pro-Boer, will be 
able to go into the same lobby, actuated 
by the same feeling, that the sooner the 
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that the better division was the larger | It seems to me that it is cant to talk about 





Government is turned out of its present 
position the better it will be for the’! 
country. 


*Mr. COHEN (Islington, E.): I am 
surprised that, for I think the first time, 
ina speech of the right hon. Gentleman 
opposite, we have not received that 
explanation which we always expect and 
usually receive of the motives which 
have actuated him in bringing forward 
his proposal. Some explanation is cer- 
tainly needed, because I think most | 
Members of the House must have some | 
difficulty in understanding the Amend- | 
ment as it stands. That difficulty will , 
not be diminished by our knowledge of | 
the opinions of the right hon. Gentleman. | 
The Amendment begins by asking the , 
House to record its opinion that the | 
proposals of my right hon. friend the | 
Chaneellor of the Exchequer do not | 
exhibit that regard for economy which 
the condition of the country imperatively 
demands. I submit that, looked at from 
the business point of view, the right hon. | 
(rentleman cannot expect economy from | 
the financial proposals of this or of | 
any Government. 

I quite understand from what my 
right hon. friend said that he looks upon 
all these financial proposals as coming 
here with the authority of the Cabinet. 
Perhaps that is so, but I submit to the 
right hon. Gentleman that it is not from 
the financial proposals of a Govern- 
ment that you can expect economy. So 
soon as the House of Commons votes 
and the nation requires money to be 
expended, it really is the duty of the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer and the 
Government to submit proposals which 
will provide themoney voted by the House, 
and which is required by the country, 
It seems to me that a great deal of cant is 
sometimes spoken here in the name of 
economy, and my hon. friend the Member 
for Exeter has spoken of it as a platitude 
to talk about the safety of the Empire. 
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economy. If you want economy, prac- 
tically the only way to get it is to reduce 
your expenditure in those departments 
where the money is expended—I mean 
the expenditure upon education, upon 
the} Army and the Navy. Will any 
hon. Member of this House say that they 
themselves advocate a reduction of ex- 
penditure in any of these directions ? 
If they will say so here, as some hon. 
Members do, will they say it also to their 
constituents? The hon. Member for 
North Monmouthshire, in speaking upon 
the income-tax resolution, challenged us 
to go to our constituencies and there 
advocate the expenditure we have voted 
for here in this House. I accept that 
challenge, and I say that before my con- 
stituents | have always held out that the 
expenditure of the country must grow 
—I do not mean the war expenditure 
but the normal expenditure. This 
expenditure is growing and must grow, 
because of the requirements of education, 
and because of the necessity for the 
increased normal expenditure in regard 
to our defensive forces. It is not only 
this country which has recognised that 
necessity for a growing expenditure. I 
have before me the figures which were 
given to the Statistical Society by Lord 
Avebury, in which it is shown that 
during the last twenty-five years the 
expenditure of France in this respect 
has grown from £83,000,000 to 
£140,000,000 ; the United States from 
£64,000,000 to £110,000,000; Russia 
from £74,000,000 to £149,000,000 ; and 
Italy from £44,000,000 to £70,000,000. I 
will not trouble the House with the figures 
of all the European Powers, but I do 
say that it is nothing but cant to talk of 
economy when you are not yourselves 
willing to reduce the expenditure which 
requires this taxation to be imposed. 
There is only one other point to 
which I should like to refer. I look 
with a little anxiety as to the way the 
floating debt of this country is going 
abroad. I make no complaint of the 
increase in the income-tax, which we all 
recognise as necessary, and the income-tax 
payers have always been a target against 
which successive Chancellors of the 
Exchequer perpetually fire. I quite re- 


cognise that in times of war the income- 
tax is a tax to which recourse ought 


671 Finance 
immediately to be had. What we com- 
plain of, if we complain at all, is not that 
the income-tax is raised now, but that 
it is never lowered in times of peace and 
plenty. I will not dwell upon that, 


because I wish to call attention to the | 


growing unfunded debt of the country. 
There is a very interesting Return which 
has just been presented to Parliament, 
on the motion of the Member for Exeter, 
and it shows that the unfunded debt of 
the country has grown to the unpre- 
cedented total of £75,000,000 sterling. 
Of this amount, £30,000,000 is for the 
war loan, which is not redeemable until 
the year 1910. Of the remainder, there 
are £14,000,000 redeemable in 1905, and 
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expenditure. As to the war expenditure, 
I will merely say that it is to me, and, I 
believe, to a very large number of those 
who sit on this side of the House, a source 
of very great disappointment that we are 
not laying upon our own shoulders a 
larger share of the cost of the war rather 
than placing it on the shoulders of 
posterity. I think it must be well 
known to all the Members of the House 
that, looking to history, this is not the 
way war expenditure has been dealt with 
in previous generations. Allusion has 
been made to-night to what we did at the 
time of the Crimean War. I think I am 
right in saying that the taxpayers then 
paid something like half of the whole 





£10,000,000 in 1903. I hope both these | expenditure. If we go further back— 
amounts will be paid off out of the mines |if we go back to the really great wars of 
and the indemnity to be obtained from | the beginning of the century—we find a 
the Transvaal. That leaves £21,000,000 | still more satisfactory state of things. 
sterling in Treasury Bills in the hands! We see the patriotism of the people of 
of the public, and principally in the | that time urging them to far greater 
hands of the foreign public. That is an | sacrifices than did the patriotism of the 
element of danger to the money market | people at the time of the Crimean War. 
of England and the world, and it is not | From 1806 to 1815, when not only was 
advantageous to the Exchequer. The|the stress of war far greater than it is 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for | to-day, but when the prosperity of the 
West Monmouthshire, in his Budget | people was less than it is to-day, and 
speech of 1894,dwelt upon the importance! when the commerce of the country, 
of keeping the unfunded debt of this} unlike that of to-day, was interfered 
country in the hands of the English | with in all directions, the people of the 
public. I think the strength of English country took upon their shoulders to pay 
finance consists in the debt being held the whole cost with the exception of the 
by the British public, so that you never | interest on the debt. It would seem that 
need fear a forced realisation by foreigners | the sacrifices the people are willing to 
at a time which would be very incon- | make have become less and less. In the 
venient to your own money market, and | beginning of the century the whole of 
which probably might bring disaster to|the war expenditure was borne by the 
the commercial and industrial classes of people, at the middle of the century half 
the country. I have only to say in con-| was borne, and now, taking the figures 
clusion that I think the country has | of the Chancellor of the Exchequer, he 
recognised that this Budget is not only, as| has shown that we are only putting 





the Member for West Monmouthshire 
said, an honest and straightforward one, 
but it is alsoa just and equitable Budget. 
It has distributed the burden of taxation 
justly upon all classes, and I believe that 
the vote which will be given upon this 
Bill will reflect thoroughly and com- 
pletely the verdict and judgment of the 
nation on my right hon. friend’s financial 
proposals. 


*Mr. ASHTON (Bedfordshire, Luton) : 
In the remarks I have to make I shall 


something like one-third of the expendi- 
ture on the shoulders of the people at the 
present time. I confess that I cannot 
| follow the figures of the Chancellor of the 
| Exchequer, but I do say this, and the 
figures cannot be manipulated, that last 
year we raised extra war expenditure of 
about £12,000,000, and this year that 
£12,000,000 will go almost entirely 
towards the ordinary expenditure of the 
country apart from the war. We are 
raising this year £11,000,000 more for 





confine my attention to the question of | Xtra expenditure, and we are — 
the ordinary revenue and expenditure | the rest of the war expenditure entirely 
of the country more than to the war|in the form of debt. We propose to take 


Mr. Cohen. 
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power to raise the sum of £60,000,000 
by the creation of debt, and we propose to 
raise Only £11,000,000 by the further 
taxation of the country. In other words, 





I make out that we are only paying this | 


year one-seventh of the whole of the cost 
of the war by means of extra taxation 
of the country. I think that is a very 
lamentable state of affairs ; I do not think 
that I put it toolow when I call it cowardly 
fnance. I think it is cowardly to 
posterity. I do not think that anyone 
will contend that posterity will gain 


pecuniarily by the war which has taken - 


place. We have not done our duty as a 
nation during this century by paying 
off the debt with which the country was 
burdened at the beginning of the century. 
We have had a century of unexampled 
prosperity—prosperity which is not very 
likely to recur again, now that we have 
the competition of foreign countries in 
every quarter of the globe. I think 
myself that with a hundred years 
of great prosperity we might have 
done something more than pay off 
£200,000,000. Now we are proposing 
to hand on to posterity the remainder of 
the debt unpaid and our obligations 
besides. I am afraid that it is 
the very prosperity of the country 
which has tended to demoralise the 
people. Adversity, no doubt, is a hard 
taskmaster, but, at any rate, it teaches 
the virtues of self-sacrifice, and it is those 
virtues which are largely absent from 
the moral fibre not only of the Govern- 
ment, but of the people of this country 
at the present time. 

Now, Sir, I propose to turn to, 
the ordinary Budget. I cannot help, 
feeling disappointed that, with such 
great opportunities as the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer has had in dealing with 
these hundreds of millions in consequence 
of this lamentable war, he has not made 
greater use of those opportunities in the 
general adjustment of the taxation of this 
country. As has been stated by the 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
Wolverhampton this evening,the Govern- 
ment does not seem to have done any- 
thing to check the extravagance of the 
past six or seven years. They seem to 
have drifted in finance as they have 
unfortunately drifted in other ways. 
They have made no attempt to stem the 
tide of extravagance in the expenditure 
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The right hon. Gentle- 


of the country. 
East Wolver- 


;}man the Member for 


|hampton gave some interesting figures 
,of the extent 


of that extravagance. 
I think he put it very low, for, 
as far as 1 can make out froin 
the figures one can get at, the increase 
in the ordinary expenditure from 1895 
up to the present time has been no less 
than 30 per cent. I am glad to think 
that the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
feels keenly that that is a serious state of 
things. It is a serious state of things 
which, if continued on these lines, will 
bring even this great and prosperous 
country to the verge of bankruptcy. I 
regret especially that the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer has not dealt with the 
question of local taxation and grants in 
aid from the Imperial exchequer. The 
Chancellor of the Exchequer has told us, 
and [ entirely agree with him, that 
looking to the vast increase in the ordi- 
nary expenditure of the country, it is 
essential, or, at any rate, it is advisable 
that the framework of the taxation 
should be enlarged. But before extend- 
ing the framework of taxation I think 
the first thing we ought to do is to get 
back to the national exchequer the vast 
sums of money going away in relief of 
local taxation. In order to enlarge the 
frame work the Chancellor of the Ex- 
‘chequer has only put on the sugar duty 
and the coal tax, for we can hardly call 
the increase of the income tax an enlarge- 
ment of the framework. _ I for one do not 
I feel very 
strongly that at the time of a war like this 
which has undoubtedly been a popular 
war, although I wish it had not been so 


‘popular, it is only right that all classes 
‘in the country should be called upon to 


pay something towards the extra taxation 
that is necessary for the war. I would 
suggest to the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer that, when times of peace return 
again, instead of abolishing the sugar tax 


‘he should leave it at a low rate, so that 


we should have always the means of 
increasing it in case of distress. He 
should also leave the tea duty at a low 
point, so that in case of distress it could be 
increased—— 

Attention called to the fact that forty 
Members were not present. House 
_counted, and, forty Members _ being 
, found present— 
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*Mr. ASHTON : I wish to say a word | system. In the first place it is a con- 
about the coal tax. There is a great deal | stant dead weight round the neck of 
to be said in favour of the coal tax if by | the Chancellor of the Exchequer. How- 
that means you can prevent the export of | ever intent he may be on increasing the 
coal from the country. There is also | yield of his taxes, he has always to con- 
something to be said, on the other hand, | sider that a proportion of it is going 
for the contention that the tax should be | to be taken out of his pocket and given 
put on all kinds of coal, whether it is| to those who do not deserve it because 
consumed at home or sent abroad, but they have not earned it. Then, these 
there is nothing to be said, in my opinion, | contributions undoubtedly lead to a 
for the miserable compromise adopted | great deal of local extravagance, and a 
by the Government in putting 1s. duty grave wrong is thus done both to the 
on exported coal. In the first place, it| ratepayers and the taxpayers of the 
will not have the effect of preventing the country. These gifts from the Imperial 
export of coal, and, looking at it from the exchequer to the local exchequers of 
other point of "9h it is unfair to put a county and district councils are looked 
tax on one half of the industry and/ upon as windfalls. I will give one 
leave the other half untouched. The illustration which came under my own 
Chancellor of the Exchequer has in-| observation. A local authority came 
creased the income tax by 2d. I think, to me and asked me to assist them in 
= many : eo Soya “eaten —_ me —- 5 ote ig perm by a 

ul agree, that 1t would only have been gif tof land. I replied that 1 was willing 
fair that the wealthier people should have | to give the land, but it seemed to me to 
been asked to pay a larger share of the be a costly improvement, and not worth 
taxation which is necessary. Fourpence | the expense to the ratepayers. The 
would have been a very much fairer answer was, ‘Oh, we are not going to 
increase. We are told that this tax is to | pay for the whole of it, the county is to 
be part of the permanent framework | give us so much towards the cost.” 


Finance 


of the taxation of the country. 
Well, if it is to be maintained as part of 
the permanent framework of taxation, 
all will admit that the time has come 
when something should be done to free | 
brain capital from paying at the) 
same rate as money capital. We have! 
done something by letting off the small | 
incomes, but have practically done) 
nothing for alleviating the position of | 
those whose incomes come from brain | 
work. I am aware that it is a difficult | 
subject, but I do not think that it is) 
beyond the wit of men to tackle it. 

I desire to say a few words in regard 
to the question of payments to the Local 
Taxation Account and grants - in - aid, | 
on which subject I feel very strongly | 
indeed. One of the first things which | 
in my opinion we ought to do, considering | 
the growing expenditure of the country, | 
is to get rid of those vast payments | 
that have annually been made towards 
the local taxation of the country. I 
am not going for one moment to pre- | 
tend that if this is done there ought | 


So long as these local authorities get the 
windfalls from the Exchequer they do 
not consider economy in any way. 
They do not seem to admit that either 
as taxpayers or as ratepayers the amount 
of this extravagant expenditure is really 
being drawn out of their own pockets. 
There is another serious point in con- 
nection with these contributions to the 
local authorities. Though the ratepayers 
and the taxpayers are, in the main, the 
same, there is no doubt that in trans- 
ferring part of the obligations of the 
ratepayers to the taxpayers you are 
removing obligations from the property 
owners to the working classes of the 
country. I do not know whether the 
House is aware of the extent to which 
grants-in-aid have grown during the 
last fifty or sixty years. At the present 
moment they have reached a total sum 
of over fourteen millions; but in 1842. 
they amounted to only £600,000. 

If any tax could be found which 
could be handed over to the local 
authorities in lieu of grants in aid it 


not to be an equivalent for them given to| must fulfil certain conditions. In the 
the ratepayers. It is, of course, known | first place it must be collected from the: 
to everybody that this system of doles| ratepayers. The ratepayers must feel 
to local authorities is a very vicious| the responsibility for it. In the next 
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place it must be collected without extra | 


cost to the occupiers of tenancies ; and | 
lastly, it ought to be distributed fairly | 
over the local area. The house duty 
seems in many ways to be a tax which 
might very well be handed over by the 
Imperial Exchequer to the local authori- 
ties. At present the house duty is a} 
graduated tax on all houses over £15 
rent,and the total yield isonly £1,700,000. 
That would go a very short distance 
towards the relief of local taxation. 
But I suggest that instead of being 
graduated, a tax of 8d. in the £1 should | 
be imposed on all houses over £15 a year 
valuation; and that it should be 
extended to Ireland, which at present 
escapes the house duty. I believe that 
by that means £4,000,000 might be 
obtained from the house tax a_ year, 
instead of £1,700,000. Next I would , 
turn my attention to licences. Of course, 
i number of licences are handed over to 
the local authorities at present ; but 
what I wish especially to allude to is the 
licences for fully licenced public-houses. 
The Chancellor of the Exchequer has told 
us that we have got to the end of the 
beer duty. I think that is very likely 
the case, but a large field still remains 
open in dealing with this question of 
public-house licences. At present the 
duties are levied on licensed houses at 
diferent rates. Houses that are valued 
at from £15 to £20 annually pay a duty 
which is equivalent to 40 or 50 per cent. 
of their annual value ; but when you get 
to houses of £600 or £700 annual value, 
the duty levied only amounts to between 
l0and 15 per cent. Now, that is a very 
unfair method of taxation. The taxation 
of this country has progressed with the | 
idea that the wealthier people are, the 
more taxation they are able to bear ; 
but. on the contrary, in dealing with | 
licensed houses we proceed on the theory 
that the poorer the house the larger the 
share of the duty it ought to bear. It 
would not be extravagant to say that the 
larger and wealthier houses should | 
contribute according to their rateable 
value, and that the duty should be raised , 
to the same level as that on the poorer | 
houses, namely, 40 or 50 per cent. I 
go further, and maintain that it would be 
justifiable to raise the duty to over 40 or 
50 per cent. The result of a house being | 
licensed is that the value of the property | 
is increased four or five times. That is a| 





{20 May 1901} 





Bill. 678. 


low figure. Again, the public-houses 
are rated at a lower rate than other 
houses compared with the annual value 
to the owner. I do not think it would 


| be an extravagant thing to say that the 


nation or the ratepayers should get a 
larger proportion than it does at present 
of the increased value due to themonopoly 
granted to these houses. If we were 
to do that, we should see that this duty 
was, at any rate, paid to a larger extent 
than at present by the owners, and not 
by the occupiers. I go further, and say 
that the occupiers should be allowed 
to deduct at any rate a large part of the 
duty from the rent they paid the landlord. 
I am not going beyond the mark in 
saying that if you raised the duty on the 
more costly houses, instead of getting 
£1,700,000 a year from licences, you 
would obtain something approaching 
£5,000,000 without doing any harm to 
anybody, and only doing justice to the 
ratepayers. 

For my part, I think that the time 
has arrived when the Agricultural 
Rating Act should be allowed to come: 
to an end. The Chancellor of the 
Exchequer has told us to-day, in a very 
interesting speech, that it is nonsense to: 
say that the money from the Agricultural 
Rating Act goes into the pockets of the: 
landowners. but obviously that it goes 
into the pockets of the farmers, to relieve 
the farmers who are supposed to be 
suffering from agricultural depression. 
Very well, if we were to act practically 
on this question, we have to recognise 
the fact laid down by the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer that we cannot get that 
money back out of the pockets of the: 
farmers, now that it has been given to 
them. What I would suggest is to let 
this Act expire, and give the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer the £1,500,000 a year ; 
and resort for an equivalent to an expedi- 
ent for which Liberals have voted in the- 
past—namely, that we should divide: 
the rates between the owners and the 
occupiers. If that were done the farmers 
would get the same advantage as now, 
and we should relieve a great many who- 
deserve relief quite as much as those: 
who were relieved five years ago— 
namely, the agricultural labourers and: 
village shopkeepers. I do not think 
that anyone would say that Lord Goschen 
is a revolutionist, but it will be in the- 
recollection of the House that in the- 
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year 1872, Mr. Goschen, as he then 
was, was Chancellor of the Exchequer, 
or at any rate in office, and he brought 
forward a proposition in this House 
that the rates in the country should 
be divided between the owners and 
occupiers. I do not think, therefore, 
that we need call that a very revolu- 
tionary doctrine. I would further point 
out to the House that in 1886 Mr. 
Thorold Rogers brought forward a reso- 
lution in favour of the division of the rates 
between owners and occupiers, and 
that it was carried in the House of 
Commons. I have endeavoured to 
supply the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
with a local Budget that ought to assist 
him in forming a new basis of the system 
of taxation. | have made a present to 
him of £10,500,000 by the changes to 
which I most respectfully call his atten- 
tion. It is perfectly true that a little 
of that would come off the house duty 
and licences—say to the extent 
£3,500,000, but I am making him. a 
present, at any rate, of £7,000,000. I 
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‘less blessed, and then he referred to the 

condition of affairs in 1900 as being 
very much worse than in either of the 
‘two other epochs. But a great differ- 
‘ence has taken place in connection 
| with the finances of the country since 
1893-6, and I think the House will 
agree that that was owing to the passing 
‘of the Death Duties Act. That was an 
‘enormous change in the method by 
which revenue was collected in this 
country. It was a revenue which was 
‘easily got and it has been just as easily 
spent, and the lesson we ought to learn 
from that, in regard to economy, is 
that, if the population of this country 
do not feel the burden of taxation, it is 
in vain for the right hon. Gentleman 
or any other hon. Member, however 
‘great his weight and authority in the 
House and the country, to suggest 
economy in the national finances. 


Mr. M‘KENNA (Monmouthshire, N.) : 
You promised to spend it on old age 
pensions. 


wish the right hon. Gentleman were | 


here, for I am perfectly sure that I 
would see his mouth watering on the 
prospect. | apologise to the House for 
having detained hon Members so long, 
but I have long felt strongly the import- 
ance of getting rid of the Imperial 
contributions to local taxation and so 
relieving in that way the Imperial 
Exchequer. We have lost the control 
of our own revenue, and I am sure the 
suggestions I have made would do 
something to restore that control to the 
House. 


*Mr. RENSHAW (Renfrewshire, W.) : 
The speech of the right hon. Gentleman 
the Member for East Wolverhampton, to 
whom the House always pays the atte -- 
tion he deserves, from the admirable 
manner in which he touches the various 
subjects on which he addresses it, was 
a most interesting one. And I am 
quite sure that those who heard it felt 
the weight of the arguments which he 
invited the House to consider and give 
their votes upon. In the course of that 
speech the right hon. Gentleman divided 
the recent periods of finance into three 
epochs. The epoch from 1890 to 1893 
he spoke of as comparatively blessed, 
that from 1893 to 1896 as somewhat 


Mr. Ashton. 


*Mr. RENSHAW: The death duties 
Act was not passed by this present 
Government, but by the Government of 
which the right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for Monmouth was Chancellor 
of the Exchequer. The hon. Gentleman 
will agree with me that if money is 
lightly come by it is very easily spent. 
The outstanding feature of the Budget of 
the right hon. Gentleman the Chan 
cellor of the Exchequer—and that which 
recommends it to the general approval 
of the people of this country—is that it 
seeks to widen the basis of taxation, to 
make the people feel that they must pay 
the cost of every engagement into which 
they enter. 

I think, Sir, that the attack of the 
right hon. Gentleman opposite to-night 
was made with blank cartridge. 1 do 
not know who has drawn the shot out 
| of the gun he was firing, but I am per 
fectly certain it was blank cartridge. 
|He has preached economy to us. Al 
though the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
has told us that he was the only economist 
left in the House, I believe there are still 
a large number of us in the House who 
are deeply interested in the subject, and 
who are most anxious to see retrench- 
ment in regard to the general expendi- 
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ture of the country. But when the|was an unfortunate feature that the 
se Wale eens the agg for | Chancellor of the Exchequer had not 
ast Wolverhampton came to deal with | made the income tax high é 2 
™ the ine gher than 1s. 2d. 
the questionas to where the retrenchment He said it had only been increased 2d. 
was to 2 place, he was somewhat in consequence of the war. But I should 
pe adlggg edhe Bere ps Pe oe a8 to none the hon. Member and the 
Navy. iat he admits. e then | House that last year there was an aug- 
dealt re the snore = education, but mentation of 4d., and that 1s. 2d. in the £ 
Speake xs al ter Stun © Nace | aa aes ee Tilak te We eae 
site é small class from which it is collected. 
expenditure on national education, | For a long time in this country the in- 
— an a one eg 3 , come — was oo a war tax. a 
ont e - ©0|}was put on origina in 1799, an 
do many of us on this side of the House. | salad 2s. in. 1806, bert in 1815 it ceased 
onan of sh tg rm - be levied altogether for a long period. 
years of age. 1 see trom the | [n 1842 it was again re-imposed by Sir 
sei 7 the Department that children | Robert Peel, and from that date to this a 
oll q cli Fe seme the aa a | comparatively small class of the com- 
ated. un at the cost of the | munity have been called upon to pay a 
education of children under five years of | yery substanti: é riz 
ee ee ae ce a ? gies rT | very substantial share of the Imperial 
Sapeted. ‘Thos I think the-edkisation | snr that thay lave deceit unpradsingly 
a people twice over—of grown men and fy, Gladstone held a tempting bat out 
women—is a national expense we might | to the income-tax payer i, 1873 iia 
spare ourselves ; and if the right hon. | } ad lection s ty in’ wikiel 
ea ane ae 1e made an election speech in which he 
House he would find meet ani aie | 3 “ge 0 ose a “ean S wets 
; | tax. e country did not respond, how- 
: a ° | - ; Meg 
: con —— feet ogee the ca 'ever, and the tax has since been levied 
y- | agree with the | from year to year. For my part I think 
od sethsianesien lide? oe for it would be a most unfortunate thing if 
rerni ne country 1S | the income tax can ‘ é 
in favour of making our Army strong | the only tax with athletes 
enough for the necessities of military|:y the { i 
3 » fut rhenev é 
defence, and I believe with him that we rs Pi ae d vx ‘ed adit: ke warn 
Te ins he sana hcuaanedh & ~ finances demanded ac uitiona taxation. 
a. ye fo — op The Chancellor of the Exchequer has, in 
War Office porate aso ” ae hie my opinion, very wisely added to the 
cust Hlestion I believe - siaiaiaens various methods by which the revenue 
far more deeply stirred in regard to that os ee (s wai lected ag me 
ae The cele a ae understand neither the House nor the 
3 .G 7s r tak rious iecti i 
that the feeling of the country is growing (Several i ences ena pot 
that we do not get our money’s worth, aabers a 4 No. pethe er oe 1 
that there is a frittering away and wasting al dtl Riedtete ae i 
lias dtasidtede ad Ghee niantons laden understan t at t lere 18 a comparatively 
— petinggen dead peor i Se ig small section in this House which takes 
i enby-on So see hike ahaa ce exception to the imposition of the sugar 
H : a v€ duty. Do the great body of the com- 
ouse the Government will find that in saunity cxpéeas that view? I do net 
securing military reforms and substantial | iat’ ws a a haciaealtenia:’ Sikes seid 
and effective reforms in the War Office | ,). p. . os een taonts 


. : the British public appreciate the neces- 
th acke ; ee ee 
, will be backed up by the feeling of \sity for additional taxation, and are 
the country. 


The rj -  _... | proud to pay their Share of the expense 
te right hon. Gentleman, dealing with | of the war. ‘The right hon. Gentleman 


the question of the new taxation created 
by the Budget, passed lightly over the 


at all events took no serious objection 
subject of the income tax. The hon. | '° the question of the sugar duty, but he 


Member who has just addressed the ‘id take exception to the new duty which 
House dealt with that question to some: the Chancellor of the Exchequer pro- 


extent, and he suggested that it / poses to levy on export coal. 
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Quarries last year, Mr. Foster gives as a 


to consider the exceptional grounds on | reason— 


which he argues that this new taxation | 
isan undesirable one. Hesays that we 
have no right to levy an export duty 
unless upon a monopoly. I am not 
prepared to accept that theory. The 
necessities of the country override all | 
questions as to whether or not we are 
theoretically right in creating new 
charges in respect of the taxation of the 
country. With regard to the new duty 
on coal, the gentlemen who have been 
most loud in their denunciation of it 
have been the wealthy colliery pro- 
prietors who regard it as an undue im- 
position on their particular industry, 
but by their own action during the last 
eighteen months they have levied upon 
the general trade of the country a very 
serious charge. I noticed the other 
evening that figures with reference to 
the profits of the colliery proprietors 
were bandied about from one side to the 
other, but I am quite sure that they are 
represented very much by the figures 
which the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
stated. However, for the purposes of 
my argument, I am willing to accept 
even a smaller sum. As far as four- 
fifths of it was concerned it was a charge | 
upon the households and the industrial 
commerce of the country. Out of | 
what was the higher price paid if it! 
was not paid for largely by the com- 
mercial classes? And what was it 
which has brought the iron and steel 
trade of this country into the position | 
in which it is? The high price of 
coal has demoralised the iron and steel 
trade. Ido not believe a bit in the 
bogey of American coal competition. 
American coal can be produced cheaper, | 
I believe, at the pit’s mouth than 
British coal, but I doubt if anybody | 
reads through the reports made by the 
consuls in 1898 will believe that in Euro- 
pean ports American coal is likely to be 
a serious competitor of British coal. In 
the Blue Book published by the Board of | 
Trade, 1900, the price of coal in America 
at the pit’s mouth in 1886 was 6s. 4d., 
and of British coal 4s. 10d. For the 
year 1898 the price in Great Britain was 
6s. 4d., and in America 4s. 5d. That 
is a serious change, and some official 
explanation has been given of it. I 
notice in the Report on Mines and 


ifr. Renshaw. 


“The difference between the two great coale 
producing countries of the world in respect to 
the use of labour-saving appliances is very 
marked indeed; whilst the United States owe 
23 per cent. of their total output of coal to 
the use of coal-cutting machinery, only a little 
more than 1} per cent. was so obtained in this 
country, for we learn from my colleague, Mr. 
Gerrard, that the total amount of coal cut by 
machinery in 1899 was only 3} million tons.” 


And I notice in the same Report it is stated 
officially that the difference in the use 
of coal mining by machinery and work- 
ing in the ordinary way in the State 
of Illinois was 7d. a ton. When this 
question of coal production is discussed, 
it is not unnatural that the question 
should be asked why it is the production 
per miner in this country averages 291 
tons, whilst in America it averages 490. 
Is not that due to the widespread use of 
coal producing machinery ? | am satisfied 
that the general body of people in this 
country are favourable to this tax, which 
is put upon the general trade with the 
country. Itis desirable, at all events, that 
something should be done to prevent the: 
continual extension of the exportation 
of coal, and this 1s. per ton may do 
something in that direction. I hope for 
my part if it does not that the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer will go a little further. 
I thank the House for having listened 
to me so patiently. I approve of the 
Budget as a whole. I think it is a wise 
and prudent one to meet the large and 
growing expenditure of the country, 
and I believe the people were never better 
able to bear the burden than they are at 
the present time. 


*Mr. McCRAE (Edinburgh, E): 
The right hon. Gentleman the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer made, I think, rather 
an unfair charge against the right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for Wolver- 
hampton, when he said that the right 
hon. Gentleman had attempted to mis- 
lead the House and the country, by the 
figures he presented to the House. I 


will, so far as I can, meet the Chancellor | 


of the Exchequer on his own ground, 
and deal with the figures in the way 
in which he has dealt with them, and 


analyse the financial position of the | 


All who 


nation at the present time. 


listened to his Budget speech must have : 
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been impressed by the lucidity and ability ; he believed it was a temporary burden ; 
with which the right hon. Gentleman | but if expenditure increases in the same 
presented his case to the House, but the | ratio as during the last five years the 
gravity of the financial position is such | revenue will only be able to keep pace 
that no argument, however specious, can | with it by very large additions being 
palliate, no statement, however brilliant, | made to taxation, apart altogether from 
candeny. But the gravity of the financial | war debt and interest. 
position is much more serious than| A large increase of expenditure under a 
even the case presented to-day by the) Conservative and Unionist Government 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for is nothing new. During the adminis- 
East Wolverhampton. Sixty years ago, | tration of Lord Beaconsfield, from 1874 
on the 18th of May, 1841, Sir Robert to 1880, the expenditure increased by 
Peel gave utterance to these words— _ £10,000,000, or £2,000,000 per annum. 
“T view with unaffected sympathy the posi- | During the next administration, which 
tion of the right hon. the Chancellor of the was Mr. Gladstone’s, it increased by 
Exchequer. It has been remarked that a good | £1,000,000 per annum. During Lord 
aon struggeng with adversity is 9 sight Salisbury’s administration, from 1886 to 
worthy of the gods; and certainly the right AS a Rie : 
hon. Gentleman, both with respect to the 1891, the expenditure seemed to be 
goodness of the man and the extent of the normal, but that was only by the sinking 
adversity, presents at the present moment that | fund being reduced in 1887 by 
spectacle. Can there be a more lamentable £9.000,000. atid in 1889 by a further 
cture than that of a Chancellor of the) ~“9~\™ me y a turtner 
xchequer scated on an empty chest by the | million perannum. The next administra- 
pool of a bottomless deficiency fishing for a! tion was Lord Rosebery’s, and under that 
budget?” the expenditure increased by £1,000,000 


That is what the Chancellor of the per annum. Indeed one could tell the 
Exchequer is now doing. History repeats political complexion of the Government 
itself. That is the position to-day, with |" power " C sty of the national 
this difference, that our difficulties are | accounts. me oF ptt Gov pega 
a hundredfold greater, and our financial 18 Somewhat of a luxury, and the 
ScAasaumnaneette much more alarming. | Present Government is no exception to 
The right hon. Gentleman admits the What is apparently an economic law. The 
gravity of the situation, and I think increase is not altogether due to the war. 
to-day he presented a travesty of the case During the first four years of the present 
when he said the main feature of this Government the expenditure increased 
— preg was a — ees mh vey a oO peta snagect aes — . se? ete 
oubt the war expenditure is large, but re Mas eo anclé 

from a financial vole of view the ahold year during which a Liberal Government 
of the normal expenditure is much more Was only in power a portion of the time, 
oe ee 
on. Gentlemen who are lavish with %@* . f,0UY,UUU; ‘ 
their praise of the right hon. Gentleman’s eo oa Ts sees an gee 
courage and candour. His courage [| Of #<¥,VUU,UUU. weadd to that the 
Ries, nid candour ceases to be a ches three millions and a quarter increase in 
when it becomes inevitable, when the | local taxation expenditure and the two 
skeleton at the feast can no longer be | millions suspended from the contribu- 
hidden from the eyes of the guests. [| tions to the sinking fund to the 
think the right hon. Gentleman should | National Debt, the increase amounts to 
have taken a much bolder course. Oh ee or an increase a mer 
must remember that we were on the | *9,VUU; per annum. Was that 
downward grade, financially, before the | expenditure necessary ? Since when 
wr gen wy doi tle ery wets be poet ey 
sponsibilities whic e war has occa- | Be ee ’ ae 
sioned, and that it has obscured the | Sheffield with regard to Army expendi- 
vision and deadened the conscience of | ture, said— 

the nation to the full import of this) “I wonder whether “ Commander-in-Chief 
alarmi ; ase i i pes | himself and his great military coadjutors would 
tise Th rare ny pene: —— | really tell the country that they obtained atthe 
mire. av increase has been Horne’ present moment an adequate return for the 
philosophically by the taxpayer because _ 18 millions a year spent on the Army.” 
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That £18,000,000 is now increased to 
£30,000,000, exclusive of war charges. 
Is he now convinced that for the larger 
sum he gets an adequate return? At 
Bristol, in the May of 1900, the right 
hon. Gentleman said— 

“‘Hedared say when the war was over that 
they would have a demand for a great increase 
inour Regular Army. He disbelieved in the 
necessity of any such increase.” 

I think, therefore, we may say the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer is one of 
those who is opposed to the spirit of 
militarism, and not in favour of an 
aggressive policy. With regard to the 
expenditure on the Navy. I do not think 
any charge can be made against the 
Liberal party that when they were in 
power they neglected the Navy. What 
is the policy of the Government ? What 
is the objective? <A different standard 
is now being adopted; it is no longer 
considered sufficient that the Navy 
should equal the navies of two European 
Powers ; now it has to equal four, and I 
have no doubt some will say it will not be 
sufficient until our Navy equals the 
navies of the whole world. The noble 
Lord the Member for Greenwich said we 
ought to be prepared to meet the whole 
world in arms. If we could finance the 
country as economically as the noble Lord 
finances some of the voluntary schools 
we hear of, it might be done. Russia 
and France spent on their 
last year £21,000,000, Britain — is 
prepared to spend £33,000,000. It is 
fallacious to suppose that the mere spend- 
ing of money is a guarantee of efficiency. | 
The same spirit of extravagance is appa- 
rent through the whole expenditure. 
The Army Estimates have increased 
from £18,000,000 to £30,000,000 ; the 
salaries of the law officers of the Crown , 
have increased during the same period 
from £19,000 to £30,000 a year. In the 
collection of income and land tax the 
right hon. Gentleman is losing at the 
present time £50,000 a year by insuffi- 
cient collection. If these taxes were col- 
lected in England in the same way as 
they are in Scotland the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer would gain another 
£50,000 a year. The collection at 31st. 
January in Scotland amounts to 67 per | 


{COMMONS} 


navies | 





Bill. 


percent., leaving outstanding in England 
at that date fourteen millions sterling. | 
was much struck by a speech of an hon. 
Member with regard to the subventions to 
local authorities; there is nothing so 
fruitful of extravagance as these grants- 
in-aid of local taxation. In the Report 
of the Royal Commission which has. 
just sat to consider the question of local 
taxation Sir Edward Hamilton says— 
“Under the old system the millions appro- 
priated to local purposes were annually con- 
trolled and supervised by the House of 
Commons. The amount—and a still larger 
amount—which went to meet local require- 
ments under the new system was once for all 
surrendered.” 
The House has no control over the ex 
penditure, and it is iniquitous in this way. 
that it is unjust to the working class tax- 
payer, who pays £1 to the Imperial Ex- 
chequer,and whose local rates are relieved 
to the extent of 5s. What we want isa 
divorce between local taxation and 
Imperial taxation, and it could be 
effected by providing some other source 
of revenue to be levied directly by the 
local authorities and _ relieving the 
Imperial Exchequer of payments to local 
taxation. I ask the right hon. Gentle- 
man, does he take a courageous course 
with regard to economy in_ public 
expenditure? There is always an alter- 
native for the head of a great Depart- 
ment of State whose views have no effect 
with his colleagues, but the right hon. 
Gentleman has not taken advantage of 
that alternative ; he passed the Agricul- 
tural Rates Act and the ‘Tithes Act 
instead. The large expenditure of the 
country makes it imperative that there 
should be greater economy. It will take 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer all his 
time to provide for his own debts without 
backing the billsof the Colonial Secretary. 
The ordinary expenditure, apart from 
the war, had increased enormously, and 
before the war the Chancellor of the 


_ Exchequer was not paying his way. 


The right hon. Gentleman admitted it 
when he resorted to these doubtful ex- 
pedients in 1899, because he then said— 

“If Ido not reduce the amount applicable 
for the debt by two millions, I shall require to 
impose taxation, to increase direct as well as 
indirect taxation.” 
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cent., and in England it is only 32 per | He started with a surplus of £4,000,000, 
cent. In Scotland at 28th February 93 | and he had the advantage of the increase 
per cent. has been collected against 53 of the death duties, which amount to 


Mr. McCrae. 
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£7,000,000 per annum, and the position | present year amounts to £11,000,000 


to-day was this enormous deficit. 


There | | 80 that nothing additional has been pro- 


never was a time of greater need for, vided for war expenditure, and allowing 
economy, and we on this side welcome|the Treasury Estimates of increased 


the expressions of the hon. Member for| revenue to be correct, 
Exeter and others on that side who spoke | 


in favour of economy. 


The right hon. Gentleman the 


Chancellor of the Exchequer complained | 
that the right hon. Member for East | 


Wolverhampton had said little about 
war expenditure. I have always held 
that this war might have been 


ivoided, and I therefore can speak freely. 
The Chancellor of the Exchequer says that 


compared with the issues involved the, 


war expenditure was a trifle. That is 
not the spirit in which the right hon. 
Gentleman ought to approach this ques- 
tion of expenditure. 
diture for the war is £147,650,000; of that 


£142,800,000 is attributed to debt, and | 


£4,850,000 to interest. What provision 
is being made for the liquidation of 
that amount by those responsible for 
the war? The Chancellor of the 
Exchequer said this evening that 
£45,271,000 had been paid off from all 
sources. That is not a third part of the 
debt, but I object to the right hon. 
Gentleman taking credit for either the 
suspension of the Sinking Fund or the 
realised surplus as moneys coming out of 
taxation. Of this £45,000,000 which 
was paid off over £9,000,000 came from 
the contribution from the suspension of 
the Sinking Fund and over £9,000,000 


from realised surpluses, but the 
£18,500,000 should have gone _ to 
decrease capital expenditure. I agree 


with the hon. Member for Mayo when he 
said it was only accumulating debt in 
another form. The National Debt is 
larger by £18,500,000, and the right hon. 
Gentleman ought not to take credit for 


a transaction of that kind. Out of 
taxation we have only _ provided 
£26.974,000, of which £4,850,000 
is for interest which must be paid, 
so that the Government has only 


provided out of taxation £21,899,000, 
or a seventh part of the debt, to meet 
the expenditure of the war in South 
Africa. It is a species of financial leger- 
demain unworthy of the nation. The 
ordinary expenditure, comparing the 
Estimates with Estimates of last year, 
shows an increase of £11,300,000. The 
additional taxation imposed in the 


The total expen- ' 


that shows a 
deficit apart from extra taxation of 
£9,269,000, and the balance between 
that and the £11,300,000 shows a pro- 
vision of only two-thirds of the interest 
for the year payable on account of the 
war, but we apply nothing in liquidation 
of the war debt. Is that good finance ? 
Is that wholesale borrowing consistent 
with the pledges given to this House by 
the right hon. Gentleman himself ? 
What did he say in December, 1900, 
three months after the country was told 
the war was over— 

“T have said throughout I would not make: 

the borrowing for the war a permanent burden 
on the country.” 
That is what he is doing now. If he was 
| anxious to keep his pledges he ought to 
have ear-marked the loan and provided 
for it on the annuity principle, but 
he borrowed £60,000,000 on Consols,. 
which will not be distinguishable from 
the National Debt. When the war was 
at an end was the former contribution to 
the Sinking Fund to be inereased in 
respect of these additional sixty millions ? 
I do not hesitate to say that the Govern- 
ment are shifting the responsibility 
and avoiding their just liabilities. It is 
the old story of leaving the debt to their 
successors to pay. 

The Chancellor of the Exchequer said 
some time ago that if the ordinary 
expenditure increased as it was doing, 
we should require to find new and pro- 
ductive sources of revenue. We have 
had duties proposed on coal and sugar; 
the one cannot be said to be productive, 
and the other is by no means new. 
When the right hon. Gentleman is 
endeavouring to find new sources of 
taxation, why does he not increase the 
licence duties? Even in Edinburgh as 
much as £10,000 and £12,000 have been 
paid for the transfer of a licence. That isan 
unearned increment that certainly ought 
to be taxed. He has lost a great oppor- 
tunity. If he had faced the situation 
he might have taken advantage of the 
crisis to deal with taxation of land values. 
an increase of licence duties, and other 
financial reforms deemed too heroic for- 
calmer times. The right hon. Gentle- 
man has many sound financial opinions,. 
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but the fatal influence of his environment | posals of some private Members. I ask 
prevents him carrying them to logical | myself what does it mean? Is it that 
conclusions. He declared himself a free | the policy of the Government, the policy 


trader, yet imposed an export coal duty. 


He denounced the inequity of making war 
expenditure a permanent burden on the 


country, yet borrowed £60,000,000, and 
hungup £50,000,000 more for a more con- 
venient season ; he warned the country 
against the dire results of increased expen- 
diture, yet supported the Agricultural 


Rates Act and the Tithes Act. Whatever 


gibes may be thrown at the squabbles and 


ltercations in the Liberal party, they 
have never wavered in their allegiance 
to the principles of sound finance ; but 
once more it will be their misfortune to | 


succeed to a mortgaged estate. 


One | mind, is very simple. 


underlying this Budget, commands the 
almost unanimous support of all sections 
'of the House? Nothing of the kind, 
'There never was, I believe, a Govern- 
/ment in office which has excited a more 
bitter and deep-seated opposition among 
the different sections of the House, and 
there never was a Government whose 
policy was more bitterly resented and 
abhorred by many sections of this House, 
Then what is the reason for the un- 
paralleled scene which was witnessed 
when the debate was inaugurated this 
afternoon? The explanation, to my 
It is, in the first 








| 


result at least will follow, that the! place, that the right hon. Gentleman who 
Unionist party will not for many years} has been put forward by the official 


again be returned to power. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: I do not 
think that the oldest Member of 
this House will be able to recollect 


so extraordinary and humiliating a 
spectacle as has been presented by this 
debate to-night. 
a great parliamentary occasion, one of 
those occasions when great issues are at 
stake, when there is a conflict of parties, 
and when the House is deeply moved. 
We are to-night discussing an extra- 
ordinary Budget—a Budget without 
parallel in the history of this country, 
a Budget dealing not with millions, but 
hundreds of millions of public money, a 
Budget which raises the ordinary expendi- 
ture of this country to a higher point than 
it has ever stood at before, a Budget 
which raises the Army and naval expendi- 
ture to the huge total of £60,000,000, a 
Budget which imposes new and oppressive 
taxation on the people, and lays a burden 
on one of the staple articles of food of the 
poorer classes, a Budget based upon a 
war of which no man can see the end, 





which up to the present has cost this | 


country £150,000,000 of public money ; 
and in this unparalleled crisis in the 
nation’s history, when notice of a vote of 
want of confidence in the Government has 
been officially given by the Opposition, 
there would seem to be all the elements of 
a great discussion. But the debate opened 
this afternoon with absolute apathy and 
listlessness. I have seen more interest 
expressed on a Wednesday afternoon 
when the House was discussing the pro- 


Mr. McCrae. 


This is supposed to be | 


| : : 
|approves nor condemns a signal vital 


| Opposition to move this Amendment is 
}a man who is morally as responsible for 
the policy underlying anc necessitating 
this Budget as any man on the Minis- 
‘terial benches. The explanation is that 
| the right hon. Gentleman has been com- 
mitted on behalf of the official Opposition 
/to move an Amendment which, from 
| beginning to end, is a mere dishonest 


| platitude ; an Amendment which neither 


issue in this controversy, and which is 
'most carefully and skilfully drawn so as 
| not to commit the mover of the Amend- 

ment or any of its supporters to any 
| principle or policy whatever. 

I desire, in the very few moments I 
propose to occupy, to get away if 
}T can from all this make-belief, and 
ito deal with what seem to me to be 
the real issues at stake. So far as the 
Irish Members on this side are concerned, 
we object to this Budget root and branch, 
On the first occasion when the subject of 
this Budget came before the House I 
briefly intimated the reasons which ani- 
/mated Irish Members in opposing it. 
| They oppose it, first, on the ground that 
‘they believe, on the authority of the 
Poe aes Commission, that Ireland is 
called upon to pay more than her fair 
share of all this expenditure. That is a 
subject which it would be quite in order 
| for me to discuss, I apprehend, on this 
| occasion, but I recognise that it is nota 
| convenient opportunity for the discus- 
‘sion, and the Government have an- 
‘nounced that they will give us after 
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Whitsuntide a special day for the con-{tory of any civilised country in the 
sideration of this grave question. I pass | world. It has been for you an inglorious 
from it, then, merely mentioning it as| war, with your 250,000 men in the 
the first ground of objection that the | field pitted against, as we are told, some 
Irish Members have to this Budget.| 10,000 or 12,000 Boers in scattered 
The second ground is the character of parties at present in the field. And, 
the taxation. I heard the speech of the | above all—I say above all, because it is 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for| what, after all, will probably awaken 
fast Wolverhampton, in which, making a | the conscience of the country more than 
great grievance of the coal duty, he spoke | anything else—it has been a ruinously 
lightly of the imposition of the duty on | costly war. Passing over these grounds 
sugar. As the representatives of a poor | thus shortly, | say that the Irish Nation- 
nation, which pays in indirect taxation | alist Members in this House protest 
far more than the proportion paid in| against this Budget on these three 
Great Britain, we protest against the | grounds: because it calls upon Ireland 
imposition of the sugar duty—a duty | to pay more than her fair share of the 
which, small though it may appear in its | taxation ; because of the character of 
incidence upon any particular individual | the taxation, which presses most hardly 
family, is yet one which will be felt almost | upon the poorer classes ; and because 
entirely by the poorer classes, and which | the whole reason of this Budget is this 
will bring suffering and hardship into | disgraceful and inglorious war, to which, 
every poor little cabin through the West | if we had our way, we would not permit 
and South of Ireland. We object also to, our country to contribute one farthing. 
this Budget because of the cause which | The House is really, | admit, most fair 
underlies it. The cause which underlies | and tolerant in listening to views which 
this Budget is, of course, the military | probably to the majority of Members 
expenditure necessitated by the war. I) are not very palatable, but I have felt 
will pass lightly over this point—because | it my duty, without unduly delaying 
[| always endeavour to avoid repeating | the House by repetition, to emphasise 
myself, and I have already spoken upon | once more these grounds upon which 
this point—but this much I must be! we object to the Budget. Hon. Members 
allowed to say once more. The Irish) will probably think that our position 
Nationalist Members on the question of | has been so clear up to the present that 
this war sympathise heartily and wholly | this repetition was scarcely necessary. 
with the Boers. These men, fighting in} However, I have endeavoured to make 
their mountain fastnesses against over- | this statement short. 

whelming odds, seem to usin the light of} It may be said, and fairly said, 
a people fighting for the greatest cause | perhaps, that it was unnecessary for me to 
to which brave men ever consecrated | speak at all. The real reason I have risen 
their swords and their lives ; they are| is, not that I believe either the House 
fighting for their liberties and their) or the country has any doubt or mis- 
homes. I remember at an early stage | understanding as to our attitude on this. 
of this Transvaal controversy, shortly, I} war, but in order that we may make 

think, after the war commenced, that the | our position perfectly clear and intelli- 
Secretary for the Colonies made some | gible with reference to this precious 

illusion to the God of battles. Well,| Amendment. I desire to ask respect- 

Sir, in this controversy England has had | fully what does this Amendment mean ? 

almost everything upon her side. She/I confess that before the debate com- 

has had the numbers, and she has had menced I was considerably puzzled as 

the money ; who will say she has had the| to the meaning of this Amendment, 

God of battles? I believe that on the} and, having listened patiently to the 

side of England this has been the most speech of the proposer, I am more 

disgraceful war in her history. It has) puzzled now than before. The preamble 

been a war promoted by greed, and | declares—‘‘ That this House, while ready 

carried on with untold cruelty. A more | to make adequate provision for the 

shamefulrecordthanthe Return published | naval and military requirements of the 

the other day of the number of Boer Empire,” and so forth. Now, I want 

homesteads burned down by your troops|to ask what does that phrase mean ? 

is not to be found, I believe, in the his- The right hon. Gentleman who moved 
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the Amendment spoke, forsooth, 


expenditure. That 


year for the Army and the Navy. 


increased expenditure on the Navy. 


the Army. 
that that increase in the military expen- 


diture has not been accomplished by | 
It has been gradual during | 


one stroke. 
the last few years, year after year. When 
did the right hon. Gentleman rise in 
his place in the past to protest even by 


word or vote against this increase of | 
No, the right hon. Gentle- | 
man made no such effort on the side of | 


expenditure ! 


sconomy ; but when this enormous mili- 
tary expenditure was being piled up it 
was left to the Irish Members on these 
benches, alo..e and unaided, to make 


arguments in favour of economy in the | 


public Departments. The right hon. 
Gentleman posed to-night as the cham- 
pion of economy—a pretty champion, 
forsooth ! The apostle of Liberal Impe- 
rialism masquerading as an economist ! 
The increases in the military expendi- 
ture of this country, with which the 


right hon. Gentleman found fault, are | 


the direct and necessary result of the 
policy of Imperialism, which he has 
preached up and down all through Eng- 
‘and. The right hon. Gentleman, I am 
bound to say, although he endeavoured 
to pose as the champion of economy, 
did not carry his economical views very 
far. He does not disagree with the 
increased expenditure on the Navy. 
He was not very definite or clear as to 
how he would reduce the increased 
expenditure on the Army made necessary 
by the policy which he has enthusiasti- 
cally adopted. But he did say something 
on the amount spent on education. 
I ask again, what does this Amendment 
mean! I expected to receive from the 


Mr. John Redmond. 


{COMMONS} 


of 
what he was pleased to call the peace 
is the phrase he 
gave to what is going to be the normal 
expenditure of this country—expendi- 
ture consisting in part of £60,000,000 a 
That 
is the expenditure termed by the right 
hon. Gentleman a peace expenditure. 
May I use the phrase without offence— | 
What a hypocritical argument! Of all | 
the men in this House the right hon. | 
Gentleman has the least right to stand | 
up here as the champion of economy. 
He does not complain, indeed, of the 
He 
does, in a faint, half-hearted way, com- | 
plain of the increased expenditure on | 
I ask this House to recollect 
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|right hon. Gentleman some light and 
leading upon this matter, which would 
}enable men who take an independent 
view of these things to make up their 
mind whether to vote for the Amend- 
ment or not. Does this Amendment 
/mean approval of the war policy? It 
says—" While ready to make adequate 
|provision. for the naval and_ military 
requirements of the Empire.” For my 
part, I would have thought that that 
committed us to approval of the war, 
no matter from whose lips the statement 
vame, but when the statement comes 
from the lips of a man who has openly 
_and enthusiastically supported the policy 
of the war, I have no alternative but 
'to come to the conclusion that this 
Amendment does mean an approval of 
that policy. The right hon. Gentleman 
is the representative par excellence on 
this side of the House of that poliey. 
Indeed, it would not be going too far 
to say that he was elected to this Parlia- 
ment as a supporter of the Government 
on the really vital issue at the Election. 
When a right hon. Gentleman with this 
past history asks me to vote in favour 
| of a declaration that this House is ready 
ito make adequate provision for the 
naval and military requirements of the 
Empire, I take that to be an invitation 
to vote in favour of the policy of this 
war. In my opinion, any man who 
votes for the Amendment will be voting 


in favour of the policy of the war. 
) 


[‘* No.”] Does anyone question this! 
[‘‘ Yes.”"] lam glad to hear that. One 


or two Gentlemen above the gangway 
say that voting for this Amendment 
does not pledge them to the war. Very 
well. Does this Amendment 
condemnation of the war ! 


do with the war. 


posed on behalf of the Opposition which 


of the war or to condemnation of it! 
What, then, I ask, does it mean? Why, 
Sir, it means nothing at all. It is 4 
facing-both-ways Amendment ; it is 4 
silly and, it seems to me, rather a con- 
temptible evasion of the real issues at 
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stake. If I might be allowed respectfully | time in the discussion of a mere platitude 
to say one word further, I would say that | such as has been proposed bythe right hon- 
until the Opposition in this House make | Gentleman the Member for East Wolver- 
up their minds to stand by some policy, | hampton. So far as we are concerned on 
no matter how mistaken, or to stand by | these benches, when the Second Reading 
some principle, no matter how hum-drum, | of this Bill comes to be put from the 
they cannot expect to command that | Chair, we will, by our votes in the division 
respect in the country which must be the | lobby, show our disapproval of all the 
forerunner of popular support. There- | great issues underlying the Budget, but 
fore, for the reasons which I have given I | on this inconclusiveand dishonest Amend- 
denounce this Amendment as a sham and | ment we shall refuse to vote, because we 
a make-believe, put forward here by a/ regard it as a foolish and contemptible 
man who—if he stands for anything— attempt to sit upon two stools, an attempt 
stands for all those principles of the | to evade every real, honest issue in this 
present Government which are most controversy, and we shall refuse, once 
abhorrent, as I believe, to the true demo- and for all, to make ourselves parties to a 
cratic instinct of the people of Great sham. 

Britain as well as of Ireland. Of course, | 

Ido not know what the rank and file of Mr. GILBERT PARKER (Gravesend): 
the Opposition will do upon this Amend- | It is an agreeable surprise for me to be 
ment, but so far as the Irish Members | able for once to agree with the hon. 
are concerned the House may take it for| Member for Waterford. I have so 
granted that they will not bea party to| many times disagreed from him in the 
thissham. This debate must of necessity, | course of the debates in this House 
from the manner in which it was intro-| that an agreement with him upon the 
duced, and from the character of the | occasion of my first addressing this 
Amendment, be a dismal mockery and | House is as pleasant as I hope it will be 
a hollow farce. The Irish Nationalist | profitable to myself. The hon. Member 
Members of this House have had to|for Waterford has dissented entirely 
endure with patience many accusations | from the Amendment which has been 
of wasting the time of Parliament.| moved by the right hon. Gentleman 
After all, there is this to be said for us, | the Member for East Wolverhampton. 
that when we have been accused of | I find no difficulty in agreeing with the 
wasting the time of Parliament we have | hon. Member for Waterford, tor I found 
been debating, perhaps, at too great | the same confusion in my mind when I 
length, with a reiteration which would | came to study that Amendment. That 
be avoided by men of greater oratorical | confusion was increased by the speech 
skill, subjects which, humble as they may | which the right hon.Gentleman delivered, 
vem to the large intelligence of Im-| and by other speeches which were made 
perialist Members of this House, are} on the opposite side of the House, 
subjects intimately affecting the lives and | and also, if I may say so, by one or two 
the happiness of the poorest of our popu- | delivered on this side of the House. | 
lation at home. That is to be said in| find it exceedingly difficult to be able 
extenuation for us if we do in this foreign | to dissociate what may be called extra- 
Parliament occupy too much of your) ordinary expenditure and expenditure 
time. What is to be said of the occupa-|on the Army and Navy from normal 
tion of three valuable nights of Parlia-| expenditure. It would seem sometiu es 
ment time in the discussion of a ridiculous | to the new Members in this House, as 
Amendment like this, which is based upon | was suggested by an hon. Member 
no principle, and which, upon the admis- | opposite, that we are approaching great 
sion of hon. Members above the gangway, | public matters in the spirit of a parish 
does not commit anybody to anything? | council. But the policy which should 
Let this debate come toanend. [regard | animate us should not be that of a 
this day and Thursday being spent in the | parish council. I have gained the im- 
discussion of this Amendment as a pure | pression from the speeches which have 
waste of time. If there is to be a discus- | been delivered that the expenditure which 
sion on this Budget, let it be taken upon a| has so largely and so disastrously in- 
plain and honest issue, and do not occupy | creased has been a thing which has not 
three valuable days of Parliament time! had a legitimate origin, and has not 
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proceeded along perfectly legitimate lines. 
1 myself am of the opinion that the ex- 
penditure is proceeding along perfectly 
legitimate lines. The speech made by 
the hon. Member for Haddingtonshire 
and other hon. Members gave one the 
feeling that the spirit of pessimism was 
abroad in the land, and especially pos- 
sessed the Liberal party. It is.a curious 
thing, after all, that in the expenditure 
which has taken place, and in the speeches 


{COMMONS} 
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{She has lost, perhaps, in individua 
| markets, but she has gained upon the 
|whole. The proportion of her gains 
and her position in the world’s trade to- 
| day is exactly the same as it was thirty 
|years ago. Thirty years ago Germany 
| first awoke to her possibilities as a 
/manufacturing country, and at that 
(time the United States was borrowing 
|heavily from us. I dissent from the 
| proposition of an hon. Gentleman opposite 


which have been delivered, so little that the ability to borrow at a low rate 
reference has been made to all those | of interest is a sign of the prosperity of 
expenditures which affect the Empire at} any country. The United States was 
large. |borrowing from this country largely 

The Amendment which has been | during thirty and forty years, and this 
moved, and the speech which has been | Went on so extensively that our securities 
made upon it by the right hon. Gentle- |! the United States represented an 
man the Member for East Wolverhamp- extraordinary amount. hose securities 
ton, seem to occupy this ground only, | We do not now possess, for they have 
that the normal expenditure is dissociated | Vanished from our purview, and, as to 
entirely from what may be called the | the money which they represented, we do 
general expenditure. Is it not within | not know where it is. But the United 
the knowledge of every Member of | States borrowed with a purpose. She 
this House that every step that is taken borrowed to invest the money in profit- 
for the opening up of new markets means | able manufactures rather than to manu- 
an increase of the normal expenditure ? facture herself and expend her own 
Is it not the case that as our trade| capital at the time. But since then 
increases our expenditure must also in-| the United States has taken back those 
crease in all the departments of the State | Securities which we owned, and Germany 
in this country?) We have been told | has also taken a high position as a great 
that during the last twenty years our | competitor with us. What is the position 
trade has declined. That is not true,|now? I dissent entirely from the view 
for our trade taken in the bulk has not | that, at the present time, England is 
declined. The Member for Haddington-| in the position of a declining country. 
shire informed us, in a very pessimistic Our carrying trade to-day in the world 
speech, that the United States and 18 exactly what it was In proportion to 
Germany were dispossessing us of our| the world’s carrying trade thirty years 


trade. That may be true in part, but it | 4g0. If that is the case it seems to me 


is not true altogether. It is a fact; that it is somewhat premature for 
which every Member of this House must | pessimists in this House or out 
be aware of that the United States|of it to preach only the decline 
during the last fifteen or twenty years | 40 fall of the British Empire. 


has largely increased its manufactures | The normal expenditure to which I 
and has decreased its purchases from | have referred may be found to have 
this country. It is likewise a fact that | increased in certain directions which are 
Germany has competed with us success- | closely associated with the Empire. 

fully in the markets of the world. We [ find it difficult to understand why, 
have, however, to face this remarkable when hon. Members upon the opposite 
fact, that no matter what our predis- | Side of the House are criticising the 
position concerning the trade of the | Budget, our expenditure in certain 
world may be the total trade of the | departments of the public service inti- 
world thirty years ago was represented | mately associated with our commercial 
by an enormous sum to which England | development 1s entirely omitted from 
contributed 51 per cent. We have to | consideration. For instance, in 1881 the 
face the fact that during the years that | expenditure on the Post Office was 
have passed since then England has, | £3,500,000. In 1901 it was £9,329,000. 
on the whole. maintained her position. | The expenditure on telegraphs in 1881 


Mr. Gilbert Parker. 
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was £1,250,000; in 1901 it was over 
£4,000,000. On the Civil Service in 
1881 the expenditure was £17,000,000, 
and in 1901 it was £23,000,000. May 
lask if these services and these depart- 
ments of the State are not closely identi- 
fied with the development of commerce ? 
Is it not the case that, as you extend 
your markets, you increase your normal 
expenditure? The United States began 
to take fewer of our exports and shut us 
out from the advantages of her market. 
Germany began to possess herself of 
certain ports and advantages, and she 
found her way into South America 
and the United States, and cut us out 
there by supplying our former customers 
in Asia Minor and Egypt with goods 
which we could not supply them with, 
because of the backwardness of our 
inventions, and the want of enterprise 
on the part of our manufacturers. It 
was then, by virtue of the extension of 
our colonies and our markets, that our 
ships and our carrying trade turned to 
the newer ports and the newer markets, 
where certain proportions of our Army 
are now occupied in preserving order. 
[take it to be an axiom almost that you 
cannot conduct any business organ- 
isation without a perfect command of 
the system, and without a careful con- 
sideration of all those elements which 
are necessary for the development of that 
business or commercial organisation. 
The time has come in this country when 


we have found it necessary to consider | 


a larger scheme of army organisation. 
We have steadily increased our expendi- 
ture, but at the same time we have 
gained continuously, and by a proportion- 
ate and equable ratio, advantages of trade 
and of commerce which we should not 
have otherwise done if we had not kept 
pace with the necessities of the situation. 
My position in this matter is that we 
shall presently have to consider very 
carefully what our attitude will be to- 
wards those organisations, those nation- 


alities, those colonies, which represent | 


to usone-fourth of our tradeat the present 
time. One-fourth of our trade represents 
an exceedingly large sum. 


hear from hon. Members opposite criti- 
cisms upon the expenditure on our Navy 
for the defence of the colonies. 

To-night the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer referred rather vaguely to the 
fact that there might come a time when 
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'we should have to consider very care- 
fully the question of this country not 
paying all the expenses attached to the 
defence of the trade of this country. 
But this country does not pay all the 
expense of our trade. This country must 
realise, and does realise, that it has 
cost us during the last hundred years 
£30,000,000 for the actual defence of 
those portions of our Empire which are 
known as our colonies. But what is this 
£30,000,000 set against ? It is set against 
£5,283,000,000, that represents the 
trade of the colonies of this Empire 
with this country during the last thirty 
years, and we in this country have paid 
about £30,000,000 in defence of those 
colonies. As the trade of this country 
declines through the competition which 
threatens it, to what source of revenue 
shall we turn? I hope I shall not be 
considered one of those Jingo Imperial- 
ists who stand solely upon the basis of 
sentiment. We have had our danger- 
ous hours with our colonies, and we 
never had a more dangerous hour than 
in the year 1857, when the Liberal party 
in this country was disposed to let these 
colonies go. Another time more danger- 
ous still occurred at a later moment in 
the history of Australia, when the Liberal 
party was prepared to allow Australia to 
find its way into an independence, which 
at this moment would have been a 
disastrous thing for this Empire. I do 
not wish to put undue weight upon that 
sentimental bond which sent to us 
during the present war an extraordinary 
number of colonists to support this 
country in waging the war in South 
Africa. It is, however, a notable fact 
that. in proportion to her population, 
Canada sent the same ratio of troops as 
that of England. Australia sent to 
South Africa twenty men in every 
thousand in her population, which pro- 
portion is, I think, four times as large as 
the number which England sent herself 
of her civilian population. I do not 
wish to lay stress upon that fact, because 
I believe that the future of this Empire 
does not depend alone upon a sentimental 
bond. The colonies realise more clearly 
‘than any hon. Members of this House 
|are aware that the ultimate natural 
union is a union which has for its basis 
| mutual consideration, and mutual 
| benefit, backed by a natural affinity. 
‘That natural affinity exists, and draws 
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the colonies towards England, but 
when you consider that at present 
Canada is attempting once more to 
negotiate a reciprocity treaty with the 
United States, and when you realise that 
that reciprocity treaty will withdraw 
from us, if it is accomplished, that trade 
which, during the last three years, has 
increased to an extraordinary extent—to 
the extent of £4.000,000 in three years, 
or 20 per cent. of what it was, and really 
an increase of 334 per cent.—I take it to 
be an exceedingly serious matter. It has 
been the trade of the colonies which has 
in the course of the loss of certain markets 
to this country preserved for us our 
position in the whole volume of the trade 
of the world, and if we are to preserve that 
status which it has been the pride of 
commercial England to occupy, we shall 
have to consider very carefully, I think, 
these great commercial questions which 
are bound up with this very Budget and 
this very Finance Bill which the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer has laid before us. 

I repeat my belief and opinion that 
the increase of the normal expenditure— 
which amounts within the last twenty 
years altogether, in the four Departments 
of the Government which I have named, 
to nearly £15,000,000—covers, I take it, 
that very deficit which an hon. Member 
opposite was so keen to lay before us. 
This means that if the deficit would have 
been £9,000,000 we might have saved 
it naturally out of the expenditure on 
these Departments by disregarding the 
natural laws of commerce. We might 
have saved the £15,000,000 in this way, 
but would that have met the case? I do 
not think it would. I take it that in a 
private enterprise if you increase the 
volume of your business or the com- 
mercial output you must increase the 
expenditure upon it. That, I believe, is 
the law which governs not only private 
institutions but all Departments of the 
State as well, and also all great commer- 
cial organisations. I have been unable 
to agree with the Amendment of the right 
hon. Gentleman, and I have been unable, 
for good reasons, to identify myself with 
the extravagant propositions of the Mem- 
ber for Oldham. I find myself unable 
to obey the firman of the new Sultan of a 


Finance 


parsimonious democracy, but I do find 


myself able to put on record my faith, if 
not my unflinching faith, in the judgment 


Mr. Gilbert Parker. 
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of the Chancellor of the Exchequer, 
I suppose that every hon. Member of this 
House eventually becomes educated to 
the fact that every great scheme in 
human affairs and every invention has its 
fallible points. I suppose I shall become 
accustomed to find that even Chan- 
cellors of the Exchequer and Cabinet 
Ministers may be fallible. It is within 
even my capacity to do this, but I do 
feel as strongly as the hon. Member for 
Waterford that most of the objections 
which have been raised to this Finance 
Bill are exceedingly belated. I feel that 
most of the objections which have been 
raised have not been really raised in the 
most perfect good faith—I mean perfect 
good faith if it is to be founded on a 
clear and hopeful idea of the actual 
state of the commercial affairs of this 
country, and a clear and aopeful idea of 
what the commerce of this country 
means, not only to England itself but to 
the Empire. I feel as strongly upon this 
question as any hon. Member can feel 
who, as it were, has no ties in this House, 
but who comes here with an independent 
feeling, andis yet linked tothe Conservative 
party. I believe to-day that the true 
Liberals and Radicals are to be found 
in the Conservative party. I do not find 
that the principles which animated the 
great Liberal party, which at one time 
was so necessary to the development of 
this country, any longer animate them 
in any concentration of purpose or clear 
idea of policy. Therefore, | maintain that 
if there is a movement which may be 
considered to be in sympathy with the 
advancement of this country and the 
advancement of the Empire, it is to be 
found in the party to which I belong, 
rather than in the party opposite, 
which presents a front which has 
been decimated by criticism, whieh has 
not the advantage of being united in any 
sense, or of being centred upon any one 
great vital principle except that devious, 
vague and uncertain challenge, “ You 
are expensive, you are extravagant,” 
| disregarding the fact that the expense 
and the extravagance of which they 
accuse this party they themselves have 
had a share in. During the last 
thirty years, where they have not 
had a share in that growth, it 
‘seems to me, from my slight reading 


— observation, to have been becaus¢ 
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they have not desired to share fully in the | these financial details than I could 
proper, natural and inevitable develop- | possibly pretend to. I desire to en- 


ment of the Empire. 


I, therefore, cannot | deavour to lay before the House a few 


agree with the Amendment, but am glad | general aspects of the financial position 


to support the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer in his Finance Bill. I hope that 
all Members of the House—yes, the 
Liberal as well as the Unionist party—will 
share as intensely as I and all true 
Imperialists do—not the Jingo Imperial- 
ists, but the Imperialists who have 


behind them the best conceptions of the | 


commercial needs of this Empire—the 
rightful ambition of every true citizen of 
this land, namely, that our colonies, which 
will ultimately be our fiscal salvation, 
may not merely have our consideration 
—because we cannot approach them now 
as subordinate provinces of this Empire— 
but will be treated in all matters of a 
closer commercial union as if they were, 
as they are, nations by themselves, who 
could to-day, if they wished to do so, end 
the association as easily as they might 
have ended it forty years ago at the will 
of the Liberal party, and this country 
would find it most difficult to prevent 
them. But the colonies are united in the 
feeling of patriotism and devotion to- 
wards this country, and when difficulty 
arises they will take their stand upon the 
principle of mutual consideration, benefit, 
fairplay, and fair concession, either as to 
expenditure upon the Navy or as to the 
support of measures which go for the 
defence of this Empire. 

Mr. BRYCE (Aberdeen,  S.): 
Although I am unable to agree with a 
great deal which has fallen from the hon. 
Member who has just spoken, it gives me, 
and I am sure every Member of the 
House, pleasure to welcome to our de- 


bates a Member who has shown that he | 


is able to win high distinction in other 
fields. But I must at once enter a pro- 


test against the suggestion that the_ 


Liberal party was the party which ever 
expressed a desire to part with the 
colonies. 
ber that the famous phrase about “ these 
wretched colonies’ was spoken not by 
a Liberal Minister, but by Lord Beacons- 
field. 
with the various points of the Budget, 
which require again the marshalling of the 
figures which the hon. Member for East 


I must remind the hon. Mem- | 


I do not intend to deal in detail | 


in which we are placed, and which seem 

to me to be the main issue raised by the 
Amendment. I understand this Amend- 
_ment as asking us to review the finance 
‘of the last few years,and to say whether 
it leaves the country in a position from 
which we can regard the future with 
anything but disquiet. 


In the first place, let me say a few 
words with regard to the methods by 
which the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
|proposes to raise the funds necessary 
to meet the expenditure of the present 
year. I assent entirely to the view that 
the masses of the people must pay their 
share of the war expenditure. We have 
placed the destinies of the country, the 
issues of peace and war, in the hands of 
the majority of the voters of the country, 
and they ought to bear their share—not 
more than their share, but certainly their 
share—of the expenditure which is the 
result of a policy which they have sanc- 
tioned by their votes. I think that this 
is all the more necessary in a country 
like ours, where the safeguard against 
war which exists in continental countries 
is absent. I hope it always will be absent ; 
I hope we shall never have conscription 
in this country. But hon. Members 
will recollect that in a country where 
there is conscription there is a security 
-which does not equally exist in this 
‘country against the Government em- 
barking upon war. It is, therefore, all 
the more necessary that the results of 
_war should be brought home to every 
‘individual voter by the taxes he has to 
pay. In the Middle Ages they resorted 
to the rough-and-ready method of a poll 
tax. The poll tax was sometimes followed 
by an insurrection, and the insurrection 
had the effect of making the rulers of the 
country realise where they were leading 
the country to. In our more refined 
days we are obliged to resort to indirect 


| taxation, and we must choose a form of 


indirect taxation which, if possible, will 
enable the body of the people to realise 
‘that expenses are incurred of which 
‘they must bear their own share. I 
| quite agree that we must bring home to 


Edinburgh has so admirably dealt with. | the people the responsibility which they 
There are many Members of the House | have as citizens. We must make them 


who have a more minute knowledge of realise that we are at war, and we must 
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make them estimate what we are going 
to get by the war. One of the great 
objections to the policy which the Govern- 
ment have followed of raising a very 
large part of the expenditure of the war 
by loan is that it fails to bring home to 
the country the real gravity of the posi- 
tion in which we stand and a sense of the 
amount of the expenditure in which we 
are involved. Altogether apart from 
other arguments which have been dwelt 
upon by my hon. friend the Member for 
East Edinburgh, I feel strongly that it 
is desirable that the country should be 
made to realise from the moment war 
begins how serious is the responsibility 
it has incurred, and that can best be done 
by paying a very large proportion of the 
expenditure out of current revenue. 

I will say a word upon two of the taxes 
which the right hon. Gentleman proposes 
to impose. The first is the sugar tax. 
It is not for me, nor is this the time, to 
compare the merits of the tax upon 
sugar with several other taxes which 
have been suggested. Personally, I 
prefer a tax upon beer, or the tax advo- 
cated by the hon. Member for Bedford- 
shire upon licences, or an increase of the 
tax upon tobacco. Either one of these 
would have many reasons to recommend 
it in preference to the sugar tax, because, 
although the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
passes it very lightly by, I think he must 
feel that it is a little hard upon the classes 
of the community which are least able to 
make their voices heard and their in- 
fluence felt—I mean the very poor and 
the women—that this tax should fall 
with special weight upon them. But 
there are two other objections to the 
tax. It is a tax upon food and a tax 
upon raw material. For the last thirty 
years we have done our best to reduce 
all taxes upon food, but we are now 
abandoning that principle. Therefore, 
although I admit that it has become 
necessary to impose some tax of this kind, 
3 think it is a pity that this particular 
tax has been selected. Now I will say a 
few words about the coal tax and its 
general effect, but I must make one 
observation in reply to the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer. He spoke as if he felt 
easy as to our command of the Medi- 
terranean market. I do not share his 
confidence. I believe the Mediterranean 
market is one of those threatened, and | 


Mr, Bryce. 
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believe it is especially threatened by the 
competition of the United States, 
Already there are powerful syndicates in 
the United States which, we understand, 
are preparing to ship coal to the Medi- 
terranean, and taking this opportunity 
of competing there with us. Although 
we have an advantage in proximity of the 
markets, they have an advantage in 
cheap carriage from the mines from the 
Atlantic slope, and an advantage from 
easy mining, because many of their 
mines are not deep and the coal costs far 
less in raising. They are anxious at this 
moment to develop this export trade, 
and they are willing to take considerable 
trouble and run considerable risks in 
order to compete with us in European 
markets and other foreign ports. There- 
fore I think the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer is far too sanguine on the subject. 
There is another remark on the coal 
trade to which reference must be made— 
it was mentioned by the hon. Member 
for Hartlepool, and also by the hon. 
Member for Gloucester—and that is the 
effect the coal tax is likely to have on 
British shipping. The Chancellor of the 
Exchequer knows that coal is by far the 
largest article in point of quantity carried 
in British bottoms. He knows that it 
pays by far the largest part of our freights, 
and that the coal freights are larger than 
those of all other commodities taken 
together. It is clear that it must be a 
very important article in the general 
profit of shipping, and that it affects the 
shipping trade in a very particular way. 
An immense number of vessels are built 
for the coal trade and employed entirely 
in that trade. If the export coal trade 
receives a check by this duty which the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer is imposing, 
those ships will have to be worked without 
profit or laid up, in which case a con- 
siderable amount of labour will be thrown 
out of employment and a great deal of 
capital will remain unused. If, on the 
other hand, they continue to be worked, 
there will be a serious shock and dis- 
turbance given to the freights of other 
commodities, because vessels which go 
out with coal bring home other articles 
from abroad ; very frequently they are 
able to bring home cargoes at a lower 
freight in consequence of the freight 
obtained in taking out coal. That 
reacts on the manufactures of this 
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country. Therefore you will disturb the 
whole trade of the country by disturbing 
the shipping trade, and you will parti- 
cularly disturb the possibility of making 
calculations in the shipping trade as to 
the expectation of getting a continuation 
of freight or a return freight. If a ship- 
owner knows that he will not get a coal 
freight it will be quite clear that his 
whole calculations will be disturbed. 
You add this to the other difficulties 
which operate to disturb the shipping 
trade, which is an unusually complicated 
one. When we remember how large a 
part of the whole capital of the country 
is embarked in the shipping trade, how 
it affects everybody else, and how sensi- 
tive the trade is, we must conclude that 
it was unfortunate for the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer to try this tax, apart from 
the effects upon the coal trade, on account 
of the effect it will have in disturbing 
other industries. It has always been a 
maxim of financial policy that we ought 
to disturb the natural operations of trade 
as little as possible, and that is a strong | 
argument against the measure taken on | 
this occasion. 


I pass from that to say a few words | 
on general finance. The expenses of | 
the war are put down at £153,000,000, | 
but we all know that that figure is! 
likely to be exceeded. The war may. 
last a great deal longer than the War) 
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as having been absolutely unnecessary 
and entirely deplorable. And having 
said that, and shown what I think of 
the construction and meaning of this 
Amendment, I have no more to say upon 
that subject. Another point to which 
we are brought in the present position 
is this. We have the suspension of the 
Sinking Fund, that is to say, we are not 
exactly adding to our debt, but we are 
stopping the process by which it was 
being reduced. That is a serious fact. 
During twenty-five years of economy 
we paid off more than during the whole 
of the reign of her late Majesty. 

So much for the special expenditure 
which the war has caused. Now let me say 
a word about the ordinary expenditure. 
In 1895 it was £94,500,000, and now, 
according to the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer’sown figures, it is £123,000,000— 
that is an increase of thirty per cent. in 
six years. I do not believe that any 





equal increase to that in the normal 
expenditure—I speak entirely irrespec- 
tive of party—has been produced during 
any other period in our history. It is, 
at any rate, certainly something to which 
we have absolutely no parallel during the 
late reign or during the memory of any 
man living. This expenditure has been 
mainly incurred on the Army and Navy. 
We have productive and non-productive 
expenditure. This is non-productive ex- 








Office or the Chancellor of the Exchequer! penditure, or the greater part of it. 
expect, and we do not know—I do not; There has been £12,000,000 increase in 
think they would claim at this moment) the Army, and £12,500,000 in the Navy. 
that they do know—what the expendi-| The total expenditure on the Army and 
ture will be afterwards. I say, then,| Navy together is now +£60,000,000. 
that very probably we shall not be rid When we come to the expenditure on the 
of the expenses of the war for a smaller | Post Office, upon the telegraph service, 
sum than £200,000,000. I do not think | and upon education, we have one of two 
that is an extravagant calculation judging | things, either we have greater facilities, as, 
from the way our hopes have already | for instance, by improved postal service, 
been deceived during the course of the | or else we have, asin the case of education, 
last eighteen months. Something has | an expenditure which is, or ought to be, 
been said as to the relation which this| eminently reproductive in increasing 
Amendment bears to the war. I do not) the productive power of the people by 
propose to discuss the war here. I have their improved intelligence and_ skill. 
often expressed my opinion about it in| Therefore these are expenditures we need 
the House, and I am perfectly willing! not grudge. I agree that we ought to 
to do so again. There is not a word in| scrutinise the education expenditure. I 
the Amendment which expresses appro- | agree that we do not get full our value 
val of the war, either directly or by impli- for it, but, at any rate, it is reproductive ; 
cation. If there was a word expressing, | but the expenditure upon the Army and 
even by implication, approval of the | Navy cannot be claimed to have any 
war. I should not vote for it, because | similar benefit to the country. The most 


I have often said I look upon the war | we can say is that it is an insurance, and 
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I entirely admit that a country like this, 
living largely off its commerce, should 
safeguard its vast mercantile marine. I 
approve of spending a large sum on 
insurance, but that does not prevent us 
from inquiring whether we are paying 
too high a premium. As regards the 
Navy, we are all perfectly well agreed 
that we must have a navy adequate to 
the defence of the country. That is an 
old and tried proposition. No one in 
the House will disagree with that, but it 
does not follow that we ought to give 
naval experts everything they ask for, 
and I am astonished at some of the 
demands made for the Navy. I think 
the House ought to remember that one 
result of our constant increase in 
naval expenditure has been to increase 
the naval expenditure of other Powers, 
and, therefore, we are simply pitting 
ourselves against other Powers in this 
matter. 

*Sir M. HICKS BEACH: No. 

Mr. BRYCE: Everyone admits that 
that has been the result. If the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer will read the debates 
going on in the French Chamber he will 
see that the increase of our Navy is con- 
stantly cited there as a reason why their 
Navy should be increased. That is one 
reason why we should scrutinise more 
than we have done this naval expendi- 
ture, but when I come to the Army | have 
no confidence at all. We have not had 
reasons given us by the War Office to 


\{COMMONS} 











show that the increase in our Army | 
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have a better foreign and colonial policy 
than the present and previous Conserva- 
tive Governments have given us. When 
the present Government came into power 
in 1895 the Prime Minister acknow- 
ledged that we were on the best relations 
with every foreign Power, and he went 
out of his way to pay a tribute to our 
good relations with foreign Powers as 
left by the outgoing Government. A 
year ago, when he addressed a speech to 
the Primrose League, he said we were 
obliged to admit that we had incurred 
the hatred and exposed ourselves to the 
rivalry and danger of the Continental 
Powers. There is in that statement 
quite enough to bear out the comment 
on the policy which I have ventured to 
make. 

There is one other observation | should 
like to make about expenditure and 
efficiency. Large expenditure is not 
necessarily associated with greater eff- 
ciency. I think economy means a great 
deal more in administration than merely 
saving up the money which economy 
represents. The easiest way, some people 
think, to appear to be doing something 
is to vote money, and when they have 
voted money they lay the pleasing 
unction to their souls that they have 
done all that is necessary. You may go 
so far as to say that lavish expenditure 
means lax administration. The surest 
way to get value for our money is the 
fear of criticism, and to be obliged to show 
that you are getting the most out of 
every shilling you spend, and I believe 
the extravagant practices of late years 


expenditure is called for. I am inclined | have very much reduced the efficiency 
to think that the expenditure on the | of the public service. The hon. Member 
Army is very largely the result of lax |for Gloucester in his interesting speech 
administration, and that we might to-night quoted the Duke of Wellington 








attain quite as good results at probably | 
several millions less than we spend 
annually on the Army now. We must 
remember that both naval and military 
expenditure is very largely a question of | 
policy. It is foreign and colonial policy 
that determines our expenditure. If our 
foreign and colonial policy is aggressive, 
provocative, unwise, and shortsighted, 
we are perfectly certain to have to pay 
a much larger sum for military and naval 
armaments than we would have other- 
wise to devote to these purposes. When 
I am asked how to retrench military and 
naval expenditure, I say we ought to 





Mr Bryce. 


as being a remarkable instance of a great 
military man who set the highest value 
on economy, and always insisted that it 
ought to be strictly applied to military 
matters. I will give another high 
authority—Frederick the Great. I sup- 
pose we all remember that there has been 
no Government in Europe which has 
devoted for the last 200 years such con- 
stant care and attention to its military 
establishment as the Government of 
Prussia, and the watchword and the 
principle of the Government of Prussia 
since the days of Frederick the Great has 
been “Economy.” I believe the ex- 
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traordinary efficiency which the Prussian | last year and this year to us, must desire: 
army has reached has been very largely | more control over the purse. He must 
due to strict and close attention to detail | wish that we should respond to the 
and the determination to get value for | appeals he has made, and it is with the 
every thaler spent, which was steadily | desire of responding to those appeals 


enforced by all the German generals and | 
officers. I believe we could succeed in | 
very largely reducing every branch of | 
our expenditure, but, above all, our | 
military expenditure, if we applied | 
scrutiny like that which Prussia applies 
to our expenditure. I am sure that 
those who have followed the debates on 
the Estimates must have felt that the 
examination we give to them is far too 
slight, and very far from being suffi- 
ciently close and searching. I believe 
there never was a Government which 
even in the smaller matters, such as the 
case of the law officers, gave greater | 
evidence of inattention to detail, by which 

true economy must be secured, than the | 
present Government. The Chancellor of 

the Exchequer, not only in his speech this 
year, but in the Budget speech last year, 

called our attention in a forcible way to 

the dangerous position in which we stand. | 
He made speeches such as ought to be 
heard from the guardian of the public 
purse. He said we ought to beware 
while it was yet time. I confess that. 
alter these exhortations I was a little 

surprised that he did not suggest to-night | 
that there was any saving we could make | 
or any way to redeem our growing ex- 
penditure, except by obtaining contribu- | 
tions towards the cost of our Navy from 
the colonies. I should have liked some 
other suggestion, at any rate, as regards 
a contribution from the colonies. I am 
sure such a contribution would be wel- 
comed, and we should all be very glad 
to have it. I do not think there is the 
slightest difference of opinion in the 
House as to the desirability of getting 
a contribution from the colonies. We 
should be very glad to get it as an evidence | 
of their interest in the mother country, | 
but the Chancellor of the Exchequer | 
must know that it is not an easy matter. | 
He must know that there are other ques- | 
tions which must arise in relation to the 

application of the money, should such 

a contribution be made, and with the 

strongest possible wish that such a = 


tribution should come, it is not a thing 
we can count upon this year or next. 

I am sure the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer, after the appeals he made 


| the Exchequer. 





that I ask the House to consider the 
position to which we have come. There 
would be no danger in the position if our 
resources were increasing in the same 
proportion as our expenditure. The 
reason why there is danger is because our 
resources do not increase in the same 
proportion. True, we are increasing in 
population, and I suppose we are increas- 
ing in wealth, but we are increasing both 
in population and in wealth on a very 
much lower scale than that at which our 
expenditure has increased. Our popula- 
tion has risen from 37,000,000 to 
40,000,000, and our wealth has risen 
certainly at no very rapid rate, but our 
expenditure has risen 30 per cent. in six 
years. Our exports are not increasing. 
It is extremely difficult when one looks 


at the Returns to determine exactly how 


you are to measure the growth of exports ;. 
but this may be said, that if they are 
increasing it is at a slight rate, and by far 
the greatest increase is that in coal. 


| Coal is an article of a special kind, and 


we cannot regard an increase chiefly 


/supported by coal as an increase of the 


same healthiul and hopeful kind as the 
increase which took place in our manu- 


facturing productions thirty years ago- 


So far we agree with the Chancellor of 
It has been pointed out 
by my hon. friend the Member for 
Haddington that we have been having: 
during the last six years a period of 
exceptionally good trade, that has given 
increased revenue, but we cannot expect 
it to be continued. We know that these 
periods of prosperity are followed by 
periods of depression. They generally 


‘follow at a period of seven, eight, nine 


or ten years, and therefore we can 
fairly conclude that we are approaching: 
the end of the period of prosperous trade 
which we have been lately enjoying, and 


‘that the productivity of the revenue 


during the next ten years will probably 
be very far below what it is at present- 
There is also another serious considera- 
tion, and that is the foreign competition, 
from which we have most to fear as 
regards our exports. America and Ger- 
many are increasing their exports far 
more rapidly than we are doing. There: 
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is another source from which danger 


appears to come, and that is the cheap | 
some | 


labour of the East. There are 
large classes of British products in which 
we have immense 
Factories are being erected in India and 
Japan, where there is cheap labour. 
There is another aspect from which 
we should regard the future. The calls 
upon the revenue are likely to increase, 
or, at any rate, not diminish. If we 
could hope that we had come to an end 
of the further demands on the revenue, 
we might look at the cost up to the 
present time with comparative com- 
placency ; but over and above that 
natural increase of expenditure which 
always goes on in this country, owing to 
the greater demands made on the Govern- 
ment, and owing to the rise in the price 
of educated labour, there are a large 
number of other demands looming in the 
future which we shall be called upon to 
meet. I shall only give the House one 
or two of these to suggest how serious 
it may be. We are going to do some- 
thing for technical and secondary educa- 
tion. That means a larger expenditure. 
You never embark upon things of that 
kind without finding that you have to 
pay more for them, and although it may 
be good expenditure, the money has to 
be raised some way. You have got the 
question of old-age pensions. 
thrown into the background for the 
moment by the preoccupation of our 
minds by the war; but when that pre- 
occupation is at an end you may be 
certain that the question will be revived. 
You cannot throw down a question of 


that kind before the people of this country | 


and expect them to forget it. I feel quite 
sure that Ministers will be obliged to take 
up and face the question before many 
years are past. Where are you to find 
the money to do it? The money which 


has been spent on the war would have | 


gone a long way to provide the funds 
required for that purpose. When that 


question was started there were many | 
economists who expected that the Secre- | 
tary for the Colonies would deal with it. | 


They will regret that he did not continue 
to devote his energies to that question 
instead of turning them to the Colonial 
Office. There is another question with 
respect to which there is likely to be a 
demand for money—the question of 


Mr. Bryce. 


{COMMONS} 


Eastern markets. | 


It has been | 





Bill. 


| Irish land purchase. I do not express any 
opinion on the merits of that question, 
for which I have never voted, but it is a 
demand perfectly sure to be renewed and 
pressed with constant insistence. The 
present attitude of the Government 
towards it does not give us any security 
that they will not, one day or other, them- 
selves comply with it. Though it may 
not demand a large sum, the possibility 
of it will depend on your credit, and the 
more you borrow the more you will 
impair that credit upon which we shall 
have to rely if we undertake the opera- 
tion. Far larger and more important 
are the calls likely to be made on this 
country from those external sources of 
expenditure which are always growing 
with the expansion of the Empire in 
various parts of the world. I would ask 
the House to look round at what has 
happened in the last ten years. Whether 
you look at South Africa, and the expense 
which is being incurred there, or at China, 
and the expense that will have to be 
incurred there some day if Wei-hai-wei 
is to be of any use to us, you will find 
in every direction expansion of the 
Empire. All this means larger and 
larger calls for expenditure upon this 
country. Now I think we may say there 
has been no country in the modern world 
which has undertaken such enormous 
tasks as we are always ready to under- 
take. We take pardonable pride in the 
growth and greatness of the Empire, but 
I doubt whether we realise the responsi- 
bility which the growth and greatness 
of Empire bring with them. The mere 
fact that it is a wonderful and extraordi- 
nary phenomenon indicates that it is a 
phenomenon which cannot maintain 
itself in its present position without the 
exercise of the highest qualities of pru- 
| dence, wisdom, and foresight. The more 
'extraordinary it is the higher are the 
qualities that are required to keep it in 
existence. We occupy a small island. 
_and we live by industry and commerce. 
In the last thirty years we have seen the 
growth of rivals less and less friendly to 
us, and making our position more and 
more doubtful than it was thirty or forty 
years ago. He is the worst enemy of the 
/country who would tell us to go on 
| trusting blindly in our luck or in our stars. 
|The country has enjoyed in recent years 
by period of unexampled prosperity. 
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We have been lulled into confidence 
and ease, and we have come to believe 
that for us everything is possible. We 
have thought that “ to-morrow shall be | 
as this day and much more abundant.” 
We have had during the past few years 
a further inducement to indulge in 
laxity of expenditure. The Govern- 
ment has enjoyed a large majority. 
The First Lord of the Treasury has 
himself frequently expressed his regret 
that he had so large a majority. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I never com- 
plained of my own side ; it was the other 
side | complained of. | 


{20 May 1901} 
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suing, the wealthy classes, who have 
acclaimed this expenditure, and some 
of whom, I am afraid, have expected 
to make their own profit out of these 
large and increasing expenditures, will 
be among the sufferers from the reaction 
which is certain to follow. I earnestly 
hope and trust that we shall not cease 
to make our views heard against the 
extravagance which has been increasing 
in our administration. Among other 
measures, we shall probably have larger 
and larger taxes upon great fortunes. 
It is necessary to protest on every occa- 
sion against the extravagance into which 


Service Estimates. 


during the last ten or fifteen years we 





| have been more and more betrayed, and 

Mr. BRYCE: The right hon. Gentle-| to endeavour to recall the country to 
man said it was less easy for him because the sounder principles which guided it 
he had so large a majority. thirty or forty years ago. The true 
sources of the strength of this country 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Oh, no; be-| are to be found, not in extension of 
cause I had so bad an Opposition. | territory, but in perfecting our resources, 


| 


_ . |in reducing the burdens upon the tax- 
Mr. BRYCE: I think even the right payers, in promoting the health and 
hon. Gentleman will admit that when | yigour of the people, and, above all, 
the Opposition is in so great a minority jn developing their intelligence and 
it is not an Opposition which can offer productive capacity. 
much effective resistance to the pro- | Y 
posals of the Government. I think he | 
will admit in his calmer moments that 
a Government which commands a very 
large majority is apt to enjoy a some- 
what dangerous immunity from oppo- 


Debate adjourned till To-morrow at 
Two of the clock. 


SUPPLY [17TH May). 


Resolutions reported. 


sition. Under such circumstances the 
(Government is enabled to carry measures CIVIL SERVICE AND REVENUE DeEpart- 
with far less opposition and far less MENTS, 1901-2. 
criticism than it would receive in normal 4 
Cxiass II. 


times. We sometimes throw the blame 
of all this on democracy, and it is said) 1, “ That a sum, not exceeding £7,300 
that, with the large extension of the | he granted to His Majesty, to complete 
fee tees ee ee eee 
so, but if it be so it only makes the re- auine os yor par acegaing E eaape 
seg 4 of = sty ocige all the day of March, 1902, for the Salaries 
reek ig all the more necessary | and Expenses of the Department of 
that the Government should undertake yj, Saeaty « Most SR vad 
to form and guide public opinion. I Qoyneil,” : 
regret that the Government has not Ty , di 
chosen to give to the country, except ..7°... = x ae Hi Maieat: —_ 
through the Chancellor of the Exchequer, a oy gneiss riley Se 
that guidance and warning which these CO™PIcte a! rey bs to many 
rapidly and dangerously increasing ex- the Charge which wi come in course of 
penditures demand. I believe this Payment during bee ier mage - 
Government has applied a less scrupu- the 31st day A March, agg for the 
lous test to the expenditure of the Salaries and Expenses of the Charity 
Commission for England and Wales. 


departments than any other Govern- ‘ 7 
ment. In consequence of the policy| 3. ‘* That asum, not exceeding £5,019, 


which we are now so hopelessly pur-, be granted to His Majesty, to complete 
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the sum necessary to defray the Charge | the Charge which will come in course of 
which will come in course of payment | payment during the year ending on the 
during the year ending on the 31st day | 31st day of March, 1902, for the Salaries 
of March, 1902, for the Salaries and | and Expenses of the Office of the Com- 
Expenses of the Registry of Friendly | missioners of His Majesty’s Works and 


Adjournment of 


ogee’ 


“ That a sum, not exceeding £9,962, | 
be aon to His Majesty, to complete | 
the sum necessary to defray the Charge 
which will come in course of payment 
during the year ending on the 31st day | 

of March, 1902, for the Salaries and | 
Expenses of the Office of the Commis- | 
sioners in Lunacy in England.” 

5. “ That a sum, not exceeding £91, 
be granted to His Majesty, to complete 


the sum necessary to defray the Charge | 


which will come in course of payment 


during the year ending on the 31st day | 
and | 


of March, 1902, for the Salaries 
Expenses of the Mint, including 
Expenses of Coinage.”’ 

6. “ That a sum, not exceeding £7,107, 


the 


be granted to His Majesty, to complete | 


the sum necessary to defray the Charge 
which will come in course of payment | 


during the year ending on the 31st day | 


of March, 1902, for the Salaries and 


Expenses of the National Debt Office.” 


7. “That a sum, not 
complete the sum necessary to defray 
the Charge which will come in course of 
payment during the year ending on the 
31st day of March, 1902, for the. Salaries | 
and Expenses of the Public Record 


Office.” 


8. “That a sum, not exceeding £4, 
be granted to His Majesty, to complete 
the sum necessary to defray the Charge 
which will come in course of payment 


during the year ending on the 31st day | 


of March, 1902, for the Salaries and 


Expenses of the Establishment under | 


the Public Works Loan Commissioners.”’ 


9. “That a sum, not exceeding 
£36,430, be granted to His Majesty, to | 
complete the sum necessary to defray | 
the Charge which will come in course of | 
payment during the year ending on the 
31st day of March, 1902, for the Salaries 
and Expenses of the Department of the | 
Registrar General of Births, ete., in 
England.” 

10. “That a sum, not exceeding 
£33,450, be granted to His Majesty, to 
complete the sum necessary to defray 


exceeding | 
£12,938, be granted to His Majesty, to | 


| | Public Buildings.”’ 
First four Resolutions agreed to. 
| Fifth Resolution—— 


| Mr. WHITLEY (Halifax) said that 

| perhaps the hon. Gentleman the Secre- 

tary to the Treasury would now be able 
to give him the answer he promised on 
| Friday with reference to a certain salary 
‘which did not appear to tally with the 
terms on which the recipient was ap- 
| pointed. 


THe FINANCIAL SECRETARY 10 
‘THE TREASURY (Mr. Austen CHam- 
|BERLAIN, Worcestershire, E.) said that 
| the officer concerned was appointed at 
the salary mentioned, and was to remain 
at that salary until a vacancy occurred 
in a higher office. 


Resolution agreed to. 


Remaining Resolutions agreed to. 


STEAMSHIP SUBSIDIES SELECT 
COMMITTEE. 

Motion made and Question proposed, 
“That it be an Instruction to the Com- 
mittee appointed to inquire into the 
system of Subsidies to Steamship Com- 
panies under Foreign Governments, and 
the effect thereby produced on British 
| trade ; that they do also report on similar 
bounties relating to sailing ships.” —(Mr. 
_ Lawrence.) 


Objection taken. 


Mr. LAWRENCE (Liverpool, Aber- 
|ecromby) said he hoped the hon. Member 
; would not press his objection, as the 
Motion was only to extend the reference 
to the Committee to sailing ships. 


| Mr. TULLY (Leitrim, S.) said he 
°| would object as long as hon. Members 
| opposite objected to the Roman Catholic 
Disabilities Bill. 


Resolution deferred. 


Adjourned twenty-five minutes 
after Twelve of the clock. 
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HOUSE OF LORDS. BARROW-IN-FURNESS CORPORATION 
BILL [u.t.]. 


Tuesday, 21st May, 1901. Reported from the Select Committee 
with Amendments. 


sie spa pers MANCHESTER AND LIVERPOO 

; MAN SISTER AN LIVE L ELEC- 

~ Lord Bishop of Durham took the | TRIC EXPRESS RAILWAY BILL [1.1.]. 
Oath. SAT FIRST The King’s consent signified; and 
‘ Bill reported from the Select Committee 

The Lord Sudley (£. Arran), sat first | with Amendments. 

in Parliament after the death of his 
lather. ELLAND GAS BILL [ix]. 


he SA 1 Reported from the Select Committee 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. with Amendments. 


The Lorp CHANCELLOR acquainted the MIDLAND RAILWAY BILL. 
House that the Clerk of the Parliaments; The King’s consent signified; and Bill 
had laid upon the Table the Certificates | reported with Amendments. 
‘from the Examiners that the further 
Standing Orders applicable to the follow-| poygR CORPORATION BILL (H.1.}. 


: ing Bills have been complied with :— Reported with Amendments. 





West Surrey Water. 
Caledonian Railway. ’ HEYWOOD AND MIDDLETON WATER 
Kettering Urban District Water. BOARD BILL [u.1.]. 
Lancashire and Yorkshire Railway Reported with Amendments 

(Various Powers). : 
Llandrindod Wells Urban District 

siege ht GLASGOW AND RENFREW_ DISTRICT 

; , RAILWAY TRANSFER BILL. 


Richmond Gas. 
Stroud Gas. HORLEY DISTRICT GAS BILL. 


North-Eastern Railway. LONG EATON GAS BILL. 


Also the Certificates that the further| Read 2°, and committed. 
proofs required by the Standing Orders | 
f (ommittee in respect of the following Bill | TEES VALLEY WATER BOARD BILL. 
have been given :— . . ‘ 
| tead 2%, and committed. The Com- 
Education Board Provisional Order | mittee to be proposed by the Committee 
Confirmation (London) [H.L.]. | of Selection. 


And also the Certificate that the further | | WELLS CORPORATION WATER BILL. 


Standing Orders applicable to the follow- | | DUBLIN ; 
ing Bill have not been complied with :— DUBLIN eed ae py BREWERY 


London County Council (General! p~ENDRING HUNDRED WATER BILL. 
> , 
Powers). Read 2%, and committed. 


The s vere ordered to lie on the 

— BROADSTAIRS AND ST. PETER’S 
: WATER AND IM?ROVEMENT BILL 
| [H.L. ]. 
TELECTRIC RAILWAY BILL [i a ‘N') souTH LE te) TRAMWAYS 
pies ies ns . (H.L.]. 

Petition for additional provision ; of CHESTERFIELD IMPROVEMENT BILL 

the promoters of the City and North- [H.L.]. 


East Suburban Electric Railway Bill ; - 
together with proposed Amendments and RODGERS’ PATENT BILL (#.1.]. 
cause annexed thereto; read and referred| Read 3%, and passed, and sent to the 
to the Examiners. Commons. 


VOL. XCIV. [FourtH SERizs.] © 20C 
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BINGLEY URBAN DISTRICT COUNCIL|GAS ORDERS Py Salata, BILL 
BILL. H.L 
BRITISH GAS LIGHT COMPANY BILL. TRAMWAYS ORDERS CONFIRMATION 


(No. 2) BILL [u.1.]. 
TTT - ‘ y. N | 
ecules iain TESILL- lcci PIER AND HARBOUR PROVISIONAL 


ORDERS (No. 2) BILL [H.1.]. 
DERBYSHIRE AND NOTTINGHAMSHIRE | GAS AND WATER ORDERS CC 
: . £ ® & INFIR- 
ELECTRIC POWER BILL. | MATION BILL [#.1.}. 
DUBLIN (EQUALISATION OF RATES) | EnuCATION BOARD PROVISIONAL 
ee | ORDER CONFIRMATION (LONDON) 
GLASGOW AND SOUTH WESTERN | BILL [H.1.}. 
RAILWAY BILL. | Read 2+ (according to order). 
IRISH PRESBYTERIAN CHURCH BILL.) winiTARY LANDS PROVISIONAL 
LANCASHIRE AND YORKSHIRE RAIL. | ORDERS BILL. 
WAY (DEARNE VALLEY JUNCTION | Read 2¢ (according to order), and com- 
RAILWAYS) BILL. ‘mitted to a Committee of the Whole 
LONDON COUNTY COUNCIL (MONEY) | House. 
BILL. 


| 
| 


> 7 WATR 7 PRIVATE LEGISLATION PROCEDURE 
METROPOLITAN WATER COMPANIES | (SCOTLAND) ACT, 1899. 


(AMENDMENT OF ACTS) BILL. | 
Pe at om earaccey | _ Report by the Chairman of Committees 
re oe ain wae | of the House of Lords and the Chairman 
— — 3 of Ways and Means in the House of 
SWANAGE GAS AND WATER BILL. | Commons— 


TOTTENHAM AND HAMPSTEAD | L. That the provisions of— 
JUNCTION RAILWAY BILL. | - tot ton Cir ee 


Brought from the Commons ; read 14, | Order 
and referred to the Examiners. are of such a character that they ought 
| to be dealt with by Private Bill and not 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL | PY Provisional Order. 
ORDERS (No. 10) BILL {u.1.}. | IL That— 

Committed to a Committee of the! The Edinburgh Corporation Order, 

Whole House. | The Greenock Corporation Order, 
and 
WATER ORDERS CONFIRMATION | The Invergarry and Fort Augustus 
(No. 1) BILL [u.1.]. Railway Order, 
Committed. The Committee to be | | may proceed as Provisional Orders. 
d by th ttee of 
Re Oy ie realanas at Seteeien. | Laid before the House (pursuant to 
PRIVATE AND PROVISIONAL ORDER | eee LR 
CONFIRMATION BILL. pen 

Ordered, That Standing Orders Nos. | | sane —— “yates. ain 
92 and 93 be suspended ; ” and that the | RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
time for depositing petitions praying to | =e 
be heard against Private and Provisional | | AFRICA, No. 3 (1901). 
Order Confirmation Bills, which w ould | Correspondence relating to the murder 
otherwise expire during the adjournment | of Mr. Jenner and the Ogaden Punitive 
of the House at Whitsuntide, be extended Expedition. 
to the first day on which the House shall sia 
sit after the recess. COLONIES. 
Miscellaneous : No. 16. Selections from 
EDUCATION BOARD PROVISIONAL | Colonial Medical Reports for 1898 and 

ORDER CONFIRMATION (ACTON) BILL | 1899. 

[H.1.]. 

Read 3%, (according to order), and ARMY (MILITIA). 
passed, and sent to the Commons. Militia Training Return, 1900. 
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China and the Powers— 
TRADE REPORTS. 
Annual Series— 


No. 2603. Morocco (Tangier and dis- 
trict, for the year 1899). 


No. 2604. Portugal (Goa, for the year | 


1900). 


Presented (by command), and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 


PRISONS (RULES FOR LOCAL PRISONS). 

Draft of rules proposed to be made by 
the Secretary of State for the Home 
Department under the Prison Act, 1898— 


I. With regard to the dietary of con- 
victs. 

II. With regard to the dietary of 
prisoners. 


TECHNICAL INSTRUCTION. 
Minute sanctioning the subjects to be 
taught under Clause 8 of the Technical 
Instruction Act, 1889, for the county of 
Cardigan. First minute. 


Laid before the House (pursuant to 
Act), and ordered to lie on the Table. 


COUNTY COURTS (IRELAND) BILL [u.t.]. 

Reported from the Standing Committee 
with Amendments. The Report there- 
of to be received on Friday, the 14th of 
June next; and Bill to be printed as 
amended. (No. 86.) 


LUNACY (IRELAND) BILL [H.t.]. 


Reported from the Standing Committee 
without Amendment, and to be read 3¢ 
on Friday, the 14th of June next. 


NEW BILL. 


SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE 
(APPEALS) BILL [H.L.]. 


A Bill ¢o amend the Supreme Court of | 
Judicature Acts (in relation to Appeals | 
and Divisional Courts) was presented by | 


the Lord Chancellor; read 1°; and to 
be printed. (No. 87.) 


SOLICITORS BILL [H.L.]. 


Amendments reported (according to. 


order), and Bill to be read 3* on Monday, 
the 10th of June next. 


{21 May 1901} 


Present Position. 
PRISONS (SCOTLAND) BILL [H.L.]. 


Read 3* (according to order), and passed, 
and sent to the Commons, 


FOREIGN POST OFFICES IN TURKEY. 


Lorp NEWTON: My Lords, I beg 
to ask my noble friend the Secretary 
of State for Foreign Affairs a question 
of which I have given him private notice, 
namely,whether he is in a position to 
make any statement with reference 
to the dispute with the Porte in con- 
nection with the foreign post offices, 
and whether, in the event of an arrange- 
ment being arrived at, he will insist 
_ upon the same privileges being accorded 
to this country as are already enjoyed 
by other Powers. I have no intention 
of detaining the House on this question, 
for | have several times brought before 
the notice of the Foreign Secretary the 
case of Salonica, where the British 
mercantile community are placed at 
great disadvantage as compared with 
other foreigners in consequence of the 
difficulty experienced in regard to their 
post offices. In view of the recent 
autocratic and unexpected conduct of 
the Turkish Government with regard 
to this matter it is plain that a favourable 
opportunity has occurred for settling 
an old question, and I trust the noble 
Marquess will be able to give me some 
assurance on the subject. 


*Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror 
FOREIGN AFFAIRS (The Marquess 
of LANSDOWNE): The matter to which 
my noble friend has referred is engaging 
the earnest attention of the Powers 
concerned. His Majesty’s Government 
are fully determined to insist upon 
sufficient reparation for the conduct 
of the Turkish officials, and upon a 
formal and satisfactory undertaking 
in regard to the future. We shall not 
regard any arrangement as satisfactory 
which fails to give to this country, in 
respect of postal facilities, a position 
equal to that enjoyed by other Powers. 


CHINA AND THE POWERS—PRESENT 
POSITION. 

Eart SPENCER: My Lords, I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs whether he can give the House 
‘any information as to our position and 
that of the other Powers in China, and 


2C2 





727 China and the Powers— 


as to the progress of the negotiations 


{LORDS} 


‘the interior government of China. He 


Present Position. 
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with the Government in the country. pointed out the difficulties there would 


For the second time I rise to ask an 
important question with regard to 
foreign affairs on the eve of a holiday. 
I think I may perhaps congratulate the 
noble Marquess the Secretary of State 
for Foreign Affairs on the fact that at 
all events on this occasion his’ conduct 
will not be called in question in another 
place on account of answers being given 
here instead of there, for I understand 
that already a question has been asked 
elsewhere on this subject, and been an- 
swered at some length. On this occasion 
I have not put what my noble friend 
called a series of conundrums to him, 
but I have asked him a general question 
on the subject of our position in China. 
In particular, I wish to know how far 
the Powers who are acting in concert 
in China have advanced towards the 
settlement of the question of the indem- 
nity—a question which is important 
as bearing on the future of China. We 
have seen in the papers, though we 
hardly know whether those statements 
are authentic or not, that very large 
sums indeed have been claimed by 
various Powers. We have heard that 
this country has modified its claim, 
having regard to the future position of 
China. I venture to say that if the 
Powers are trying to get from China 
the utmost that China can give they may 
be doing a very ill turn to the future good 
government of that country. If severe 
or excessive terms are pressed there 
will be nothing to satisfy any claims 
that may have to be made in consequence 
of renewed attacks on property or person 
which may occur in the future; for I 
am afraid it can hardly be expected 
that the settlement will be so satisfactory 
that in future no claims of that sort can 
arise. With regard to the sources of 
revenue on which the indemnity might 
be secured, I would point out that the 
amount to be raised from maritime 
customs is a very important matter in 
relation to our trade and the trade of 
other nations. It isimportant, therefore, 
that this should be settled on a thoroughly 
safe and satisfactory basis, without 
crushing and overwhelming China. 
The noble Marquess referred to that 
tax which we know under the name of 
likin—a very important tax as affecting 


Earl Spencer. 


be with regard to it, and yet everybody 
knows that likin, as it is at present 
‘levied, is a great impediment to free com- 
merce in that country. 

I should like to know whether the 

|Powers have considered what should 
be done with regard to furnishing 
proper funds to the provinces, as well 
as to the Imperial Government, the 
‘former being in many points almost 
_ independent of the Imperial Government. 
The governors of the provinces, 
especially those of the Yang-tzse, have 
done important work in supporting law 
and order. Two of them are reputed 
to be men of advanced views who have 
advocated reforms in their provinces, 
I should like to know whether they 
have exercised this good influence, and, 
‘if so, whether the Powers have given 
them material support as against the 
exactions which may have been forced 
upon them by the Imperial Government. 
It seems most desirable that such in- 
dependent Viceroys should be encouraged, 
and if possible that their revenues should 
be put upon an independent footing, so 
that they should not be obliged, in order 
to find ways and means, to resort to 
methods which are quite foreign to us 
in this country. 

Then, there is another point. The 
Powers in China have never been in a 
condition of actual warfare with China. 
No war has been declared, but there have 
been, as we know, serious actions, and 
from time to time we have read of the pro- 
babilities of attacks in distant provinces 
by some if not all the Powers, and to 
that is attributed to a great extent the 
extreme slowness in getting law and 
order restored in that country. I should 
like to know whether there are likely to 
be many expeditions—which I presume 
are punitive expeditions—into the dis- 
tant provinces in the interior, and 
whether we may hope that in a short time 
there will be a Government established 
that shall once more take charge of law 
and order in the country. Then there 

is the question of the railways. First 
of all there was the Tien-tsin incident, 
where for some time the sentries of 
| Russia and of this country were close to 
‘each other, and the greatest anxiety pre- 


. vailed as to what might occur. Negotia- 
! 
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tions have since taken place with St. 
Petersburg ; and I should like to hear 
whether the Government are still satis- 
fied with the position of affairs there. 
It has been said that there have been 
difficulties, that the Russian Govern- 
ment have been very busy in using some 


of the land claimed by the English com- | 


pany on the opposite side of the Pei-ho, 
and that they have occupied part of the 
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(on a tug-boat carrying British colours. 
| I hope to hear that the incident has been 
exaggerated, and that no serious con- 
sequences will arise between us and 
\Germany. I should like to obtain some 
information with reference to the action 
of the Korean Government in removing 
Mr. Brown, an English subject, who for 
a long time had the management of the 
| Customs in that country. 


Present Position. 


land opposite the English settlement | 


belonging to the Government. That 
may be an exaggerated statement, but 
we would like to know how far the 
negotiations have been successful. 

Next there is the question of the 
Northern Railway north of the Great 
Wall. In this case English interests 
under special agreements were accepted 
on the general understanding that 
Russian influence with regard to the 
railroads should be paramount in that 
district, while our interest should be 
paramount in the Yang-tzse Valley. I 
understand the arrangements were that 
these railroads should remain as Chinese 
lines under the control of the Govern- 
ment of China, and there should be no 
power to mortgage them to any non- 
Chinese Power. It is known, however, 
that the Russian Government for military 
purposes have, as is believed, occupied 
this line ; and I would be glad to know 
whether there has been any satisfactory 
conclusion of that occupation, or whether 
assurances with which the Government 
are satisfied have been given. There is 
also the question of Niu-chwang, a place | 
in which we have large interests, larger | 
than any other country. The Russian 
Government occupied in a civil and 
military way that city, and I believe they 
gave assurances that it was of a tem- 
porary kind only. I would be glad to 
know whether any change has taken 
place, and whether the Government are 
still satisfied with the position there. 
The same may be said with reference 
to Manchuria. Accounts have lately 
appeared in the press about the occupa- 
tion by Russia of two islands 100 miles 
from Port Arthur, or some protest on 
their part against our ships touching 
there, and I would like to have some 
explanation of the situation. Another 
incident which has caused some anxiety 
was the German bridge incident, where 
some guards on aGerman bridge fired 





| *THE MARQUESS or LANSDOWNE: 
My Lords, I recognise the right 
'of the noble Earl to ask me for a 
further instalment of the information 
which I gave him before the Easter 
holidays with regard to the important 
matters on which he has touched. | 
think I can tell him, to begin with, that, 
although the progress of these negotia- 
tions has not been particularly rapid, we 
are, in my estimation, very considerably 
nearer than we were to that termination 
‘of our entanglement in China which I 
am sure he desires to arrive at as ear- 
nestly as wedo. We have remained in that 
country in order to endeavour to obtain 
compliance with the terms of the Joint 
Note which was handed to the Govern- 
ment of China by the representatives 
of the Powers at Peking. The noble Earl 
has touched on some of the conditions 
which were enumerated in that Note. 
He did not mention in particular one to 
which I referred when I last addressed 
your Lordships—the question of punish- 
ments. I shall not, therefore, take up 
the time of the House by referring to 
the point except for the purpose of saying, 
with regard to the punishment of the 
principal offenders, a list of whom I gave 
to the House, that the matter stands 
very much where it did when I made my 
observations, with this difference, that 
the execution or compulsory suicide 
of six of these persons has been obtained, 
and not of five as I then stated. The 
remainder have been degraded or ban- 
ished, except in the case of two or 
three, who are reported to have died. 
There remains another class of culprits 
whose punishment we desire very much 
to secure. I mean the persons who 
are responsible for some of the worst 
atrocities committed in the provinces of 
China. The representatives at Peking 


have demanded the punishment of a 
number of these. 


The number for 
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whose death, banishment, or degradation hers private purposes—is set out. That 


we have asked is 107. We have not | total has been freely stated in the news- 
yet received a reply to the Note con- | papers, and it is certainly very large. 
taining that demand, but we shall /It reaches no less than 450,000,000 
press for reasonable satisfaction inj|taels) The Powers have received from 
regard to the matter. There is another | the Chinese Government a reply to that 
form of punishment which sounds some- | demand, a reply in which, while reference 
what grotesque in English ears, but | is made to the magnitude of the sum 
it is one to which I understand very asked for, no positive statement of in- 
great importance is attached by all those | ability to pay is put forward. On the 
who are familiar with the conditions other hand, offers are characteristically 
of life in China. It appears that every| made for a settlement, which would 
young Chinaman aspires to enter the fall considerably short of satisfying 
Civil Service of his country in some|so large a demand as that I have 
capacity or other, however humble, and | described. The discussion of that matter 
one of the severest punishments which | is still in progress. I have said in this 
can be inflicted on a district is tempo- | House and elsewhere that His Majesty’s 
rarily to interrupt what I may call} Government were in favour of modera- 
the Civil Service examinations, which | tion in respect of these demands. But 
are held at all the important centres | at the same time, if the representatives 
of population. The suspension of these | of the other Powers concerned have satis- 
examinations has been demanded for five | fied themselves, both as to the propriety 
years in several important towns. I| of these claims and as to the ability of 
have seen complaints made as to the | China to meet them, it is not possible for 
insufficiency of the retribution which we | us to take upon ourselves to mitigate 
have been able to obtain. I am bound | the total of the claim. I should like to 
to confess that in some respects it does | suggest to your Lordships that it is not 
seem to me to fall short of what we might | only by mere reduction. of the total 
have desired. But I should like to put} amount that indulgent treatment can 
it to your Lordships that the mere ex- | be accorded to the Chinese Government. 
action of a number of death sentences | There are other ways of facilitating the 
is not the only form of deterrent | payment of the indemnities which are 
punishment which can be inflicted upon | open to us, and of those I will say a word 
the people of China, or upon that part | in a moment. 
of the Chinese community which Was! In compliance with the noble Earl's 
concerned in these events. For really _request I may, perhaps, describe briefly 
deterrent and exemplary punishment we|the attitude which we desire to 
may look to the protracted occupation of | take up in regard to this part of the 
the capital, to the permanent retention | negotiations. We earnestly desire, if 
of Legation guards and military ports, | possible, to avoid any arrangement under 
and — the large indemnities which | which China might be compelled to con- 
the Powers are requiring. We, at any | tract separate obligations with individual 
rate, are not prepared to keep our troops | Powers — separate obligations, I mean, 
an indefinite time in China, or to post- | secured by special assignments of Chinese 
pone for an indefinite time the moment | revenues or of Chinese territory. I need 
when something like normal conditions | not dwell on the objections to such a 
will be restored in that country, merely ‘course. We earnestly hope that the 
for the purpose of adding to the tale powers will continue to act together; 
of heads which will be counted when | yng that, as they have dealt with other 
our demands are complied with. | problems by means of joint action, so 
I come now to the indemnities, which | in this financial settlement they will be 
are probably the most important matter | content to base their demands on common 
dealt with in these negotiations. We have | principles, to satisfy them from common 


arrived at this stage—that the Powers | sources, to accept securities which shall 


have now been able to put in a claim} be common to them all, and to arrange 
in which the total amount of the in-| that if China should make any default 
demnities demanded by them—de-|the necessary payment should be en- 
manded, I mean, both for public and| forced by common action. 


The Marquess of Lansdowne. 
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With regard to the mode in which China 


night satisfy these claims, I suppose that, | 


from our point of view, the ideal arrange- 


ment would be that China should herself , 
obtain the money, pay it us, and close , 
But it is perfectly | 


the transaction. 
clear that the unassisted credit of China 
would not enable her to go into the 
market and procure a sum anything 
like that which the Powers now demand 
of her. We must therefore dismiss 
altogether the idea of an unguaranteed 
Chinese loan. It has been suggested 
that the case is one in which a Chinese 
loan might be collectively guaranteed 
by the Powers concerned. That is not 
a proposal which at all commends itself 
to His Majesty's Government. We do 
not think that we should be justified in 
coming to Parliament and asking them 
to pledge the credit of this country for 
the purpose of facilitating the payment 
of these vast indemnities upon easy 
terms—indemnities of which, probably, 
not more than one-ninth represents the 
sum to which the country would itself 
be entitled. We are obliged to regard 
this matter as one of business ; and that 
does not seem to us at all a business-like 
proposal. Besides, I am told by those 
whose acquaintance with these subjects 
ismuch greater than any to which I can 
pretend, that our experience of joint 
guarantees in the past has shown that 
they are extremely inconvenient arrange- 
ments from a political and international 
point of view. 

The plan which we have ventured to 
suggest for the consideration of the 
Powers concerned is this. We propose 
that China should pay to the Powers 
concerned bonds representing the share 
due to each of those Powers, and that 
those bonds should be extinguished in 
a term of years by payment of principal | 
and interest; for the service of those 
bonds we think that it should be possible 
to ear-mark certain sources of Chinese 
revenue, the yield of which might be 
paid at frequent intervals to a board or 
council whose business it would be to 
receive the money and distribute it to; 
the ereditor-Powers. Such a board would | 
have to be constituted with the consent | 
of the Powers concerned; it would, | 
of course, be merely a receiving and | 
distributing board, and would not be 
directly concerned in the imposition or 
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collection of Chinese taxes. It seems 
to us that the advantage of such an 
arrangement would be this—that if 
China should happen to make default, 
she would make default not to any one 
Power but to the Powers collectively, 
as represented by the board; and we 
should hope that the Powers would be 


induced to agree in that case, if action 


were necessary in order to compel pay- 
ment, that the action should be joint. 
and concerted action, and not the action 
of individual Powers. It is clear that 
if in pursuance of such a plan as this 
we were to accept payment from China 
in bonds at their face value, and also 
if we were able to make some arrange- 
ment, which His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment would be prepared to entertain 
favourably, for not enforcing the full 
amount of these annual payments at 
once—it is clear that in that case we 
should very greatly improve the position 
of China and render it far easier for her 
to meet our claims than if she were 
driven to the expedient of a loan. 

As to the sources from which the 
necessary revenues might be provided, 
[ expressed in March our strong objection 
to a large increase of the Imperial 
maritime customs. We remain of that 
opinion. Your Lordships know how pre- 
ponderant is our share in the commerce 
and in the carrying-trade of China ; and 
we feel that, it being our duty to watch 
over the interests of British trade in 
that part of the world, we should not 
be justified in allowing British trade to 
be made a milch-cow for the purpose 
of facilitating the payment of these 
large indemnities. We are ready to 
agree to a revision of the duties which 
would bring them up to a full 5 per cent. 
ad valorem ; but we hold that the larger 
increase which has been suggested in 


certain quarters could be agreed to by 


us only as part of an arrangement 
which would secure to the commerce 


‘of this country and of other countries 
'as well countervailing 


facilities and 
advantages which would fully compen- 
sate it for the additional burdens to which 
it would become liable. Such an 
arrangement might conveniently be made 
when we come to give effect to Article 11 
of the Joint Note. That is the article 
under which the Chinese Government 
has undertaken to “negotiate regarding 
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Amendments in the Treaties of Commerce 
and Navigation which are considered 
useful by the Powers and also regarding 
other subjects connected with com- 
mercial relations with the object of 
facilitating them.”’ When the time comes 


{LORDS} 
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satisfactory, because it holds out hopes 
that similar difficulties—and difficulties of 
that kind are apt to occur in cases of 
joint occupation—will be dealt with with 
similar moderation and good sense. 
What are the facts with regard to the 





for those negotiations, if they progress! Tientsin concession? It is an area of 
satisfactorily, we shall be perfectly ready | considerable extent, which I believe covers 
to discuss the question of a further | about a square mile. It stretches along 
increase of the Imperial maritime cus-| the Pei-ho river, and abuts upon the 
toms. But for the present purpose, and | railway station. This area was claimed 
while the reforms indicated in Article 11,| by the Russian military authorities at 
which will necessarily take a very long | first by the right of military conquest. 
time to elaborate, are still remote from | We subsequently heard that it had been 
us, we cannot agree to anything above | conveyed to them by an _ instrument 
the 5 per cent. of which I have spoken. | signed by Li Hung Chang. Without 

Then, closely connected with this at all attempting to discuss the history or 
question of indemnities is the question | the validity of the concession as a whole, 
of the withdrawal of our troops from | one thing is, I think, perfectly clear, 
China. We desire to reduce as soon as/ and I do not think that it is disputed 
we possibly can the large force which, at by the Russian Government—and that 
considerable inconvenience, we have kept | js that this concession and, indeed, all 
in that country for some time past ;! concessions of the kind, are made subject 
and we have come to the conclusion, ! to any pre-existing rights the existence 
after discussing the matter with the of which can be satisfactorily proved. 
Governments of the other Powers, that We believe that, within this area 
the time has come when some reduction | there are plots which had become 
may at once be made ; 3,300 troops have | the property of the Chinese railway 
accordingly been already placed under | administration prior to the Russian 
orders and will leave China immediately. /occupation. It was on one of these 
But that is only a beginning. We! plots that this dispute with regard 
expect that, as the season progresses,|/to the siding arose; and in reply 
we shall be able gradually to make | to the question of the noble Earl, I have 
further reductions, and to leave in| to say that within the last few days we 
China only such a force as would be have heard that at another point 
necessary to ensure good order during | within the concession the Russian troops 
what I may call the period of transition’ haye been again asserting rights of 
—that is, before we are able to reduce | ownership in a manner which the 
our garrison to the bare number re-| British military authorities do not con- 
quired for the legation guards and for gider they are entitled to. We have 
the posts which are to hold the country represented the matter to the Govern- 
between Peking and the sea. 'ment of Russia, and we have not yet 

The noble Ear! referred to the question | received a reply. But we hold, of course, 
of Tientsin, and the events which have | that if one side is free to resume these 
occurred there. I was able to describe | exhibitions of activity similar freedom 
to your Lordships the circumstances | of action may reasonably be demanded by 
under which, owing, I think I may say, | the other side. The case, however, seems 
to the good sense and moderation! to be eminently one for careful local 
exhibited on both sides, we were extri- | investigation; and I hope that, now that 
cated from a situation which had at one| the state of the negotiations appears 
moment become extremely acute. How  tohold out some prospect of a diminution 
acute it had become your Lordships will | of the pressure which has existed, we may 
understand when I tell you that at a| be able to obtain an investigation of that 
particular moment two Russian sentries | kind. Your Lordships will recollect that 
and two British sentries actually had | it was distinctly stated to us by Count 
their feet on the same sleeper of the rail-| Lamsdorff that when the troops were 


way line. The reasonable settlement of withdrawn from the railway siding, 4 


that incident always seemed to me very | questions of title and proprietary rights 
The Marquess of Lansdowne. 
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were to be reserved for examination | 
between the two Governments. Such. 
an examination, we think, should take | 
place, and we are perfectly ready to make | 
it in a just and equitable spirit. With 
regard to the Northern Railway, to 
which the noble Earl referred, the posi- 
tion remains unchanged. The intramural 
part was handed by the Russians to 
Count von Waldersee and by the Count 
tous. The extramural part is still in the 
hands of the Russian military authori- 
ties, who have from the first stated that 
they were using it temporarily and for 
military purposes only. I hope before 
long to be able to lay Papers on the Table 
with reference to this question. 

Then the noble Earl said something | 
with regard to punitive expeditions. | 
There was a rumour the other day 
that Count von Waldersee was about to 
undertake {military operations on a 
large scale at some distance from 
Peking, and that the co-operation of 
the allied forces was desired. We were 
not informed of the scope of those opera- 
tions, but we should certainly have been 
extremely careful, particularly at a 
moment when we were endeavouring 
to reduce the strength of our forces in 
China, how we allowed ourselves to 
become entangled in any military move- 
ment in the remoter parts of the province. 
But it has turned out, on further inquiry, 
that no necessity for those operations 
was found to exist, and therefore, so 
far as that matter is concerned, there is 
no question of a punitive expedition in 
which we would take part. I think I may 
assure the noble Earl that from the first 
we have made no secret of our objection 
to be drawn into any operations remote 
from Peking and the neighbourhood of 
that city. I believe that this is not 
peculiar to ourselves. I believe that that 
feeling was shared by other Powers, who 
desired to see the moment arrive when 
they could withdraw the forces now 
occupying northern China, or at any | 
rate largely reduce them. 

The next point to which the noble 
Earl referred was the question of the tug 
which was fired at by some German troops 
on the Pei-ho River. When inquiry had 
been made we learnt that the officer in. 
command of the German troops had 
expressed his regret for what occurred, | 
and had given an undertaking that in | 
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a similar case the use of fire-arms would 
not be again permitted. I hope we may 
consider that matter atan end. But our 
information at present is not very full, 
and we await further particulars. 

The noble Earl also asked me what I 
could tell him with regard to events 
that happened at the Elliott and Blonde 
islands. What happened was this. A 
British man-of-war went to these islands 
in pursuit of pirates. The Russian 
admiral on the station—I wish it to be 
understood that it was a Russian admiral 
and not the Russian Government— 
interposed. He made a protest, and 
attempted to warn off our ship. We 
were perfectly aware that under our 
treaty rights we were permitted to 
repair to these islands for a purpose of 
this sort, and we therefore instructed 
the naval authorities in northern 
China to disregard the protest ; that is 
how the matter stands. 

My Lords, in regard to Manchuria, I 
think the noble Earl has watched the 
interesting communications which are 
made from time to time to the press, and 
he is probably as well aware as I am of 
the state of things. I will read to him a 
translation of a passage which appeared 
in the Messenger Officiel at St. Peters- 
burg, on 6th April, which runs thus— 

“So far as the complete and definite restitu- 
tion of this region””—that is, Manchuria—“ to 
China is concerned, it isobvious that it canonly 
be carried out after a normal state of things 


has been re-established in the Chinese Empire, 
and when a central and independent Govern- 


Present Position. 


' ment has been established in the capital, suffi- 


ciently strong toguarantee Russia against the 
renewal of the disorders of last year.” 


The Russians remain in possession of 
Manchuria, and the position has not 
altered since that publication was made. 

The only other point to which the 
noble Earl referred concerned the two 
Viceroys of the southern provinces. As 
to that, I may say that we continue to 
entertain for those two distinguished 
men feelings of very high appreciation. 
We have on more than one occasion been 
able to obtain an expression of their 
views on important matters, and we have 
attached tothose expressions of opinionthe 
weight to which they were entitled. Ido 
not thinkthat thenoble Earl willexpect me 
to tell him what the advice was or how far 
it was followed. It is clearly desirable to 
be a little circumspect in publishing to 
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the world the opinions entertained by 
high Chinese functionaries, but we 
certainly shall continue to receive any 
advice from them gratefully, and we 
regard them as an important influence for 
good in that part of China which is under 
their government. With regard to sup- 
port, | think I am right in saying that 
on one occasion material support was 
offered to them; but we were then assured 
that at that time they did not incur any 
personal danger, and it was not thought 
necessary to take any steps for their pro- 
tection. I think I have noticed all the 


Prevention of 


topics to which the noble Earl alluded ; | 


and I hope I have said enough to show 
him that something, at all events, has 
been accomplished in the direction of 
obtaining a settlement of these different 
questions ; I earnestly trust that when 
the matter is again brought up in 
your Lordships’ House, as no doubt it 
will be, your Lordships will find that we 
have not been unmindful of British 
interests, and that some further progress 
has been made in arriving at the end 
which we all so much desire. 


PREVENTION OF CORRUPTION (No. 2) 
BILL [u.t.]. 

THe LORD CHANCELLOR 

Earl of Hatspury): My Lords, I rise for 


the purpose of presenting a Bill for the | 


better prevention of corruption. It is 
a measure which deals with the same 
subject as that originally brought for- 
ward by the late Lord Russell of Killowen, 
which was followed by another brought 
in by the present Lord Chief Justice, 
Lord Alverstone. There is a general 
agreement that something should be 
done to check corruption, but that Bill 
went too far, and its arrangements were 
too complex. I could not, therefore, 


recommend the Government to accept | 


that measure. Since last year, however, 
I have had full communication with my 
noble and learned friend, who is now 
satisfied that a much simpler and shorter 
form of legislation will achieve the 
desired object. The Bill which I present 
to your Lordships provides that— 

“(1) If any person—(a) being an agent, 
corruptly and without the knowledge of his 
principal, accepts or obtains, or agrees to 
accept or attempts to obtain, from any person, 
for himself or for any other person, any gift or 
consideration as an inducement or reward for 
doing or forbearing to do any act in relation 


The Marquess of Lansdowne. 
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(The | 
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) to his principal’s business, or for showing or 
forbearing to show favour or disfavour to any 
| person in relation to his principal’s business; 
or (b) corruptly gives or offers any such gift or 
consideration to any agent; or knowingly 
- to any agent any receipt, account, or other 
ocument in respect of which the principal is 
interested, which contains any statement 
whieh is false or erroneous, or defective in any 
important particular, and which to his know- 
ledge is intended to mislead the principal, he 
shall be guilty of a misdemeanour, and shall 
be liable on conviction on indictment to im- 
prisonment with or without hard labour fora 
term not exceeding one year, or toa fine not 
exceeding £500.” 


Corruption Bill. 


I believe that will effect, if not every- 
thing, at any rate a very great propor- 
tion of what is sought to be obtained by 
the more cumbrous, and, as I think, 
unworkable Bill which has been intro- 
duced in each of the last two sessions. 
It is a section which I and my noble 
friend the Lord Chief Justice are agreed 
will effect a very great improvement in 
the law. There are many trifling gifts, 
such as gifts to railway porters and the 
like, which were not within the ambit of 
‘the Bill, but the effort to keep them out 
produced a confused section which I 
confess I have not been able quite to 
understand. The object of the section 
is plain enough, but the language of it is 
‘such as to make it impossible to say that 
'it would protect a person who made a 
gift to a railway porter from being liable 
to prosecution and a fine. That was felt 
to be a section which rendered the Bill 
ridiculous, and made it impossible to 
pass it, inasmuch as it was possible under 
that section for certain persons to take 
proceedings against anyone who had 
made a trifling gift of this character. 
One of the difficulties one has to deal with 
in a subject of this sort is the creation of a 
class of persons—I ought not to say 
creation, because I am sorry to say they 
exist in very considerable numbers 
already, but the creating for them of a 
| new field of activity—I mean blackmailers. 
|No one who is not concerned with the 
administration of justice has any idea of 
| the extent to which that offence prevails. 
| One reason for its not being so exten- 
| sively known is that people have no 
jconception of the degree to which 4 
| threat of proceedings will induce persons, 
owing to the timorous nature of man- 
kind in respect to charges being made 
against them, to give way to the black- 
| mailer, and, once they have become 
| 
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victims, they struggle in vain against 
their persecutions. The Bill which I 
ask your Lordships to read a first time 
deals with that question. No one in 
his senses would suppose that it would 
be right to proceed in regard to such 
trifling sums as I have suggested, but 
the language of a statute if it is general 
nust be applied, and we cannot avoid it 
directly. 
tries to avoid such a possibility is by 
ilowing no proceedings to be taken 
acept with the consent of the Attorney 
General or Solicitor General. 
and learned friend, whose long and dis- 
tinguished career as Attorney General 
enables him to speak with authority 
on such a matter, has assured me that 
he is strongly of opinion that there will 
de no difficulty in asking the Attorney 
General to deal with such questions. 
The Bill contains only these two sections. 
ind I believe that, if your Lordships are 
good enough to pass it, there may be a 
chance of something being done in this 





very necessary region of amendment of | 


the law even before the present session 
| 
closes. 


*Lorp ALVERSTONE: It may be 
convenient that I should state at once 
the course I propose to take. Your 
Lordships will remember that, in moving 
the Second Reading of my Bill, I stated 
that I was extremely anxious that the 
subject should be taken up by His 


Majesty’s Government, for I am well. 


aware that such an alteration of the law 
ought not to be made except with the 
sanction and upon the authority of the 
Government of the day. As your Lord- 
chips know, I was not responsible for the 
drafting of the Bill. I do not by that 
observation mean to cast any reflection 


7 Upon the very learned Gentleman who 
4 trafted it, and least of all upon my prede- 
4 cessor, the great Lord Russell of Killowen, 
gr on Sir Edward Fry, who, no doubt, 


gave him great assistance. The Bill, as I 
introduced it, had the sanction of a Com- 
mittee of your Lordships’ House, and I 


j clieve that very great labour was be- | 


stowed upon it. But since it was) 
tad a second time I have-received a | 
great many communications, and criti- | 
tisms of a friendly character have been | 
addressed to me by men of business who | 
ate in no way opposed to the principle 


The mode in which this Bill | 


My noble | 
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‘of the Bill. As my noble and learned 
friend the Lord Chancellor has pointed 
out, the Bill as drafted proceeded on these 
lines—that it dealt with, I may say, nearly 
every transaction in which commission 
is paid, a gift or a promise made, but 
attempted to exclude such transactions 
as have been referred to by the Lord 
Chancellor, but it was found exceedingly 
difficult to frame a clause of exemption 
so as to carry out exactly the object in 
view. By the courtesy of my noble and 
learned friend the Lord Chancellor, | 
have seen the draft of his Bill, and I 
am satisfied that a very large percentage 
of the transactions which it is desired to 
stop would be hit by the Bill. I recognise 
that it is most desirable, in connection 
with such an alteration of the law, to 
proceed with great care, and that upon 
a Bill framed as is that of my noble 
and learned friend it will be easier, if 
necessary, to engraft subordinate or 
supplementary provisions than to 
‘attempt in the first instance to make the 
Bill absolutely perfect. I do not wish it 
| to be thought for a moment that I at all 
|go back from the position that I am 
framtermg! desirous of seeing something 
done in this matter, and I recognise the 
fact that it is almost impossible to hope 
that such a Bill as I introduced would 
| get through during the present session. 
'I will, therefore, not ask your Lordships 
‘to go into Committee on my Bill, but I 
propose to keep it on the Paper, so that, 
if it should be thought desirable that 
supplementary provisions should be intro- 
duced inte the Lord Chancellor’s Bill, I 
may submit them to the House. I 
sincerely trust that the Bill, which my 
noble and learned friend asks your Lord- 
ships to read a first time, will be passed, 
because I am satisfied that some altera- 
tion of the law is imperatively demanded. 


Bill for the better prevention of cor- 
ruption, presented by the Lord Chan- 
cellor ; read 1%; to be printed ; and to 


| be read 2 on Monday the 10th of June 


next. (No. 88.) 
ARMY REFORM — TRAINING OF 
OFFICERS — SERVICE MAPS IN 


SOUTH AFRICA. 

Lorp LOVAT rose to call attention to 
the state of the service maps now in use 
by the Army in South Africa, and to 
the waste of material and public moneys 
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of not previously trained officers to the 
remount, railway, and other military 
departments ; and to move to resolve 
that no scheme of Army reform will be 
complete which does not train a largely 
increased number of officers for extra 
regimental employ without denuding 
regiments actually on active service. 
General Hunter had stated in one of his 
despatches that the maps in use by the 
Army in South Africa were a danger to 
the troops serving in that country. 
When he (Lord Lovat) left South Africa, 
some four weeks ago, there had been no 
change for the better, and there seemed 
to be no prospect of a change for the 
better. The maps were so bad that it 
was really impossible to find the position 
of places on the maps at all; nothing 
under a range of mountains as big as 
anything there was in this country 
received official recognition in the maps. 
In October it was stated that there was 
to be a new set of maps. In the northern 
part of the colony they did get a few new 
maps with “ h’s”’ dotted here and there 
to signify houses, and with a few springs 
and dams marked; but that was the 
only change visible to the ordinary eye. 
Although inaccurate in every other par- 
ticular, the old maps gave correctly the 
position of boundary fences, and the 
present issue was exactly the same in that 
respect, the wire fences being marked 
with great accuracy, but everything that 


was of military importance was left out | 


as before. The disgraceful way in which 
the maps had been prepared had caused 
very bad feeling among the Army in 
South Africa. Columns were not in- 
frequently asked to do things which 
were perfectly impossible, and which 
they would not have been asked to do 
it the Generals had been in possession of 
maps showing the exact position of the 


country. When it was announced that a | 


discussion was to take place it was fully 
expected that the Army would have the 
small satisfaction of seeing someone in 
Pall Mall blamed in connection with 
the maps. But they had seen nothing 
but evasions and a complete white- 
washing of the Intelligence Department, 
and were most dissatisfied in consequence. 
When the Army was still working in 
brigades there were intelligence officers 
who made regular road reports, in which 


Lord Lovat. 


{LORDS} 
which had occurred by the appointment | 
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everything of military interest wag 
entered. The last man he spoke to on 
leaving South Africa was an intelligence 
officer who had been out there for over 
eighteen months, and who informed him 
that nothing whatever had been done 
in the way of collecting these reports so 
that the Army could be informed as to 
future marches. He was aware that 
not one of the twenty or thirty maps of 
the Orange River Colony was reliable. 
Why should not the service send out 
to South Africa members of geographical 
societies who were accustomed to take 
observations and to obtain information 
for the purpose of preparing maps? He 
understood that men had been sent out 
at the beginning of the campaign to pre- 
pare a map of the whole country, but the 
number of mapdrawers was not sufficient 
for the columns, and they were therefore 
distributed about instead of being set 
about the work in a proper manner, 
as originally intended. Confusion also 
prevailed in that most important branch, 
the Remount Department. Senior 
officers, usually from the Militia, with 
absolutely no previous training, were 
appointed as figureheads, and Reserve 
officers were called upon to undertake 
this work whether they knew anything 
about it or not. What was the result? 
He had seen 130 horses sent out which 
had only 218 shoes between them. They 
had to trek a number of miles the follow- 
ing day, and they hobbled into camp 
absolutely worthless. On no less than 
three occasions he had known horses to 
be issued that were suffering from 
strangles and glanders. Things were 
not so bad now, because these officers, 
although untrained when they started, 
had had a year’s experience. 

With regard to the railways, men were 
employed upon them who had no know- 
ledge whatever of the work. He would 
mention two examples. The sole qualifi- 
cation of one man who was employed 
at a most important junction was that 
hehad been formerly bugler in a Yeo- 
manry regiment. Another man ap 
pointed had been connected with the 
Privy Purse in England. Presumably 
it was thought that he could count the 
\fares quickly at the station, it being 
| forgotten that soldiers did not pay when 
travelling up and down the State rail- 
| way. The shunter ruled absolutely at 
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whether a train was ready to start in 
three hours or in eleven hours. Many 
of the shunters were pro-Boers, or, at 
least, were friendly disposed towards the 
Boers, and that, of course, affected the 


intelligence and despatch with which the | 
work was executed. He thought that | 


Volunteer officers engaged in railway 
work should be sent out to South Africa 
to look after the shunting. Many large 
employers of labour in South Africa had 
told him that three shillings a day was an 
absurd wage to pay to the black men, 
who were in no sense, though they pre- 
tended to be, trained drivers ; and there 
was much dissatisfaction because the 
War Office was so lavish of hand in pay- 
ing these men, while the soldiers received 
only the wretched shilling a day. With 
regard to meat contracts, he was aware 
that the contractors bought the cattle on 
foot at 3d. per pound, that the troops had 
the trouble of driving them in, and even 
of killing them, and had then to pay 
from 9d. to 11d. per pound for the meat. 
The result of putting large numbers of 
men to jobs which they did not under- 
stand was that many regiments were 
destitute of officers who had any know- 
ledge of warfare, and the efficiency of 
the troops was lowered. The Seaforth 
Highlanders some months ago had only 
two captains, half of the companies being 
commanded by second lieutenants. The 
same thing happened in the case of the 
Cameron Highlanders. For some time 
the second in command was a man of 
only four years service, and he also had 
to do adjutant’s work. The first time 
he (Lord Lovat) was in action, he acted, 
although a cavalry soldier with no know- 
ledge of infantry drill, as adjutant and 
second in command of a thousand men. 
The latter were commanded chiefly by 
junior subalterns, who made a very bad 
job of it. In a nation like ours it was 
particularly necessary that we should 
have an increased number of officers. 
There was no doubt, from what we had 
seen in this war, that the ultimate 
strength of the nation lay with the un- 
trained millions who were ready to fight 
for their country. We had splendid 
fields to draw from in Canada, in Aus- 
tralia, and in South Africa, but it was 
absolutely essential that we should have 
the officers necessary to train these men, 
and officers could not be made in a day. 


{21 May 1901} 


each station. On him depended entirely | 
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Moved to resolve, ‘That no scheme 
of Army reform will be complete which 
does not train a largely increased number 


of officers for extra regimental employ 


without denuding regiments actually on 
active service.”—(Lord Lovat.) 


*ToE UNDER SECRETARY oF 
STATE For WAR (Lord RaGian): My 
Lords, before replying to the speech of 
the noble Lord, I would venture to com- 
pliment him on the very excellent work 
which his corps of scouts has done in 
South Africa, and to congratulate him 
on his safe return. When I first read 
the notice on the Paper, I thought it 
was fairly comprehensive. I now find 
that my original ideas of it were small. 
The noble Lord’s speech ranged over a 
very large part of the conduct of the 
war in South Africa, but at this com- 
paratively late hour I am not in a position 
to discuss the entire conduct of the 
campaign. I will, however, endeavour, 
as far as I can, to reply to the strictures 
of the noble Lord. With regard to the 
question of maps, at the beginning of 
the war a special map of the Orange 
Free State and surrounding country was 
prepared by the Intelligence Division 
and sent out for the use of the troops. 
No government survey existed, either 
of the Orange Free State or of the Trans- 
vaal, and maps, therefore, had to be 
based on the farm surveys to which the 
noble Lord takes such objection. There 
were also some hundreds of special 
reconnaissances of routes executed by 
Britis officers before the commence- 
ment of the war. After Lord Roberts 
assumed command, arrangements were 
made for the compilation of another 
map. Much local information was avail- 
able, and, therefore, the new map was 
more complete than the original map 
sent out by the Intelligence Division. 
This map has been used in the field 
throughout the war, and we have 
laboured under the impression that it 


had proved very satisfactory. In addi- 
| tion, a large number of general maps have 


been supplied, such as Jeppe’s map of the 


Transvaal, Bartholomew’s map of South 
_ Africa, Russell’s map of Natal, and special 
imaps of Johannesberg and Pretoria. 


Criticism on the deficiency of the maps 
rests on a series of misapprehensions. 
The country is enormous, and there 
are no Government surveys in existence. 
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I think it is not the primary business of | managing directors and so forth of the 
the home Government, nor would it be} large railway companies in the United 
at all desirable, that we should take| Kingdom, and I am afraid the rates of 
upon ourselves the burden of executing | pay which would be necessary to tempt 
surveys of the various colonies; it is| those gentlemen to take over the rail- 
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equally obvious that it was impossible to 
survey states in the position of the 
Orange River Colony and the Transvaal 
previous to the war. We must naturally 
be dependent upon information to be 
collected from one source and another, 
aided, possibly, to a certain extent by 
military reconnaissances. The noble 
Lord complained that there is appa- 
rently no work being done with regard 
to surveys. I would inform him that 
two completely equipped survey sections 
were sent out to South Africa, and also 
two mapping sections, all under the 
direction of trained survey officers, and 
they have, I believe, done a large amount 
of work. 


With regard to the question of re- | 


mounts, the number required in this 
war has so far exceeded expectations 
of any possible war that preparations 
could not have been made on a sufficient 
scale. It is impossible to imagine that 
if we are unfortunately drawn into war 
again, remounts on anything like the 
same prodigious scale will ever be re- 
quired. As to the question of the train- 
ing of officers in remount duties, no 
doubt it is the case that some officers 
were sent out who were not fully 


acquainted with the work, but if we had | 


waited until we had got a complete 
system of thoroughly trained officers, 
including training in lassoing horses on 
the veldt, we should have had to wait an 
enormous time before it was possible to 
send out remounts. The same thing 
applies to a certain extent to the rail- 
ways. The army was suddenly called 
upon to take over the administration of 
enormous distances of railways, and no 
doubt it is possible that the selection of 
men was not always the best ; but I do 
not know why the noble Lord objects to 
the shunter having anything to say 
with regard to the administration of the 
station. I should have thought that 
the shunter was an exceedingly im- 
portant man, and that his advice would 
be taken in cases of marshalling or send- 
ing trains backwards or forwards. The 
Volunteer railway officers to whom the 
noble Lord referred chiefly consist of the 


Lord Raglan. 


ways in South Africa would exceed 3s, 
}a day, which the noble Lord says is too 
much to pay to the black men. The 
whole question of the requisite number 
of officers is a difficult one. Either you 
'must have in peace time a very large 
increase of officers, or you must trust to 
' reserve officers of some sort or other. 
A large increase in peace time naturally 
| means a vast increase in expense. In 
| the case of reserve officers you have the 
difficulty, first of all, of training them, 
and, secondly, of keeping that training 
uptodate. That difficulty is not peculiar 
to this country, for in every country in 
Europe there exists the difficulty of 
providing officers for the troops which 
may be mobilised in time of war. I can 
| quite understand the noble Lord’s anxiety 
/on the question of maps. To him, asa 
| commanding officer of scouts, maps are 
|perhaps more‘important. than to any- 
body else ; but I cannot: but think that 
it is somewhat doubtful how far it is 
advisable that these questions should be 
discussed by officers who are now on full 
pay. I doubt very much whether it is 
to the best interest of the army that these 
questions should be discussed in this 
| way. 


Lorp TWEEDMOUTH: My Lords, 
I am sure your lordships listened to the 
speech of the noble Lord who raised this 
question with the greatest delight. We 
in this House may congratulate our- 
selves in having in him, not only a com- 
rade who can hit hard on the veldt, and 
give a good account of himself there, 
but one who is also able to dilate upon 
his experiences in a graphic and at the 

same time in a moderate and temperate 

manner. I am sure I shall only be 
‘voicing the feelings of your Lordships 
‘when I say that we all hope that when he 
_goes back in a fortnight’s time with a 
| new set of men, he will render as good 
an account of himself as he has done in 
the past, and that he will return to give 
| a more cheerful account of South Africa. 
At the same time may I be allowed to 
| put in a word for the request he has 
| made to the War Office to be allowed to 
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take three companies of scouts to South | ments for your transport ? One of the 
Africa instead of two, as originally pro- | great difficulties in the war has been the 
posed ? It seems to me that we have | deficiency in the number of horses. The 
been able through the corner of the veil | | noble and gallant Lord the Under Secre- 
that Lord Lovat has raised to-night to | | tary for War said that the question of 
see some of the reasons which have led| remounts was an enormous one. Of 
to the great prolongation of the war, | course it was. I suppose every sensible 
and the great cost at which it is being | person knew from the commencement 
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waged. ‘Take this one question of maps. | 
fe course South Africa is a huge country. 
J admit that; but still it is a country | 
where we have been ourselves for a very | 
long time. The Orange Free State and | 
the Transvaal are practically surrounded | 
by British territory, and, besides that, | 

we have been engaged again and again | 
in campaigns against both the Boers ‘and | | 
the natives. It appears to me that | 
during all that time we might have accu- | 
mulated sufficient knowledge of the 
country to have been able to provide our 
troops with maps which would have been | 
of some use to them, and which would 
have shown them where they could find | 
water and what operations they might | 
safely enter upon. 

The lack of proper maps in this war | 
affords one more proof of what I can 
only call the blind over-confidence of 
Ministers in the way in which they | 
entered upon hostilities. After all, the 
war did not come suddenly; it was | 
expected. I suppose that if anybody 
had been asked during the last four or | 
five years as to the most probable part of 
the world where the British nation might 
be involved in arms, he would have 
said in South Africa. During the first 
six months of 1899 the Government were | 
engaged in making constant demands | 
upon Mr. Kruger, and it was evident | 
that, if the demands of the Government | 


| be carried on by mounted troops. 


establish six army corps. 


that this was a war which would have to 
All 


the more necessary was it, therefore, to 


see that that particular department was 


put into the hands of competent men,and 
not given over to men who hardly knew 
a horse from a cow. The son of the 
Archbishop of Canterbury, for instance, 
was put in charge of the remount depart- 
ment, although he knew nothing what- 
ever about horses. The great question 
is, How are you going to make the mili- 


tary forces of this country efficient in the 


future? It seems to me that the only 
way in which we can secure for this 
country an army, not very big, but very 
mobile, very efficient, of the best material, 


_and armed in the best possible manner, 


is to show to our soldiers, whether they 


‘are men in the ranks, or whether they 
are officers, that we who employ them 


are going to be first-rate employers. 
What is the scheme which the Govern- 
ment have proposed ? They are going to 
The first will 
consist almost entirely of Regular soldiers; 
the second will consist mostly of Regular 


‘soldiers and partly of Auxiliaries ; and 
‘the third will consist mostly of Auxi- 
iliaries and partly of Regular soldiers. 


The other three army corps do not exist 
very much in any way, except on paper, 
and it is extremely doubtful whether you 
will get the men. I do not agree with 


were refused, the end must be war. | some of my noble friends that it is 
Therefore, when you were making these | possible to do without a sufficient army. 
demands, you ought to have been making | I believe you must have an army, but 
such preparations as would have enabled | the only way in which you can get the 
you to enter upon the war in the strongest | men is by holding out a sufficient attrac- 
way possible. Amongst other neces- | tion to them to join, and the only w ay to 
saries, we required maps, but the want | do that is by treating them better than 








of maps was just as great in Natal— 
you will find this mentioned in Sir 
Redvers Buller’s despatch—as in the 
Transvaal and the Orange Free State. 
Again, why could not the Government 
have massed in Cape Colony sufficient 
troops to guard that territory from 
attack by the Boers in the first instance ? 
Why did you not make sufficient arrange- 





| you do now. In the House of Commons 
| the other day a question was asked as to 
the reductions which are made from the 
pay of the soldier for different matters, 
and it was admitted that 1s. 3d. a month 
is deducted for washing, a penny per 
month for hair-cutting, twopence per 
month for library subscription, twopence 
per month for the rifle club, and two- 
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pence per month for the cricket club. | six centres I hope opportunity will be 
The idea of making a deduction from a_ given to officers to be trained, not merely 
soldier’s pay for a subscription toarifle in taking charge of the one particular 
club is most monstrous. First of all, you arm to which they may be attached, but 
want to make the soldier a good shot, in handling infantry, cavalry, and artil- 
and it does seem to me that the Govern- lery. Again and again in this war has 
ment might at any rate establish rifle it fallen to general officers to undertake 
clubs in which soldiers can learn that this duty without having had previous 
important duty, without having two- experience of the work. 1 hope this is a 
pence per month deducted from their matter to which the Government will 
miserable pay. It is said that if we did give their attention, and if under this 
not make these deductions it would cost scheme facilities are given, we shall have 
the country £600,000 a year, which gained one great advantage. I would 
would work out at something like two- suggest to my noble friend that he should 
pence a day to each soldier. I should not press his motion to a division, but be 
very much like to see the Government satisfied with having brought his case 
begin by adding that amount to the pay so well and so fully before the House. 

of the soldier. When the soldier joins as, ‘ a Be 

a raw boy, by all means let his pay below. _"/HE Marquess or LANSDOWNE: 
but as he increases in efficiency you will 1 am sure we on this side of the House 
find that the best possible way to attach desire to associate ourselves with the con- 
him to the service is by increasing his gratulations to the noble and gallant 
pay. By that means you would more Lord on his safe return, and with the 
and more attach to the Army old soldiers ®¢knowledgments of the valuable ser. 
who could be trusted when the pinch Vices which he has rendered in South 
came to give a good account of them- Africa. If after he has gone back to that 
selves. I agree that the system is wrong Country he should return to this House 
by which the best officers are taken from Nd occasionally do a little sniping at this 
the regiments in the field at the time Bench, we shall not take his criticisms 
when their presence with the regiment @Mmiss, but recognise that they come 
is most required. How can you expect from one who knows what he is talking 
young soldiers to do well if they have not about. The noble Lord has opened a 
officers to lead them in whom they have discussion which has already drifted 
confidence, and to whom they are OVer a great many subjects, and which 
accustomed ? The reason that the corps would take a very long time to conclude 
which my noble friend commanded was if those subjects were to be at all fully 
able to do such excellent work was that handled. He has dealt with the question 
they had good officers. It was a matter Of maps, with the question of remounts, 
of chaff that some of his subalterns were with the question of shunters on the 
bald-headed and grizzled, but they were Tailway, with the question of meat con- 
men of experience, and were able to lead tracts, and with the question concerning 
the men with success. A better system the supply of regimental officers. The 
must be established in time of peace, so noble Lord who has just sat down went 
that when war comes the officers may be further still, and proceeded to review 
left with their regiments. There is often Mr. Brodrick’s Army Scheme, and to tell 

us what he thought of the six army corps. 


too much honour and glory given to the 
staff officer to the exclusion of the regi- My noble and gallant colleague spoke 
just now of the lateness of the hour. I 


mental officer, on whom the burden of th 
day falls. One thing has been proved in can plead that excuse with perhaps 
slightly more plausibility than he could, 


this war, that we can trust implicitly to 
our men and our regimental officers, and and I feel sure no good purpose would be 
served by attempting a minute examina- 


that whoever else has made mistakes, 
they have always been trustworthy. It tion of all the points which have been 
raised. But as to the question of maps, 


does seem to me a pity that you do not 
better recognise the value of your regi- I do not suppose anyone has ever con- 


mental officers. The strong point of the tended that it is the business of the War 
new Army scheme is that you will under Department to be prepared with a large- 
it, I hope, set up six centres of training scale and elaborate map of every country 
for soldiers in this country. In those in which His Majesty’s forces are called 


Lord Tweedmouth. 
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153 The Royal Declaration 
upon to serve. We have had an inte- 
resting little operation going on lately 
inJubaland. I do not suppose the noble 
Lord opposite would have expectedthat the 
Intelligence Department should have had 
Jubaland surveyed and mapped out with 


found there. The theatre of war has 
been very extensive, and I believe it 


the greater part of that area before hos- 
tilities broke out. The suggestion of 
the noble Lord, that as soon as a certain 
amount of contention arose between 
His Majesty's Government and that of 
the Transvaal we should have set to work 
ty execute surveys, is one which would 
have been a little difficult to carry out. 
[do not think the survey parties would 
have been particularly well received if 
they had made their appearance in the 
neighbourhood of Pretoria. But though 
we said very little about it at the time, 
we did take what measures we could to 
obtain information about the  topo- 
graphy of the Transvaal and the Orange 
Free State. 

The noble and gallant Lord also sug- 
gested that after the war broke out more 
might have been done by collating the 





time to time by different officers. If 
there has been any failure to do that 
he must not lay it to the charge of those 
unfortunate persons in Pall Mall against 
whom he directed so much of his elo- 
quence. There, again, I should conceive 
that in most parts of the country the 
position of survey authorities would 
have been extremely hazardous, and 
that it might not have been very easy 
to do what the noble and gallant Lord 
suggested. Most of the shortcomings 
to which attention has been called 
are all shortcomings of a kind trace- 
able to one and the same source—to 
the fact that the magnitude of these 
operations was far greater than any- 
one foresaw. That we have always 
frankly admitted, and it is quite clear 
that when, comparatively early in the. 
campaign, troops equivalent in numbers 
to three army corps had to be sent out | 
of the country, a very great strain had to | 
be put on all departments, with the result | 
that the. best men available had to be | 
employed, even when they had not been 
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all the dwellings, if such things are to be | 


yould have been physically impossible | 
jor the Intelligence Branch to survey | 


very valuable road reports prepared from | 


against Roman Catholicism. 754 
| previously trained for their duties. As 
‘to the other shortcomings which have 
been revealed, His Majesty’s Government 
have never attempted to contend that 
shortcomings had not been disclosed by, 
or that no lesson was to be learnt from, 
the war. I believe that the authorities 
at the War Office are fully determined 
that those lessons shall be turned to good 
account, and I feel sure that most of the 
points mentioned this evening by the 
noble and gallant Lord are points which 
have already attracted the attention of 
theSecretaryof State and of Lord Roberts, 
and that his criticism will receive the 
attention which it undoubtedly deserves. 


Motion (by leave of the House) with- 
drawn. 


ROYAL DECLARATION AGAINST 

ROMAN CATHOLICISM. 

THe PRIME MINISTER anp LORD 
PRIVY SEAL (The Marquess of Sauis- 
BURY): The motion standing in my 
name is the same as the one I have already 
submitted, and which your Lordships 
have accepted, with the solitary excep- 
tion that it is in favour of a Select Com- 
mittee to be appointed by this House, 
and not a Joint Committee to be ap- 
pointed with the co-operation of the 
other House. The House of Commons, 
for reasons connected with its own busi- 
ness, do not seem willing to go into this 
inquiry, and, therefore, I think we had 
better go on with it by ourselves. I 
cannot think that if we can possibly 
avoid it we ought to allow an enact- 
ment so little creditable to our Statute- 
book to remain upon it without some 
modifications or improvement. I pro- 
pose to submit the names as soon as the 
House reassembles. 


THE 


Moved, ‘‘ That a Select Committee be 
appointed to consider the declaration 
required of the Sovereign, on his accession 
by the Bill of Rights (1 Will. III. cap. 2, 
s. 1); and to report whether its language 
can be modified advantageously, without 
diminishing its efficacy as a security for 


ithe maintenance of the Protestant suc- 


cession.” —(The Marquess of Salisbury.) 


Eart SPENCER: I rejoice extremely 
that the noble Marquess has thought 
it right to bring on this subject. | 


2D 


= 
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stated my views in one of the first 
speeches made on this subject, and I 
think the terms in which the noble 
Marquess has framed his motion ought 
to meet the case without raising any 
great difficulty. 


On Question agreed to, and ordered 
accordingly. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 3) BILL. 
Brought from the Commons; _ read 
1*; to be printed ; and referred to the 
Examiners. [No. 89.] 


House adjourned at a quarter 
before Seven of the clock to 
Monday, the 10th of June 
next, a quarter past Four of 
the clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 


bTuesday, 21st May, 1901. 


The House met at two of the clock. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


PRIVATE BILLS (STANDING ORDER 
32 COMPLIED WITH). 

Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table 
Report from one of the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 
case of the following Bill, referred on the 
First Reading thereof, Standing Order 
No. 62 has been complied with, viz. :— 


Barry Railway Bill. 
Ordered, That the Bill be read a second 
time. 


PRIVATE BILLS [Lorps] 
ORDERS NOT PREVIOUSLY _IN- 
QUIRED INTO COMPLIED WITH). 
Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table 

Report from one of the Examiners of 


Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the | 


case of the following Bills, originating 
in the Lords, and referred on the First 
Reading thereof, the Standing Orders 
not*previously inquired into, and which 


Earl Spencer. 


{COMMONS} 


(STANDING | 
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Business. 
(are applicable thereto, have been com- 
plied with, viz. :— 


Cowes Ferry Bill [Lords]. 

Manchester Corporation Bill [Lords]. 
Otley Gas Bill [Lords]. 

South Eastern and London, Chatham, 


and Dover Railways Bill [Lords]. 


Ordered, That the Bills 


second time. 


be read a 


PROVISIONAL ORDER BILLS (STAND. 
ING ORDERS APPLICABLE THERETO 
COMPLIED WITH). 

Mr. SpeAKER laid upon the Table 
Report from one of the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 
case of the following Bill, referred on the 
First Reading thereof, the Standing 
Orders which are applicable thereto have 
been complied with, viz. :— 

Local Government Provisional Orders 


(No. 6) Bill. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read a second 
time To-morrow. 


BRITISH GAS LIGHT COMPANY BILL. 


DUBLIN (EQUALISATION OF RATES) 
BILL. 


GLASGOW AND SOUTH WESTERN 
RAILWAY BILL. 


| IRISH PRESBYTERIAN CHURCH BILL. 
Read the third time, and passed. 


| LANCASHIRE AND YORKSHIRE RAIL- 
WAY (DEARNE VALLEY JUNCTION 
RAILWAYS) BILL. 


King’s Consent signified ; Bill read the 
third time, and passed. 


LONDON COUNTY COUNCIL (MONEY) 
| BI 


4s 


METROPOLITAN WATER COMPANIES 
(AMENDMENT OF ACTS) BILL. 


Read the third time, and passed. 


| PEMBROKE URBAN DISTRICT COUNCIL 
(COUNTY OF DUBLIN) BILL 


| SWANAGE GAS AND WATER BILL 


| TOTTENHAM AND HAMPSTEAD JUNC 
| TION RAILWAY BILL. 


Read the third time, and passed. 
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957 Petitions. 
SOUTH METROPOLITAN GAS BILL. 


As amended, considered ; to be read | 
the third time. 






LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL | 
ORDERS (No. 4) BILL. 
LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL | 


ORDERS (No. 5) BILL. 
Read a second time, and committed. 


NAVAL WORKS PROVISIONAL ORDER. | 

Bill to confirm a Provisional Order | 
of the Admiralty under the Naval 
Works Act 1895 ; ‘ordered to be brought | 
in by Mr. Pretyman and Mr. Arnold- | 
Forster. 





NAVAL WORKS PROVISIONAL ORDER | 


iL. 


“er 


lo confirm a Provisional Order of 
the Admiralty under the Naval Works 
Act, 1895,” presented, and read the 
first time; to be referred to the Ex- 
aminers of Petitions for Private Bills, 
and to be printed. [Bill 197.] 


ARDROSSAN GAS AND WATER ORDER 
CONFIRMATION. 

Bill to confirm a Provisional Order | 
under the Private Legislation Procedure 
(Scotland) Act, 1899, relating to Ar- 
drossan Gas and Water; ordered to be 
brought in by the Lord Advocate and 
Mr. Solicitor General for Scotland. 


ARDROSSAN GAS AND WATER ORDER 
CONFIRMATION BILL 

“To confirm a P ieviaene) Order 
under The Private Legislation Procedure | 
(Scotland) Act, 1899, relating to Ar- 
drossan Gas and Water,” presented ; to be 
read a second time upon Monday, 10th 
June, and to be printed. [Bill 198.] 


METROPOLITAN RAILWAY BILL. | 


Reported, with Amendments ; Report | 
tolie upon the Table, and to be printed. 





STANDING ORDERS. | 


Resolutions reported from the Com- | 


. i 
| 


Kin Water Board, Petition forj Bill, | 
the Standing Orders ought to be dis- | 


pensed with :—That the parties be per- | 
mitted to proceed with their Bill.” 


2. ‘‘ That, in the case of the Belfast 
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Kingussie 
and Northern Counties Railway, Petition | upon the Table. 


Petitions. 758 


| for Bill, the Standing Orders ought to be 
dispensed with :—That the parties be 
| inn to proceed with their Bill.” 


| “That, in the case of the Cromer 
| W ae Bill, Petition for additional Pro- 
| vision, the Standing Orders ought to be 
dispensed with :—That the parties be 
| permitted to introduce their additional 
Provision, if the Committee on the Bill 
think fit.” 


Resolutions agreed to. 


| BELFAST AND NORTHERN COUNTIES 
RAILWAY. 


Report [this day] from the Select Com- 
' mittee on Standing Orders read. 


Bill ordered to be brought in by 
Colonel James M‘Calmont and Mr. 
O'Neill. 


BIGGLESWADE WATER BOARD. 
Report [this day] from the Select Com- 
mittee on Standing Orders read. 


Bill ordered to be brought in by Lord 
Alwyne Compton and Mr. Guy Pym. 


PETITIONS. 
CLUBS (LICENSING AND SUPERVISION)- 


Petition from Annandale, 
| tion ; to lie upon the Table. 


for altera- 


ELEMENTARY EDUCATION 
GRADE AND EVENING 
TION SCHOOLS). 
Petition from Leeds, 

Law ; 


(HIGHER 
CONTINU A- 


for alteration of 
to lie upon the Table. 


/HOUSING OF WORKING CLASSES (RE- 


PAYMENT OF LOANS) BILL. 


Petition from Yeovil, in favour ; to lie 


/ upon the Table. 


LOCAL AUTHORITIES OFFICERS’ 
SUPERANNUATION BILL. 


Petition from Liverpool, in favour ; 


. “ That, in the case of the Biggles- | to lie upon the Table. 


ROMAN CATHOLIC UNIVERSITY IN 
IRELAND. 


Petitions against establishment, from 
and Dunfermline; to lie 


9 


« 


9 


« 


D 
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SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS ON | that the Loch Leven Water Power Order 
; SUNDAY BILL. |ought to be dealt with by Private Bill 
Petitions in favour, from Fulham ;|and that the Edinburgh Corporation, 
Walthamstow ; Leyton ; Budleigh | Greenock Corporation, and Invergarry 
Salterton ; Southwark, and Wells; to| and Fort Augustus Railway Orders may 
lie upon the Table. proceed as Provisional Orders [ by Act]; 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO [No. 185.] 
CHILDREN BILL. : 
Petition from Coalville, against ; to lie | AFRICA (No. 3, 1901). 
upon the Table. | Copy presented, of correspondence 
; relating to the murder of Mr. Jenner 
SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO and the Ogaden Punitive Expedition 
a ae ae [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table. 
Petitions in favour, from Exmouth;| ~~“ 
Pimlico ; Easthampstead ; Folkestone ; ' ee nee as 
Wells ; Nanstallon ; Hoxton ; Salisbury ; ese sapipgredateete manta ie 
Birmingham (two); Westbourne Park ; 
Walworth ; Sidmouth ; Fletcher’s 
Bridge ; Bodmin; Bolton; Pickering ; 


Copies presented, of Diplomatic 
and Consular Reports, Annual Series, 
Nos. 2,603 and 2,604 [by Command]; 
to lie upon the Table. 


Doncaster ; Bangor ; Kettering ; 
Cheshire, and Portsmouth ; to lie upon 
the Table. ARMY (MILITIA TRAINING ESTABLISH- 
MENTS). 
SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO Copy presented, of the Militia Training 
CHILDREN (SCOTLAND) BILL. Return, 1900 [by Command]; to lie 
Petitions in favour, from Caithness ;| upon the Table. 
Barr ; Hutton and Corrie ; Annandale, 
and Dryfesdale ; to lie upon the Table. PRISONS (RULES FOR CONVICT 
PRISONS). 
SOVEREIGN’S OATH ON ACCESSION Copy presented, of Draft of Rules for 
BILL. Convict Prisons proposed to be made 


Petitions against, from Reigate ;/ under the Prison Act, 1898, with regard 
Morton-on-the-Hill, and Great Drif-| to the Dietary of Convicts [by Act]; to 
field ; to lie upon the Table. lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 

[No. 186.] 


| PRISONS (RULES FOR LOCAL PRISONS) 
| Copy presented, of Draft of Rules for 
Local Prisons proposed to be made under 
» Pric > &¢ 8, ry "eg: 
SUPPLEMENTARY ESTIMATES. the Prison Act, 1898, with regard to the 
; ss Dietary of Prisoners [by Act] ; to lie upon 
Return [presented 20th May] to be | the Table, and to be printed. [No. 187.] 
printed. [No. 183.] 


RETURNS. REPORTS, ETC. 


CIVIL LIST PENSIONS. TECHNICAL INSTRUCTION ACT, 1889. 


saturn [presented 2 ay | 

uae We tse Rh ngs Be 88 the subjects to be taught under Clause 8 

; ‘of the Act for the county of Cardigan 

PRIVATE LEGISLATION PROCEDURE | (First Minute) [by Act]; to lie upon the 
(SCOTLAND) ACT, 1899. Table. 

Copy presented, of Report by the A oa 
Chairman of Committees of the House of COLONIAL REPORTS (MISCELLANEOUS). 
Lords and the Chairman of Ways and| Copy presented, of Report No. 16 
Means in the House of Commons, under | (Selections from Colonial Medical Re 
the Private Legislation Procedure (Scot- | ports for 1898 and 1899) [by Command] ; 
land) Act, 1899, that they are of opinion | to lie upon the Table. 
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761 Questions. 


SOUTH AFRICA (TRANSPORTS). 

Return ordered, “‘ showing the name, 
tonnage, and speed of each vessel em- 
ployed to convey troops to South Africa 
since the Ist day of April, 1900, and up 
to and ending 31st day of March, 1901, 
the date and port of her departure from 
these shores and arrival at Cape Town, 
Durban, or elsewhere, respectively, in- 
cduding arrival at and departure from 
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intermediate ports of call; the number 
of troops and horses or mules carried 
on each occasion, the number of horses 
or mules lost on voyage, vessels provided 
with new pattern fittings, vessels pro- 
vided with old pattern fittings, vessels 
provided with slings for each horse or 
mule, vessels not so provided ; and the 
time occupied by each vessel in making 
the voyage, in the following form :— 


Questions. 
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{in continuation of Parliamentary Paper, 
No. 184, of Session 1900).”—(Sir John 
Colomb.) 


| part of the question I must refer the hon. 
| Baronet to the answer which I gave to 
|the hon. Member for the Carmarthen 
| Boroughs on the Ist of April.+ The second 








/ question should have been addressed 
to the Secretary of State for War, who 
|informs me that a telegram has been 


QUESTIONS. 


SOUTH AFRICA—POSITION OF CHAR. | 7¢¢etved from the general officer com- 


TERED COMPANY AND DE BEERS | Manding lines of communication stating 
COMPANY. that no payment has been made to the 
Sm CHRISTOPHER FURNESS! De Beers Company, but that claims 


(Hartlepool): I beg to ask Mr. Chan-| from that company amounting to about 
cellor of the Exchequer whether he can | £54,000 are under consideration. The 
state when His Majesty’s Government | particulars of these claims not having 
propose to demand payment of the in- | been received, it is impossible to say 
demnity due from the Chartered Com-| Whether it will be desirable to lay them 
pany to the late Transvaal Republic ;/0n the Table of the House. 

whether the Government have paid | 

£83,000 to the De Beers Company during | BOER PRISONERS IN ST. HELENA-- 
the siege of Kimberley; whether the | yee OF A PRISONER BY 
De Beers Company have since made a; ~ Si i i 

further claim for £54,000, or any other | Mr. BARTLEY (Islington, N.): I beg 
sum; and, if so, whether the particulars of | to ask if I should be in order in putting 


these claims will be laid upon the Table | t© the Secretary for War the question 
of the House. which stands in the name of the hon. 


Member for Stafford, and which has not 

Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror| been asked. I wish to ask the question 

— COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN, | + See Debates [Fourth Series], Vol. xcii., 
Birmingham, W.): In reply to the first | page 329. 
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because it 
persons. The question is 
any inquiry has been instituted into the | 
charge recently made against a sentry | 
at St. 
prisoner dead whilst singing a hymn 
during the service of the Christian En- 
deavour Society, and whether any report 
ahas been receiyed by him ; if so, will he 
state the effect of it.” 





THe SECRETARY or STATE For 
WAR (Mr. Broprick, Surrey, Guildford): 
My attention has been drawn to this state- 
ment. The reports from the ofticer 
commanding the troops at St. Helena 
show that there is no truth whatever 
in the statements made, which appeared 
in the Review of Reviews. The 
prisoner alluded to as being shot at St. 
Helena was endeavouring to climb over 
the wire fence enclosing the prisoners’ 
camp in the early morning before day- 
light. This assertion, like others per- 
sistently disseminated by this journal, 
is untrue and mischievous. 


{COMMONS} 


rather reflects on certain ances, and in how many cases the grants 





Helena of having shot a Boer | 


‘Lancashire, Westhoughton) : 


Boer | 


given 
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'have been increased to sums varying 
6d. to 2s. 6d. per day, the 
| amounts invalided soldiers are entitled 
to according to the statement of the 
Paymaster-General; and whether, in 
cases where increases have been decided 
upon, such increases will be paid from 
the dates when the soldiers were first 





‘placed on the pension list. 


Tue FINANCIAL SECRETARY to 
THE WAR OFFICE (Lord STANLey, 
The cases 
have been recon- 
sidered since the 18th March, and in- 
creased awards have been made. In 
addition, twenty-three pensioners will be 
awarded increase of pension by the 
next board of the Chelsea Commissioners, 
and 138 cases are in progress of examina- 
tion. The increase has, as a rule, been 
from the first of the current 
quarter. Pensions are not made generally 


of 281 pensioners 


| retrospective. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, | 


E.) : Is it in accordance with the rules 
of the House for one Member to put a 
question which stands in the name of 
another ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I was rising to ex- 
plain that the hon. Member for North 
Islington would not be in order in 
asking the question, but the Minister is 


in order in answering the question on | , 
soldier was the main support of his 


the Paper, although it is not asked, 


if he thinks it is in the interests of the | 


public, and I understood that that was 
the object of the Minister in rising. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: 
course, if it were in order, 
any number of questions. 


ALLOWANCES TO INVALIDED 
SOLDIERS. 


Mr. LEVY (Leicestershire, 
borough) : 


Lough- | 
I beg to ask the Secretary | 


Of | 


I could ask | 


| of 


COMPASSIONATE ALLOWANCES. 


Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.): I beg to 
ask the Financial Secretary to the War 
Office whether the Secretary of State 
for War received a petition last Decem- 
ber asking for an ex gratia allowance 
to be made to a poor woman of Blackpool, 
Cork, whose son, John Addis, was killed 
by the bursting of a gun at Cork Har- 
bour Fort in the summer of 1900; and 
whether, in view of the fact that. this 


mother, and was killed in the execution 
military duty, the authorities will 


'take her case into favourable considera- 
| tion. 


| 


Lorp STANLEY: The petition has 


been received. The regulations do not 
admit of any grant to the mother from 
public funds. 


of State for War whether he will state | 


in how many instances the pensions 


and allowances of soldiers invalided from | 


South Africa 
since 18th 


have 


been reconsidered | except to do that. 
March, with the view of| matter to the Patriotic Fund Com- 
increasing such pensions and _allow- | missioners, 


Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.): Can- 
not something be done for the woman 
out of the Patriotic Fund ? 


Lorp STANLEY: Representations 
can be made, but we have no power 
I will refer the 
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ARMY ORGANISATION—GOVERNMENT | Mr. HELME: Does not the right 
SCHEME—LEGISLATION. |hon. Gentleman think it would be an 
Captain NORTON (Newington, W.):| advantage, and develop the interest 
[ beg to ask the Secretary of State for! taken in the Volunteer movement. if— 
War if he can state whether any portion 
of the proposed Army reform scheme| *Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! 
requires legislation. 
LONDON IRISH VOLUNTEERS AND THE 


Mr. BRODRICK: A short Bill may KING’S DECLARATION. 
be required in connection with the} Mr. NANNETTI (Dublin, College 
Yeomanry. Green): I beg to ask the Secretary of 





| State for the Home Department whether 
RECRUITING—PHYSICAL STANDARDS, | bis attention has been drawn to the case 
| of Roberts v. O'Sullivan, recently tried 
Mr. YERBURGH (Chester): I beg at Bow Street before Sir Frederick 
to ask the Secretary of State for War} Lushington, in which the defendant, a 
whether he can. state the minimum | private in the London Irish Volunteers, 
standard of height v. chest measure- who resigned his membership ot the 
ment at the present time, and how corps because of the King’s Declaration 
many specials there are among the 'that the Roman Catholic religion is 
16,000 men recruited in the first four jdolatrous, was fined £1 15s., the maxi- 
months of this year. ‘mum, for non-efficiency, and £1, the 
il ia oa : _ . maximum, for surrendering his rifle in 
Lorp STANLEY : The various mini-| an jmproper condition, and costs; and 
mum standards are laid down in the seeing that the claim originally made 
Recruiting Regulations, pages 51 to 54; wag only for 10s., and that though the 
those for the Infantry are Sift. 3in. | yguyal fine for surrendering a rifle unfit 
and 33 in. respectively. From the Ist | for immediate service is only 1s. or 2s. 6d., 
January to the 27th April, 17,311) the maximum fine was imposed in this 
reruits were taken, of which 5,790 were | cage, will he inquire into the case with 
specials. ‘the view of having the fines imposed 
|reduced ; and can he state how many 
COLOURS FOR VOLUNTEER Corps. | Volunteers have resigned previously, 
Mr. HELME (Lancashire, Lancaster) : or what anne if any, each of them has 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for | had to pay. 
War whether, in view of the fact that,) *7He SECRETARY or STATE For 
lor the first time in the history of our | THe HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. Rir- 
country, Volunteers have rendered | cuir, Croydon): The defendant was 
active service at the front, His Majesty's !summoned for 35s. being the amount 
overnment are willing, in recognition | of the capitation grant which he had 
of such services, to so far modify para- | failed to earn by rendering himself 
graph 870 of the Volunteer Regulations | efficient, and for 20s. for damage to his 
ws to enable Volunteer corps who have | rifle through neglect to clean it after 
upplied contingents for the war inj use. The magistrate found that both 


q South Africa to receive and carry | sums were due, and I have no power to 
# standards or colours presented to them | review his decision. 


by local authorities or persons on their 


iti et Mr. NANNETTI: With a view of the 


great hardship of this particular case, 
Mr. BRODRICK: The Volunteer | and the feeling that the heavy penalty 
corps who supplied contingents were | was imposed simply because the Volun- 
nearly all rifle corps, and rifle corps of | teer resigned in consequence of the 
the Line do not carry colours. No | obnoxious oath, will the right hon. Gentle- 
leal authorities have ever been per-| man make further inquiry ? 
mitted to present troops with colours | 
which are to be carried on parade, and| *Mr. RITCHIE: I can make no further 
[do not think it would be advisable to | inquiry into the matter, with regard to 
| which I have no jurisdiction whatever. 














767 
VICTUALLING OF 
DEPARTMENTAL 

PORT. 

Mr. KEARLEY (Devonport) : I beg 
to ask the Secretary to the Admiralty 
whether the Departmental Committee 
appointed last year to inquire into the 
victualling of the Navy has presented | 
its Report ; if so, whether he can state 
their recommendations, and what. re- 
forms are likely to be introduced. 


Questions. 


THE NAVY— 
COMMITTEE’S RE- 


*THe SECRETARY to tHe ADMI- 
RALTY (Mr. ArNoup-Forster, Belfast, 
W.): The Committee has presented its 
Report. The evidence and recommenda- 
tions will require careful consideration, 
and I am not yet able to make any state- 
ment as to what action may be taken by 
the Admiralty as a result of the Com- 
mittee’s investigations. 


WEST INDIA DOCK NAVAL STORES— 


PACKERS’ WAGES. 

CaPpTAIN NORTON : I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Admiralty whether he 
is aware that some men are now employed 
at the West India Dock Naval Stores 
packing at a weekly wage of 21s., others 
doing similar work at 20s. ; and whether, 
seeing that this arrangement gives 
to dissatisfaction, he will take steps to) 

raise the wages of the latter. 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: The wages 

of twenty of the more experienced men 
engaged in packing electrical instru- 
ments and other articles calling for 
special care in handling were recently 
raised from 20s. to 21s. The fact that 
the wages of some of the more competent 
men have been increased does not in 
itself seem sufficient reason for raising 
the wages of the remainder. 
the hon. Member that the question of 
the position of the remaining men shall 
not be lost sight of. 


CHINA—REPORTED FIRING BY 
GERMAN TROOPS ON A BRITISH BOAT. | 

Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: I beg) 
to ask the Under Secretary of State | 


for Foreign Affairs if he is aware that | 


a few days ago, at Tientsin, a tug- 
boat, the ‘‘ Ewo,” flying the British flag, 
was fired upon by German troops, and 
that two of the crew were wounded, and | 


the others imprisoned and flogged by the | 
| 


{COMMONS} 


] ean assure | 
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'German authorities ; and whether His 
Majesty's Government have taken any, 
and, if so, what action in this matter. 


Questions. 


*THE UNDER SECRETARY or 
STATE For FOREIGN AFFAIRS 
(Viscount CRANBORNE, Rochester): The 
British Consul General at Tientsin has 
reported that on the 4th instant a tug 
and lighter flying the British flag 
collided with a German pontoon bridge, 
and that German soldiers fired on the 
tug, wounding two Chinese, and subse- 
quently boarded the lighter and took 
the crew on shore to the barracks. The 
| matter was represented by the British 
general commanding at Tientsin to the 
German general. and the latter replied 
expressing regret for what had happened 
and promising to take measures to pre- 
vent similar violence in future. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND : Is there 
any foundation for the statement that 
some of the crew of this boat were flogged 
in a German prison ! 


*ViscounT CRANBORNE: | I shall 
have an opportunity of saying a word 
_ or two on this later on. 


rise | 


'CHINA AND THE POWERS—PRESENT 
POSITION. 

Mr. JOSEPH WALTON (Yorkshire, 
| W.R., Barnsley) : I beg to ask the Under 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
whether he can give the House any 
|information as to our position and that 
of the other Powers in China, and as to 
the progress of the negotiations with the 
Government of that country and with 
the Russian Government. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: Will 
ithe noble Lord at the same time state 


| whether there is any foundation for the 


statement referred to in my question 
that some of the crew of a tugboat flying 


' the British flag were flogged in a German 


‘prison, and, if so, whether any com- 
pensation will i asked for from the 
German Government. 


*ViscountT CRANBORNE: I am 
afraid that the answer to the question of 
the hon. Member for Barnsley is of so 
wide a character that I must ask the in- 
dulgence of the House in giving such a 
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r His reply as may, I hope, be considered 
: any adequate. The question really relates 
ep. ci: to the whole situation in China. There 
is not much that I have to communicate, 
OF but I am aware that the House is anxious 
AIRS for information. The question which 
- The has most interested the Government 
n has recently in the negotiations with China 
a tug is the matter of the indemnities ; and 
flag upon that, as the House is aware, a long 
ridge, time back I had the honour of informing 
n the it that, in our view, it was very im- 
subse- portant to bear in mind, in fixing the 
took amount of the indemnities and the 
The method of paying them, that we should 
ritish not injure in any way the commercial 
o the interestsof this country. Our endeavour, 
eplied therefore, was as far as possible to mode- 
pened rate the demands for indemnities, 
) pre- and that they should not in any way 
infringe upon the commercial interests 
of Great Britain, and with that view we 
these have been opposed to raising the Chinese 
that tariff as has been suggested to the 
eed figure of 10 per cent. in order to 
is provide the necessary security. On 
the contrary, we have, on behalf of 
shall His Majesty's Government, declined to 
wid accede to any such suggestion, and have | 
wor ae 
signified that we should only be ready, 
on behalf of Great Britain, to consent to 
_— the raising of the tariff to that figure 
Bie upon the commercial improvement of 
the Chinese fiscal system, such as the 
hire, abolition of the likin and other matters 
‘nder which I do not propose to trouble the 
fairs House with. But I would ask the House 
any to recollect that in moderating the 
that demands for the indemnities there are | 
as to more ways than one of achieving that 
h the object, and that the method in which the 
with payment is made has a great deal to do | 
with the burdens of its incidence on 
al the Chinese. That brings me to a ques- 
Will tion of some little interest, namely, the 
tate proposal which has been made that the 
r the indemnities should be defrayed by means | 
stion of a loan, which should be guaranteed | 
ying by what I may call the concert of the | 
a Powers. Undoubtedly the obligation 
week under which the Chinese Government 
the rests to pay an indemnityis a joint obliga- 
tion, and if it were necessary to use force, 
which I hope may never be the case, the | 
am force which would have to be employed , 
n of would be the joint force of the Powers. 
f so But the objections to a joint guarantee | 
Ags? are so obvious that His Majesty’s Govern- 
h a ment will have nothing to do with it. It 
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is quite clear, considering that our 
interest and credit stand higher than 
those of any other Power, and that the 
sum of money which we claim to receive 
as an indemnity is a very small portion 
of the whole, that we should have been 
nothing short of insane if we had agreed 
to a joint guarantee for the loan. I do 
not know that there is anything else 
which will interest the House, except 
perhaps a word about the punishments. 
With regard to the punishment of the 
high-placed delinquents who were re- 
sponsible for the murder of various 
Europeans in the attack upon the lega- 
tions, six have been killed, three have 
been banished, and two have been de- 
prived of their posthumous honours. 


Mr. JAMES LOWTHER (Kent, Isle 
of Thanet): Killed by whom ? 


*Viscount CRANBORNE: Three 
have been executed and three have been 
permitted to commit suicide. As_ re- 
gards the provincial criminals, a demand 
has been made for the punishment of a 
certain number of individuals; and, 
considering the awful character of the 
murders which have been committed, | 
do not think that the demand can be 
considered excessive. Various degrees 
of punishment have been demanded for 
107 individuals. That has been a joint 
demand, with the exception of the 
Government of Russia, who have not 
joined in it. On the whole, we may say 
that matters in China are entering upon 
a more pacific phase, and we hope that 
before long there may be an opportunity 
of withdrawing a large portion of our 
force. That, of course, must depend 
upon how far the Chinese Government 
go in fulfilling the minimum demands 
of the Powers which have been made ; 
but already over 3,000 troops are under 
orders to evacuate China, and we hope 
that before many months have elapsed 
they will be increased by a still larger 


body. 
Str JOHN BRUNNER (Cheshi re 


Northwich): That is, our troops ? 


*Viscount CRANBORNE: Yes. I 
| do not know that there is anything else 

except the question of the hon. Member 
for East Clare. I have already informed 
‘him that it isa fact that this gunboat was 
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fired on by the German guard, and that | 
the German general has expressed his 
regret and has informed the British 


general that no such violence should | 


again occur. The hon. Member asked 
me whether something beyond the 
shooting took place, and I believe 1 am 
accurate in saying that there was other 
violence as well. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: Flog- 
ging ? 

*ViscountT CRANBORNE: I do not 
remember that. There was _ other 


violence as well, but of course that comes 
in the general question. [Nationalist 
laughter.} I do not understand the 
reason for that laughter. 


Mr. FLYNN: 


humour. 


You have no sense of 


* VISCOUNT CRANBORNE : The 


German general has signified that similar | 
and | 
I should have thought hon. Members | 


violence will not occur again, 


would be satisfied with that assurance. 


Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): Was the 
British Government satisfied with that 
assurance ? 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND : I wish 
to know whether it is a fact that a certain 


number of Chinese sailors, sailing under | 


the British flag, were flogged in a German 
prison, and, if so, whether the German 
authorities will be asked for any com- 
pensation. 


*ViscounTt CRANBORNE: I have no 
information regarding the hon. Member’s 
statement in the supplementary question. 
As to whether any compensation is to be 
claimed, that is, of course, 
the aggrieved parties to decide. 
inquiring into that very point at this 
moment. There is another matter with 
respect to Tientsin which the House will 
probably like to hear about. There was | 
a question on the Paper addressed to me 
in the name of the hon. Member for East 
Bristol, and, in reply to that, I have to 
say that the Russian Government, on_ 
20th March, proposed that all questions | 
of title and proprietary rights which had | 
arisen out of the Tientsin incident should | 
be reserved for examination by the two! 


{COMMONS} 


| Department whether 
| been directed to the case of a man named 


a matter for | 
We are | 
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| Governments, and that, meanwhile, the 
| troops on both sides should be w ithdrawn 
|from the disputed point. To this pro- 
posal His Majesty’s Government assented, 
and the troops were withdrawn accord- 
ingly. On the 18th instant, however, 
certain notice boards and boundary 
| stones implying possession were reported 
/to us as having been erected by the 
| Russian authorities upon the ground 
claimed by the Chinese Railway adminis- 
tration. We have no reason to believe 
that this has been done with the know- 
ledge of the Russian Government ; and 
the House is aware that it not infre- 
quently happens that things are done in 
China by Russian authorities which, we 
have every reason to believe, are against 
the wishes of the Russian Government. 


'The matter has at once been brought 


under the notice of the Russian Govern- 
ment, and we are waiting their reply. 
Hitherto the examination of these ques- 
tions has been deferred until the pressure 
of more important negotiations upon the 
time of our representatives should become 
relaxed ; but the settlement will require 
investigation on the spot into any evi- 
dence, documentary or otherwise, which 
may be forthcoming. Into this we hope 
soon to enter. I have said all I have to 
say on the Chinese question, and I hope 
it will be sufficient for the House at 


| the present moment. 


CROYDON BRAWLING CASE. 
Mr. TULLY (Leitrim, 8.) : 1 beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for the Home 
his attention has 


Catterall, who was charged at Croydon 
on Saturday with brawling, and whether, 
as the defendant admitted the charge, 
and the majority of the magistrates 
dismissed the case, he will follow the 
Irish precedent, and direct the Public 
Prosecutor to send a Bill to the grand 
jury against Catterall. 


*Mr. RITCHIE: I have seen a report 
of the case, but it appears not to be one 
in which I can interfere with the juris- 
diction of the magistrates. 
MANNING OF THE MERCANTILE 
MARINE. 
Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: I beg 
to ask the President of the Board of Trade 
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whether the Board of Trade have laid; his answer in which he deals with my 
down any regulations defining what | question asking whether any regulation 
constitutes the proper manning of ships, | of the Board ot Trade defines what con- 
and whether there is any means at | stitutes proper manning. 


present of preventing ships going to sea latin Ah 
without having amongst the crew a due Mr. GERALD BALI OUR: The hon. 
Member is now asking what the regula- 


proportion of proved A.B.’s. : ; : 
tions are. I understood his question on 


THE PRESIDENT or tHE BOARD | the Paper to be as to whether any regula- 
or TRADE (Mr. Geratp Baxrovur,| tions are laid down, and I have no 
Leeds, Central): In order to secure the objection to repeating the answer | oi 
eficient manning of emigrant ships, | tO 1t. (The right hon. Gentleman then 
steam and sailing, the Board of Trade | gain read his answer.) 
have laid down specific regulations and) fp WILLIAM REDMOND: With 
scales for the guidance of their officers. | reat respect, may I ask the right hon. 
: ith — to other vessels ssn gate Gentleman if he cannot give me a more 
ave also been issued to secure such | definite or distinct answer to that portion 
manning as will provide for an effective of my question in which I inquire 
_ and for the >-ipuasogess of any | whether any of the regulations which 
re er-manned ship. There 1s no PO | the Board of Trade have laid down define 
age — ve “8 ee what proper manning is! | am aware 
Act or 1n the regulations issued under 1 7 pa 5 $ 

; g re i egulatic secure 

which requires the detention of a ship sence hee ielles ds, 4p-sunone ag ening 
| 1 whe : f tl proper manning, but I want to know is 
oo oy — proportion of the | there any specific regulation which he 
crew are proved A.B.’s. can refer me to which defines what 


proper manning means ? 








Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: May I 
ask the right hon. Gentleman whether| Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: If the 
he will be kind enough to answer that | hon. Member desires to know exactly 
portion of my question in which I|| what the regulations are he had better 
inquire whether the Board of Trade have | put down a further question, but 
laid down any regulations defining what | whether I shall be able to answer it 
constitutes proper manning ? within the limits of a reply I cannot 
say. 

Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: Perhaps 
if I direct a letter to the right hon. 

Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: No, | Gentleman on this subject he could 
Sir; with great respect you have not. I answer it more fully ? 


again ask whether the Board of Trade Mr. GERALD BALFOUR : Of course. 


consider that the shipping of men who 
are not proved A.B.’s constitutes under- 
manning ? 





Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I have 


answered that question. 


BUTTER ADULTERATION. 
Mr. O'SHAUGHNESSY (Limerick, 
*Mr. SPEAKER: Order order! The| W.): I beg to ask the President of the 
hon. Member has complained that the| Board of Agriculture whether his atten- 
question on the Paper has not been | tion has been called to the fact that new 
answered, but he is now putting a ques-| milk heavily charged with boracic acid 
tion which is not onthe Paper. It he| or water is forced by means of a spiral 
wants further information he had better | machine into butter, which increases 
put the question down in the ordinary | its weight and bulk ; and what steps he 
way. will take, by legislation or otherwise, to. 
prevent such adulterations of butter in 
Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: I have/ the interests of the public. 
no doubt that if the right hon. Gentle- 
man says he did answer my question I| *THe PRESIDENT or tHe BOARD oF 
did not catch his reply. Perhaps he will| AGRICULTURE (Mr. Hansury, Pres- 
kind enough to repeat that portion of | ton): The facts as stated in the question 
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are,I believe, correct. At Longton, on 
the day following the Bath decision, 
a conviction was obtained against the 
same firm ; and I understand that it is 
to be appealed against. Other prosecu- 
tions are being held over until thedecision 
on appeal has been given. The settlement 
of a butter standard, to which I referred 
in answer to another question of the hon. 


{COMMONS} 





Questions. 


| THe PRESIDENT or THE LOCAL 
|'GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. Watrter 
| Lone, Bristol, 8.): I have not received 
/any representations on this subject, and 
}am therefore not in a position to say 
| whether the case is one in which I am 
‘empowered to take action. If any 
/representations are made the matter 
will receive my consideration. 


-Member, will itself, 1 hope, go far to) 


prevent such questions arising. 


Mr. FLYNN: Is it not the fact that | 


boracic acid, in addition to being an 
adulterant, is most dangerous to health ? 


*Mr. HANBURY: I should not like 


to answer that without notice. 


Mr. O'SHAUGHNESSY : Is the right 
hon. Gentleman aware that in France 
the authorities refuse to allow the use 
of it ? 

*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! That 


does not arise out of the question. 


Mr. O'SHAUGHNESSY: I beg to 
ask the President of the Board of Agri- 
culture whether he can state when he 


proposes to appoint a Committee to | 


inquire into the question of the quantity 
of water to be legally allowable in butter ; 
what will be the nature of the Committee ; 
what will be the character of the evidence 
submitted to it, and where will the 
inquiry be held. 


*Mr. HANBURY: The Committee will | 


be appointed as soon as we have collected 
sufficient expert evidence and analytical 
facts to lay before it. The Committee 
will be of the same character as that to 
which the question of a milk standard 
was submitted. We are in 


the constitution of it. 


STEPNEY AND POPLAR MAIN ROADS. 


Mr. HARRY SAMUEL (Tower Ham- | 


lets, Limehouse): I beg to ask the 


President of the Local Government Board | 
whether the London County Council 
has repudiated its liability to provide for 
the maintenance of the main roads in the 
boroughs of Stepney and Poplar ; and, 
if so, what steps the Board proposes to 
take in the matter. 


| SUNDAY CLOSING OF PUBLIC-HOUSES 
IN SCOTLAND. 

Sirk JOHN LENG (Dundee): I beg 
to ask the Lord Advocate whether he 
has noted the statement of His Majesty's 
|Inspector of Constabulary for Scotland 
‘in his annual report, that the extension 
‘of the Public-Houses, Hours of Closing 
(Scotland) Act of 1887 to all places 
‘would conduce to greater peace and 
order, and enable the police to give more 
undivided and earlier attention to night 
‘patrolling and watching ; and whether 
‘he is prepared to take any step to give 
| effect to that extension. 
| 
| *THeE LORD ADVOCATE (Mr. A. 
GRAHAM Murray, Buteshire): Yes, Sir, 
the recommendation quoted by the hon. 
Member stands tenth among twelve 
suggestions which the Inspector of 
Constabulary puts forward in his annual 
report. It will be considered on its 
merits along with the other eleven, 
but no undertaking to propose legislation 
can be given at present. 


CONTINUATION CLASSES IN 
SCOTLAND. 
Dr. FARQU HARSON (Aberdeenshire, 
W.): I beg to ask the Lord Advocate 


| whether he can give any information as to 


the relation of the authorities managing 


continuation classes to county technical 


cation with the Lrish Depart sree Poysseeorvegss 
msi, epartment’ as 60 | is in part applicable to the same purposes 


‘and which have in fact been so applying 


committees whose grant 


it, but who do not know whether it is 
expected or allowed to subsidise or to 
assume any responsibility with regard 
to continuation classes in future. 


*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: The 
Scotch Education Department will be 
glad to give any information in their 
power in regard to any question raised 


by the technical committees of county 


councils with reference to continuation 
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TIT Questions. {21 M 


classes. 
is any change in their relation to these 





classes consequent on the new Code; | 


but any attempt to discuss the powers of 
these committees in this matter in an 
answer to a question would certainly 
give rise to misapprehension. 


MISDIRECTED TELEGRAMS. 


Mr. M‘KENNA (Monmouthshire, N.) : | 
I beg to ask the Secretary tothe Treasury, | 


as representing the Postmaster General, 
whether, in the case of a telegram having 
been misdirected, there is any rule which 
prohibits the postmaster at the office 
at which the telegram has been received 
from informing the person for whom 
it is intended of the fact of its having 
been received; whether his attention 
has been called to the inconvenience 
which was recently caused at Grosmont 
by the alleged existence of such a rule ; 


a : 
and whether, if such a rule exists, he 


can see his way to recommending that 
greater latitude should be allowed to 
postmasters to permit of their divulging 
in such cases the fact that a telegram 
has been received, though not its con- 
tents. 


Tue FINANCIAL 
tHE TREASURY (Mr. 
BERLAIN, Worcestershire, 


CHAM- 
The 


AUSTEN 
E.): 


circumstances under which telegrams | 


are misdirected vary so greatly that 
the Postmaster General would prefer 
not to answer upon a hypothetical case. 
It is of course of great importance in 
the interests of the public that informa- 
tion respecting telegrams should not be 
divulged. Postmasters are, however, 
called upon to exercise a reasonable 
discretion. The Postmaster General has 
made inquiry in the case of Grosmont, a 
village in Herefordshire. The telegrams 


were simply addressed to the name of the | 
village, and it was not at first known | 


for whom they were intended. It even- 
tually appeared that there had been a 
misapprehension on the part of the 


SECRETARY To | 
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They are not aware that there | on how many occasions during the last 


| harvest members of the constabulary 
force at Kenmare, county Kerry, were 
employed in saving the hay on the private 
_grounds of the local district inspector ; 
whether the performance of such work 
for the district inspector is part of the 
| duties of the constabulary and is sane- 
| tioned by the Irish Government ; and will 
he cause a full inquiry to be instituted. 


THe CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
' LAND (Mr. WynpuaM, Dover): On 
two occasions last year a couple of con- 
| stables stationed at Kenmare voluntarily 
assisted the district inspector in the 
manner referred to. There is nothing 
in the regulations prohibiting members 
of the force from employing their spare 
time in this manner. 


CAVAN OLD GAOL. 

Mr. M'GOVERN (Cavan, W.): I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
aware that the building which was for- 
merly used as a gaol for county Cavan 
was built by the Grand Jury of Cavan 
/out of the rates of the county, and that 

it cost over £20,000 to erect this gaol 
and the buildings connected with it ; 
that after it had ceased to be used as a 
gaol the County Council of the county 
of Cavan informed the General Prisons 
Board, Ireland, that it was prepared to 
take over this building or such portion 
of it as was not required for a Bridewell 
and utilise it for the benefit of the rate- 
payers at whose cost it was erected, 
and that the General Prisons Board 
since this application was made to them 
have handed over this building to the 
military authorities ; and will he state 
by what authority the General Prisons 
Board handed over the property of the 
ratepayers of county Cavan to the War 
Department without compensation, and 
will the Government pay the cost of the 
_construction of this building or hand it 
_ back to the county council. 


senders, the telegrams being intended | 


for a doctor at Grosmont. 


KENMARE CONSTABULARY AND 
HARVEST WORK. 

Mr. BOLAND (Kerry, 8.) : 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether he can state 


I beg to | 


| Mr. WYNDHAM: ~~ The building 

formerly used as a prison at Cavan was 
‘built by the Grand Jury out of county 
/rates, but at what cost I am unable to 
say. Section 31 of the Prisons Act of 
1878 authorises the Prisons Board, 
| within twelve months after the closing 








779 
of a prison, to allow it to be used for 
any public purpose, with the consent of 
the Treasury. Subject to this provision 
the prison was handed over to the mili- 
tary authorities in August last with all 
liability for rent and cost of maintenance. 
There is no power to award compensa- 
tion, as suggested. 


Questions. 


FISHERY LOANS IN IRELAND. 

Mr. POWER (Waterford, E.): I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland if he ean say 
when the amended rules for the adminis- 
tration of Loans under the Sea and Coast 
Fisheries Fund (Ireland) Act, 1884, will 
be printed. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The rules, I am 


informed, have been printed. 


Mr. POWER: They are not available 
at the office. 


{COMMONS} 
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tion; and will he make an order com. 
pelling the magistrates to give the use of 
the court house to the district council. 


Questions. 


THe ATTORNEY GENERAL for 
IRELAND (Mr. ATKINSON, London- 
derry, N.): With the permission of my 
right hon. friend, I will reply to this 











Mr. WYNDHAM: I will see that they 


are made accessible. 


KILMALLOCK PETTY SESSIONS HOUSE. | 

Mr. LUNDON (Limerick, E.): I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
aware that on 15th January, 1900, the 
clerk of petty sessions and custodian of 
the court house in Kilmallock, county 
Limerick, on behalf of the justices of the 
petty sessions house in Kilmallock, wrote 
to the clerk of the Kilmallock District 
Council saying that he could not allow 
the petty sessions house to be again used 
by the district council without the written 
permission of the justices usually pre- 
siding there; and that, in reply to the 
secretary of the Limerick County Council, 
on behalf of the said council, who, in a 
communication of 9th April, 1900, 
addressed the justices of the Kilmallock 
petty sessions district with a view to 
obtaining the use of the court house for 
quarterly meetings of the Kilmallock 
District Council, the magistrates in 
question, at their meeting on 4th May 
following, refused the use of the court 
house for holding their meetings to the 
district council; is he aware that the 
district council intend to hold no future 
meetings in the board room, which is 
insecure and does not afford accommoda- 











question. The facts are substantially 
as stated in the first paragraph. . The 
district council have no right whatever 
to the use of the petty sessions court 
house, nor have the Government any 
right or power to make the order sug- 
gested. 


LAND PURCHASE IN COUNTY 
LIMERICK. 

Mr. LUNDON: I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Treasury if he will say 
how much of the thirty millions of money 
to be expended on the purchase of lands 
in Ireland under the Land Purchase Act 
of 1891 was allocated to the county of 
Limerick, how much of that sum has 
been expended and how much remains 
over; and will he lay upon the Table of 
the House a statement of the various 
sums set apart for the different counties 
and how they now stand, and what dis- 
positions have up to this been made of 
those moneys. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: At the request of 
my hon. friend, I will reply to this ques- 
tion. The capital value of the share of 
county Limerick in the cash and con- 
tingent portions of the guarantee fund 
under the Act of 1891 represents a sum 
of £1,361,136. The total issues in the 
county to the Ist instant have been 
£510,000. A Return such as indicated in 
the question will be laid upon the Table. 


IRISH NATIONAL SCHOOL TEACHER'S 
SALARY. 

Mr. KENDAL O'BRIEN (Tipperary, 
Mid): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary 
to the Lord Lieutenant of Jreland whether 
he is aware that the teacher of the 
national school in District No. 46, whose 
roll number is 8,316, has not yet received 
salary for the quarter ended 31st March 
last, the reason of this detention of salary 
being that there are no out-offices at- 
tached to this school, and that, in com- 
munications to the National Board, the 
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manager of this school has expressed his | byelaw made by the Irish Fishery 


willingness to build these out-offices if he | Board 


could obtain a suitable site, but that the 
inspector of the district, on 13th Sep- 
tember last, examined the surroundings 
of the school without being able to point 
out a suitable and available site for these 
out-offices ; and will he say if there is a 
rule of the National Board prohibiting 
the teacher whose salary is withheld from 
building these out-offices himself. 


My. WYNDHAM: The Commis- 
sioners inform me that they cannot 
reconsider their decision in the case of 
this school until they receive an assurance 
that definite steps have been taken by 
the manager to provide out-offices. The 
inspector does not allude to the alleged 
dificulty of procuring a site in the 
report of his visit on the 13th September. 
The Commissioners cannot assent to any 
action that would give the teacher a 
proprietary interest in the — school 
premises. 


AGRARIAN OUTRAGES IN IRELAND. 
Mr. FLYNN: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether his attention has been 
called to the Return of the number of 
agrarian outrages in Ireland for the 
quarter ending 31st March last, showing 
that out of a total of 65, 37 are described 
as threatening notices; and if he can 
say whether the police make inquiry 
as to whether these alleged threatening 
letters should be described as genuine 
threats or the reverse. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: 
is finally recorded in these Returns until 
after the fullest possible investigation. 


Mr. FLYNN: Is the right hon. Gentle- 
man aware that in many of these cases 
the threatening letters are sent by the 
individuals themselves for obvious 
reasons ! 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! 


TRAWLING OFF 
LOUTH. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: I beg to ask Mr. 


STEAM COUNTY 


prohibiting steam trawling 
between points in county Dublin and 
county Louth on the ground that por- 
tions of the sea outside the territorial 


| jurisdiction of Her late Majesty were 


Yes, Sir; no ease 


embraced ; and, seeing that last week 
the King’s Bench upheld a conviction 
in county Waterford under an analogous 
bye-llaw embracing an extra territorial 
area, and held that the same was legally 


' made, whether the Irish Fishery Board 


will now be advised to re-enact the dis- 
allowed bye-law for the protection of 
the county Louth fishermen. 


Mr. ATKINSON: The Lord Chancellor, 
in announcing the advice the Committee 
of the Privy Council would give His 
Excellency in reference to the bye-law 
mentioned, did not state the grounds on 
which that advice was based. It is open to 
the Department of Agriculture, however, 
to submit a fresh bye-law if, upon con 
sideration of the facts and the law, they 
consider such a course advisable, having 
regard to the recent decision. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY : Will the right hon. 
Gentleman consider the expediency of 
dealing with the point in his present 
Bill on steam trawling ? 

Mr. ATKINSON: The decision in 
King’s Bench seems to cover it. 

BOYLE TOWN COMMISSION ERS—FAIRS 
AND MARKETS REGULATIONS. 
Mr. TULLY : 1 beg to ask Mr. Attorney 


General for Ireland whether he can 
explain why the Local Government 


Board have informed the Boyle Town 
Commissioners that they cannot make 
fair and market regulations for the 
prevention of obstruction of the streets 
and of the holding of pig fairs on other 
than the appointed days, the Boyle 
Town Commissioners being constituted 
under the Towns Improvement (Ireland) 
Act, 1854. 


Mr. ATKINSON: The only explana- 
tion is that that was the conclusion to 
which the Local Government Board 


came on the law and the facts, in the 


Attorney General for Ireland whether | 


he*is aware that last year the Irish 
Privy Council disallowed as illegal a 


, ease of the bye-laws submitted by them. 


REVALUATIONS IN IRELAND. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: I beg to ask Mr. 
Attorney General for Ireland whether 
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Article 37 (N) of Privy Council Order, | Room of the Registry of Deeds Office, 
30th January, 1899, was drawn to/ Dublin, he can explain why telegraph 
apply to general revaluations of property messengers have now been instructed 
under Sections 65 of the Local Govern-| not to deliver messages to searchers 
ment Act, 1898, and 34 of the Valuation | there ; and is it intended to also instruct 
Act, 1852, or only to annual revisions ; | such messengers not to deliver messages 
and is he aware that the wider construc- to barristers or solicitors personally at 
tion would enable a rate to be struck | the Four Courts. Dublin. 

before the appeals are heard, which in | 

cases of the general revaluation of a Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN - 
city must be numerous, whereas in the} The Postmaster General is unable to 
case of isolated revisions made annually | trace any such instructions as those 
appeals are always few. referred to. The hon. Member must, 
he thinks, have been misinformed. 


Mr. ATKINSON: The order was 
intended to apply, = the Valuation | GIBRALTAR DEFENCE WORKS. 
Office insists does apply, to a general re- | cs 3 
valuation. In the sand ene. it would, Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) : 
no doubt, have a wider scope than in I beg to ask the First Lord of the Trea 
the former, but the provisions for re- | S"'Y whether His Majesty's Govern- 
coupment prevent any difficulty or wo Rigo give a day after the i hit- 
hardship from arising and greatly facili- | ae holidays for discussion of the 
tates the making of that valuation. questions relating to the works and 

defences of Gibraltar ; and whether, in 
m : ; 'the meantime, they propose to suspend 
ee oe ‘the construction of ar of the eat 

Mr. GILHOOLY (Cork County, W.):| sanctioned on the western side of Gib- 
I beg to ask the Secretarytothe Treasury, | raltar. 
as representing the Postmaster General, | 
whether he is aware that the mail for; Tye FIRST LORD or tur TREA- 
Baltimore, which is carried from Cork | SURY (Mr. A. J. BaLrour, Manchester, 
to Skibbereen by the train leaving at|—.): I have to say that I imagine an 
11.50 (arriving at Skibbereen at 1.30), | oceasion may arise when this question 
is not delivered at Baltimore until next} may be discussed on the Naval Works 
morning, though the train by which) Loan Bill. I cannot answer the second 
the letters are brought proceeds immedi- | paragraph of the question or add any- 
ately to Baltimore, a distance of nine | thing to what I said yesterday in reply 
miles from Skibbereen; and whether,|t) an hon. Member ‘opposite. I then 
in view of the fact that the bulk of these | gtated that the House shall have the 
letters are from England and of im-) earliest information as to any change of 
portance to fish buyers, he will cause plan. : 
inquiry to be made, with a view to having | F , ee 
an immediate delivery of the letters} MR. EDMUND ROBERTSON (Dun- 
referred to. | dee): Can the right hon. Gentleman say 

| when the Nava! Works Loans Bill will 

Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : In- | be introduced 2 
quiry is being made on the subject | Dial d 
referred to by the hon. Member, and the Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: No; I cannot 
result will be communicated to him as | 8@Y- 
soon as possible. | 


| BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 
REGISTRY OF DEEDS OFFICE, DUBLIN | Mr. JAMES LOWTHER: I beg to 

—TELEGRAMS TO SEARCHERS. |ask the right hon. Gentleman what will 

Mr. T. M. HEALY: I beg to ask| be the besennees on Thursday ? 

the Secretary to the Treasury, as repre- | 
senting the Postmaster General, whether, | Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Supposing we 
seeing that until recently it has been |do not finish the debate on the Second 
the practice of the Post Office to deliver | Reading of the Finance Bill to-day, we 
telegrams to searchers in the Search | shall finish it on Thursday. But the first 
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Order of the day on Thursday will be, EDUCATION OF THE BLIND (SCOT- 

the motion for the adjournment for the | LAND). 

Whitsuntide holidays. On Friday I, Bill to amend the law in regard to the 

propose to put down first the Order Education of the Blind in Scotland ; 

for the Joint Committee on Queen | ordered to be brought in by Sir John 

Anne’s Bounty. It has been on the Stirling-Maxwell, Mr. Baird, Mr. Shaw- 

Paper for a long time, and it is extremely Stewart, Lord Balcarres, and Mr. Ten- 

inconvenient that it should hang fire | nant. 

any longer. The Civil List will be the | 

second Order, and the Demise of the) EDUCATION OF THE BLIND (SCOT- 

Crown Bill the third Order. There are LAND) BILL. 

also two Votes on the Army Estimates,“ To amend the Law in regard to the 

which, for financial reasons, it is very | Education of the Blind in Seotland,’” 

important that we should take. | presented, and read the first time ; to 
be read a second time upon Tuesday, 

Dr. FARQUHARSON: Which Votes 11th June, and to be printed. [Bill 200]. 


are to be taken 2? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Vote 10 and 
the Ordnance Vote. | FINANCE BILL. 
Order read, for resuming Adjourned 
Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford): Debate on Amendment proposed to. 
Does the right hon. Gentleman propose , Question [20th May], “ That the Bill be: 
tohave a morning sitting on Friday ? now read a second time ’’—- 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: No, Sir. | And which Amendment was— 
“To leave out from the word ‘That’ to 
Mr. JOHN REDMOND: What will the end of the question, in order to add the 


be the business after the Whitsuntide Words: ‘this House, while ready to make 
adequate provision for the naval and military 


holidays ? requirements of the Empire, is of opinion that 
'the Financial proposals of His Majesty’s. 
Mr. A. J. BALFOUR : Perhaps the Government ssscuiesinneilis both with sll 
hon. Gentleman will repeat that question | to taxation and debt, are calculated injuriously 
on Thursday. to affect industry and commerce, and do not, 
| exhibit that regard for economy which the 
_—— |alarming increase that has recently taken 
| place in the normal expenditure of the country 
NEW BILLS. imperatively demands,’ instead thereof.”—(Sar- 

| Henry Fowler.) 


EDUCATION (CONTINUATION SCHOOLS). Question again proposed, “ That the- 
Bill to enable School Boards to estab-| words proposed to be left out stand part. 
lish and maintain Schools of Science and of the Question.” 
Art, Science and Art Classes, and 
Evening Continuation Schools out of the Debate resumed. 
School Fund; ordered to be brought in | 
ly Sir John Brunner, Mr. John Burns,; *Str THOMAS WRIGHTSON (St. 
Mr. Channing, Mr. Ernest Gray, Mr.| Pancras, E.): Before discussing the: 
Alfred Hutton, and Dr. Macnamara. question of the coal duty, I have only a 
| word or two to say with reference to the 
EDUCATION (CONTINUATION SCHOOLS) | tax upon sugar. I notice that the 
BILL. /Chancellor of the Exchequer has been 
“ To enable School Boards to establish | careful to pay attention to the different 
and maintain Schools of Science and Art, | qualities of sugar, and has brought to. 
Science and Art Classes, and Evening | his aid a scientific instrument known 
Continuation Schools out of the School | as the polariscope, by means of which he- 
Fund;" presented, and read the first | is able to insure that the incidence of the 
time ; to be read a second time upon} duty upon this particular commodity 
Monday, 10th June, and to b> printed. | shall be just. We do not ask in the case. 
[Bill 199. ] of the coal tax to have scientific apparatus: 
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applied in order to detect the different 
qualities of coal, but we do ask that in 
the imposition of the duty the instru- 
ments of justice and common sense shall 
be applied. 

Coming to the coal duty, the dif- 
ferent qualities of coal ought to be and 
are, of course, thoroughly well-known, 
not only to coal-owners but to coal con- 
sumers, and I am sorry it is proposed to 
place a level 1s. per ton upon every class 
of coal, no matter from what district it 
comes. There appears to me in this to be 
a lack of consideration for the interests 
of colliery owners and the trade. The 
Chancellor of the Exchequer usually 
selects some prosperous trade upon 
which to levy taxation. He is quite 
entitled to do that, and I for one think 
the coal trade has been prosperous and 
ought to be taxed; but, at the same 
time, I hold that the incidence of the 
taxation, whatever form it may take, 
should be one which is guided by a proper 
appreciation of the principles of justice. 
Now the remarks I am about to make 
will chiefly refer to one district, which is 
harder hit than any other. I mean the 
district of Northumberland. The popu- 
larity of the coal tax is undoubted ; it is, 
I believe, growing in popularity, but that 
fact will not prevent me from expressing 
my opinion. The reason for the popu- 
larity is obvious. The householders of 
this country have been 
punished by the high prices they have 
had to pay for coal lately, and that is 
quite a sufficient reason for their present 
attitude. I was driving through my 
constituency the other day, and saw an 
advertisement announcing that for 5d. 
it was possible to buy 28 lbs. of coal. 
That works out at 33s. per ton. It isa 


monstrous price to pay for coal, especially | 


when it is remembered that coal at the 
pit’s mouth will not fetch one-third of 
that sum. Hence one cannot be sur- 
prised that the tax is popular, and appeals 
to those who have had to pay such high 
prices. But, after all, the feeling is some- 


what unjust, because it is not the 
coalowner who has reaped all the 
benefit of the heavy charges. The 


money has gone largely to the middle- 
men. I have over and over again 
put down the price of coal at the 
pit mouth, and added to it every con- 
ceivable charge for freight, etc., and yet 


Sir Thomas Wrightson. 
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I could not bring the total up to anything 
like 33s. per ton, or even 29s. There 
must, therefore, be a considerable 
amount added at some intermediate stage, 
If I might be allowed to suggest it, it is 
the coal ring in London which has bene- 
fited by these high prices, and yet the 
gentlemen who form this ring are not 
touched by the tax. However, the 
people with whom this tax is so popular 
are not aware of that fact. They simply 
blame the coal-owners generally, and 
when they hear that the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer is going to put a tax upon 
exported coal they are not aware of the 
fact that the coal which is exported is 
not the same class of coal as that 
which comes into London and which is 
used for household purposes. The coal 
produced in Northumberland is not 
household oal. It is not gas or cokeing 
coal. It is merely ordinary steam- 
producing coal which has not the smoke- 
less property of Welsh coal. In conse- 
quence of not possessing that property 
it has an extremely restricted market, 
and when I tell the House that 80 per 
cent. of the coal which Northumberland 
produces is exported—and I know that 
in some collieries 93 per cent. is exported 
—TI would urge that hon. Members should 
recognise that it is a most serious thing 
to put a tax of 1s. per ton upon it. The 
situation becomes still more grave when 
it is known that the only markets we 
‘now have left for that coal are the 
northern ports of Europe, where German 
coal comes into competition. 








It is the | 
fact that there is only a margin of 2d. or | 


3d. per ton between the Northumber- | 
land and the Westphalian coal, which | 
enables the English coalowners to get the | 
contracts, and if you are going to put | 


practically destroy that market for them. 
It will be found to be impossible to make 


1s. extra per ton upon their coal you will | 


St 


‘the foreigner pay the 1s., and I do not | 


/see how Northumberland can pay it. 
| Formerly Northumberland used to sup- 
‘ply coal to the Navy, but they lost 


that market when the Welsh coal § 
and smokeless § 


| coal was obtained from them. North- | 


| fields were developed, 


‘umberland has no chance against the 
/ smokeless coal, and so one by one our 
markets have disappeared. In the Far 
| East we have no chance at all. In India 


| the coalfields of Madras and Hyderabad 


erence 8. 
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have cut us out entirely, and we have no 
export there ; while if we go to the West 
Indies we find that we have been deprived 
of our original markets by America and 
Australia. Thus, there is nothing left 
to us but the northern ports of Europe, 
and there we are subjected to a keen 
and close competition with Germany. 
The German trade is not one that can be 
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of Germany exactly the reverse occurs, 
for directly the collieries there are 
worked at full time—which they are 
not just now—the cost will go down 
ls. 6d. per ton. It has always been my 
view that the profit made by the reduction 
of cost is ten times more valuable than 
that obtained by fluctuations in the 





spoken of with disrespect. At present 
it represents 138,000,000 tons’ per 
annum, while our own trade throughout 
the United Kingdom amounts to 
225,000,000 tons. The German coal- 
owners, therefore, are no mean antago- 


market, and we are giving that to the 
Germans. They are throwing up their 
hats with joy at this proposal, because 
they recognise that the export duty will 
curtail the quantity that we send out, 
and therefore increase our cost of pro- 
duction ; in fact, what is a loss in our 





nists in our trade. The increase of the 
German coal output is going on at a very | 
great speed, and I am informed that it | 
is at least five and a half million tons | 
annually. The Chancellor of the Ex- | 
chequer in his speech the other day | 
rather dismissed this question of German | 
competition and the difficulties attending | 
it by suggesting that the coalowners | 
should go to the North Eastern Railway | 
Company and ask them to reduce their | 
rates. I see some of the North Eastern | 
directors in the House at the present | 
moment, and I should like to know their | 
view of the suggestion. They have a 
monopoly in their district, and it is very | 
unlikely indeed, therefore, that they | 
would help us in this matter. The | 
Chancellor of the Exchequer also sug- | 
gested that we ought to put our coals on 
board vessels and send them to the south. 
But he forgot that our coal is not a 
household coal, and therefore that par- 
ticular remedy would not be efficacious. 
We do, of course, send some of our coal 
south, but it must be remembered that 
there are no large manufacturing 
centres near the southern ports, and 
therefore there is practically no market 
there for our coals. 

I now come to the effect which the 
tax will have in favour of the German 
coalowners. It is a well-known fact, not 
only in Northumberland but elsewhere, 
that the full working of the collieries 
produces the lowest cost ; for instance, 
we get the minimum cost when we are 
working eleven days in the fortnight. 
If we work ten days the cost goes up 
at least 6d. per ton; if we only work 
nine days it goes up a shilling; while 
for eight days the increase, as compared 
with full time, is ls. 6d. In the case 


| 
| 





case will be a profit to them, and this is 
quite independent of any advance in 
price they get from being able to charge 
the 1s. duty to their home consumers. 
It has been suggested that owners might 
send their coal to other markets by 
railway. But allow me to tell the 
House that in Northumberland half ot 
the colliery owners are absolutely inde- 
pendent of the railway company. Many 
of tbem have their own railways, and 
enormous sums of money have been 
expended in constructing lines and 
shipping stages. Is all this outlay of 
capital to be thrust on one side on 
account of a capricious change of the 
nature proposed by the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer? I hope the House will see 
that it is a most unreasonable proposal, 
and that it would have been, at all events, 
less unsound to have put a tax upon some 
imported goods that we ourselves manu- 
facture. I am not a Protectionist, but 
I say that this duty breaks through one 
of the great canons of Free Trade, and, 
if you once do that, there is nothing to 
prevent the creation of tariffs which will, 
no doubt, bring revenue to the country, 
although they may at the same time 
increase the cost to those who buy the 
articles in this country. 

I wish to allude to a Return of 
statistics relating to coal mining, moved 
for by the President of the Board of 
Trade, and published last Saturday. 
I think it shows most conclusively 
that the contention that the coal trade 
is as a rule a poor trade, and only good 
in times of inflation, is fully borne out. 
I do not intend to trouble the House 
with many figures, but those figures 
are given in such a form that it is 
easy for the House to follow them. I 
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will ask them to look at the table on | statements show that the amount of the 
page 4, which gives the average quantity | earnings in coal mining over a term of 
of coal raised per annum _ between | years are very small, and when such a 
1890 and 1899 as 191 million tons. | tax as this is to be imposed all these 
The average price per ton at the pit| matters ought to be thoroughly con- 
mouth during the same period was| sidered. The coal owners are glad to 
6s. 10°3d., and that amount is divided | admit that they have had a good year, 
under the heads of, first, wages to| and if the Chaneellor of the Exchequer 
miners, and, second, expenses other than | will devise an equitable plan of making 
wages including coal owners’ profits. The | a charge upon what they have earned 
computed amount under the latter head|they will not grumble, but they do 
is 194 million pounds sterling, which| grumble at the selection of particular 
means that after the wages are paid | districtsfor punishment. I was asked the 
there is just 2s. per ton left for paying} other day to present to the Chancellor 
the other expenses and for profits, ifthere | of the Exchequer a resolution which had 
areany. A great many things have to be| been passed by the Mining Institute of 
paid out of this. We have school board | Great Britain, asking that a small charge 
rates and taxes, mineral rents, materials, | should be put upon all coal raised at the 
and way leave charges, damage | pit to cover the full amount he expected 
to land, and other things which have} to raise from the export duty, and the 
to be compressed into that 2s. In | reply I received from the right hon. 
Northumberland and Durham materials | Gentleman I do not consider was entirely 
alone cost 8d. to 10d. per ton: rents, | discouraging. He pointed out that the 
5d. to 7d. per ton ; colliery consumption | proposal could not be entertainad until 
of coal, 34d. per ton; rates and taxes, | it was proved to be unanimous from all 
14d. per ton. These are all included in | localities. Itis, no doubt, difficult to 
the 2s.~per ton. I ask the Chancellor of | get absolute unanimity, and I hope the 
the Exchequer where are the large| right hon. Gentleman will not expeet 
profits left? There are no doubt some | it, for when coal owners not affected by 
coal owners who have made a profit all| this tax are asked to bear a portion of 
through those ten years, but many | this burden many of them will probably 
have lost. It only shows that this| be selfish, Any small view of the case 
question must be investigated before | such as that should have no consideration 
legislation of this kind is put forward. whatever in this House. Now that the 
I only give those figures from the | Chancellor of the Exchequer has made 
Home Office statistics to show that) uphis mind, I hope that this duty will 
the estimates upon which this tax is | not stop where it is, but that next year 
based are absolutely fallacious. Another | it will extend to the whole coal trade. 
way in which we can get at the profits| I urge the respectful request that there 
on coal is from a statement prepared by| should be a proper inquiry into this 
Mr. J. Bell Simpson (an eminent North-| question before legislation takes place, 
umbrian engineer) for the fourteen| so that there might be some kind of 
- years ending March, 1899. In that) equality and justice in the way the tax 
Return, taken from the Inland Revenue | is levied. The Chancellor of the Ex- 
Returns, he gives the total average |chequer has seemed to be rather obdu- 
gross profit at over £9,000,000 ; of that | rate on this matter. but at the same 
the royalties were £4,600,000. Sofaras}time we know that he can take as 
royalties are concerned, there is no} broad a view as anyone of these things; 
Return except 1899, when a Commission | and we believe that when the Bill 
was appointed which reported and | gets into Committee this question will 
gave the royalty rents for that year| have his consideration. I trust he will 
5:7d. per ton, and if we deduct the| then find some way out of the difficulty, 
amount of the royalties at this rate | .4d that he will bring forward proposals 
from the coalowners’ profits we find by which there shall be laid upon the 


that the royalty owners receive more : ; é 
than the coal fiche. The amount | C0! trade a tax which will not press with 


which is made by the coal owners runs | 80 much inequality and injustice upon 
out at 5:6d. perton. These different | particular districts of the country. 


Sir Thomas Wrightson. 
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SIR (Dumfries 


Burghs): I wish to state the grounds | 


upon which I intend to support the 
Amendment, especially as there has been 
a good deal of criticism which has arisen, 
I think, from misunderstanding. If the 
Amendment meant an approval of the 


policy which led to this war, I certainly | 


should not vote for it. If the Amend- 
ment was an attempt to prevent the 
legitimate discussion of the issues raised 
by the war, I should think it a most 
unworthy device, and should vote against 
it. I do not intend to enter upon the 
question, but my view with regard to 
the policy which led to the war is the 
same as it always has been. The Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer said the issue 
was whether Boer or Briton was to be 
supreme in South Africa. I believe it is 
a complete delusion to suppose that any 
such issue was at stake until the war 
itself raised it. Whether I am right or 
wrong in thinking that that policy is the 
greatest blunder this country has made 
during the last century and a quarter, 
since the loss of the American colonies, 


I am quite satisfied that there was no_ 


intention on the part of my right hon. 
friend the Member for East Wolverhamp- 


ton to exclude any legitimate discussion | 


which might arise in respect of that 
subject. To begin with, no one would 
be so foolish as to imagine that, whatever | 
differences may exist on this side of the 
House—which appear to excite so much 
mirth among hon. Gentlemen opposite— 
they are to be composed by cunningly 
constructed sentences. I hope those dif- 
ferences will not be of long duration, but 
this I will undertake to say—that when | 
they are brought to an end it will be by 
toleration, mutual respect, and above all, 
plain and explicit expression of opinion 
among the Gentlemen sitting together 
on this side of the House. 


I understand the real object of the 
Amendment to be to condemn the 
enormous growth of our normal ex- 
penditure, quite apart from that which | 
is due to the actual outlay on the war. | 
That is a most legitimate and useful | 
theme of discussion, and we ought not , 
to allow the plain fact of this enormous | 
growth to be concealed by reason of the | 
existence of a state of war. The rise in 
expenditure, we have been told, has been | 
30 per cent. or more during the past | 
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(six years; and the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer, be it noted, holds out no hope 
of a reduction. Throughout his speech 
he said nothing about any prospect of a 
reduction. He is too candid a financier ; 
he knows perfectly well that the proba- 
bility is not a reduction but an increase. 
He has warned us against it repeatedly ; 
he now sees it coming upon him. I do 
not doubt that some saving might be 
effected by close examination of details, 
such as, unfortunately, this House is not 
well able at present to make. I have 
often thought that if a strong Committee, 


' similar to that which used to be appointed 


every twenty years in regard to Indian 
finance, were appointed to consider the 
finance of this country, possibly some- 
thing might be done in the way of the 
reduction of expenditure, or the promo- 
tion of economy. Whether that be so 
or not, I am sure that small parings here 
and there will not affect the great volume 
of taxation in this country, and it would 
be a great pity if we deluded ourselves 
with the idea that any mere methods 
of investigation or inquiry could achieve 
the object we have in view. The great 
bulk is what we have to deal with, and 
the great bulk of the increase is in regard 
to the Army and the Navy. I am well 
aware that it pleases some hon. Gentle- 
men—I think they do it more out of 
heedlessness or party spirit than out of 
any belief that it is true—to be constantly 
suggesting that we—especially the miser- 
able individuals who hold my opinions 
about the war—are ‘‘ Little Englanders,”’ 
that we wish to restrict the power and the 
greatness of our country, and that we 
are prepared to give up in every direction 
British interests and the British Empire. 
I shall not condescend to answer any 
suggestions of that kind. I believe that 
all parties in the House really desire to 


/maintain the greatness of this country, 


and that they all recognise that it is 
impossible to do that without also main- 


‘taining the dependencies, the colonies, 


and what is generally called the Empire 
attaching to this country. What 
we differ about are the means and 
methods. I believe the methods which 
have been adopted for some time are 
calculated to diminish the British Em- 


| pire, to weaken it, and to expose it to 


great danger when the time of tria 
comes. That is all we differ about, and 
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my purpose now in referring to this} between Canada and the United States, 
military increase is merely in a few words | the 10,000 or 20,000 or more Regular 
to point out what I believe to be the true | troops which we have in that country 





reason that we have arrived at the/| 
financial situation in which we now find 
ourselves. The military increase has 
not been gradual or by slow steps. 
Within the last six years the military | 
expenditure has gone up _ from 
£18,500,000 to £30,000,000. Not only 
so, but for the year or two following 
1896 there was no appreciable increase 
at all: while in the year ending 31st! 
March, 1900, if I remember rightly, the 
expenditure stood at £20,500,000, and 
now it is almost £30,000,000. The 
increased expenditure, therefore, has 
been almost entirely within the last three 
or four years, and mainly within the 
last two years. That is quite remarkable. 
What are the reasons for the great in- 
crease during the last six years? The 
Chancellor of the Exchequer told us that 
there were four or five Great Powers 
now, whereas there was only one before, 
from whom we need apprehend any 
danger. Is that new within the last 
six years! There has been no Great 
Power which has come into existence 
within that period. The United States 
has taken a more prominent position of 
late, but apart from that no Great Power 
has taken up such a formidable position 
as would require this enormous military 
expenditure, any more than it was re- 
quired six years ago—or even ten, fifteen, 
or twenty years ago. The Chancellor | 
of the Exchequer in dealing with the 
reasons for this increased expenditure 
pointed to the extended frontier that we 
have to defend. He referred to India. 
Well, India is no new thing. The North- 
West frontier of India is no new thing ; 
we have had to provide for that for many 
years. India is a country with an enor- 
mous population of her own, and I am 
satisfied, although we must not neglect 
reasonable precautions, that one of the | 
best safeguards we can havefor India is to 
govern the people justlyand well, as I be- 
lieve we are trying to do, thereby securing 
their contentment and allegiance. Then 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer referred 
to Canada. That also is a very old story. | 
None of the recent increase of military | 
expenditure can be attributed to Canada, | 
and the right hon. Gentleman will not | 
suggest such a thing. If—which God | 
forbid—there should ever be a conflict | 
Sir Robert Reid. | 


would not make the smallest difference 
in the issue. That issue would depend, 
upon very different considerations. But 
I trust we may practically exclude such 
a calamity from the range of possibility. 
The only other frontier to which the 
right hon. Gentleman adverted was that. 
of Uganda. Uganda is inaccessible. [ 
feel that I am treading on delicate ground 
in saying anything about Uganda, but 
I may say I have never been in the least 
friendly to the original occupation of 
that territory. But whether that be a 
correct view or not, it is very difficult 
to think that any great portion of the 
increased military expenditure now pro- 
posed is required on account of Uganda. 
It is not the old condition of things to 
which the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
referred. It is not the old conditions 
which caused this great increase in the 
expenditure, but it is the new state of 
things created within the last five or six 
years, and especially within the last two 
years. It is the new spirit that is abroad 
throughout this country, which was 
sedulously fostered and cultivated by a 
quarrelsome and aggressive disposition. 
It was this spirit which nearly led us 
into a war with France, and which has 
unhappily ended in the most serious war 
we have been embarked upon for the 
last hundred years. That I believe to be 
the case. I do not say that hon. Gentle- 
men opposite desire to quarrel, but they 
use language of a provocative character. 
They decline arbitration, for example, as 
they did with the United States over 
Venezuela, although I am bound to say 
that Lord Salisbury nobly redeemed his 
original mistake. The Government and 
Gentlemen opposite carry on a policy of a 
provocative character. [Ministerial cries 
of “No, no.”] There is nothing un- 
parliamentary or offensive in that ex- 
pression, and I think hon. Gentlemen 
opposite will see that it is perfectly legiti- 
mate. 


THe CHANCELLOR or tue EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir M. Hicks Beach, 
Bristol, W.): It is a provocative expres- 
sion. 


Sir ROBERT REID: Then let me 
express my meaning by simply saying 
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that there has been a difference in the 
manner in which we have conducted 
our foreign relations within the last four 
or five years, and it has not been a 
change in the direction of a conciliatory 
or propitiatory demeanour. Another 
reason for this great expenditure is this: 
When this war is ended, as | trust it 
soon may be, it is almost certain that 
a situation will have been created full 
of new danger and full of a new military 
danger. That is almost certain to be 
the case. It is also necessary for the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer to provide 
for that danger. I deplore as much as 
any man this expenditure, and regret 
more the causes which have led 
to this expenditure ; and, unless there 
is a less aggressive attitude adopted 
towards other nations, | am afraid that 
this is not the last war you will enter 
upon, nor will this be the last increase 
in our military armaments for which 
we shall have to provide. If the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer was to analyse 
this question he would have to say that | 
the spirit which has been created abroad | 
in foreign countries is far less favourable 
to this country than it was, and they 
are more disposed to find fault and be 
embroiled with us. The right hon. | 
Gentleman also contemplates a great | 
increase of military expenditure arising | 





after the settlement of the war. [| 
regret this expenditure exceedingly. | 


I cannot see why great additional arma- | 
ments have become necessary by reason | 
of this war. It is not the old conditions 
with which the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer had to deal which are respon- 
sible for this increase of taxation and 
expenditure, but it is the new condi- 
tions, for which, I believe, the Govern- 
ment themselves are responsible ; and | 
this state of things will be still more 
aggravated unless the Government alter 
their methods and their tone. 


| 





THE PRESIDENT or THE BOARD oF | 
AGRICULTURE (Mr. Hansury, Pres- | 
ton): I sat here listening to this debate 
during the greater part of last evening, 
and up to the present moment this 
evening every speech I heard from the 
other side has confirmed me in the 
opinion that was so adequately expressed 
by the hon. Gentleman the Member for 
Waterford, that this Amendment and 
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the debate upon it is a farce and a sham. 
We have really had no criticism in this 
debate upon the Budget. The Chancellor 
of the Exchequer is introducing increased 
taxes and originating two new ones, 
and the right hon. Gentleman who 
initiated this discussion had nothing to 
say against the war, nothing to say 
against the expenditure for it, nothing 
whatever to say against the principle 
of borrowing for it; nothing to say 
against the income tax or the sugar 
duty, and very little against the coal 
duty. Practically every speech made 
last night, instead of dealing with the 
new taxation proposed by the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer, went back to the old 
subject of grants in aid of local taxation, 
which, after all, is not the question we 
are discussing. This is a subject which 
the right hon. Gentlemen themselves 
had an opportunity of dealing with from 
1892 to 1895, but they never touched 
it, and I venture to say that if they 
were in office to-morrow they would not 
touch it, because they would lose the 
support of all the agricultural Members 
who sit behind them if they did. I 
confess that I thought, however, that 
the hon. Member for Waterford was a 
little hard in other respects upon the 
right hon. Gentleman who introduced 
the Amendment. The right hon. Gen- 
tleman, whether he differs from his 
party or not, is always honest, frank, 
and straightforward, and that was the 
essential character of his speech last 
night, and of that portion of the Amend- 
ment for which I take it he is responsible. 
But that cannot be said of the preamble 
to the Amendment. I cannot conceive 
why any such platitude as that which 
forms the first part of this Amendment 
was introduced at all. It is not neces- 
sary for the right hon. Gentleman to 
proclaim to the House and to the country 
that he is prepared in a certain way to 
defend the Empire. The preamble must 
have been introduced on behalf of another 
section of the party in search of a charac- 
ter, of a section of the party who no 
doubt would like to catch the patriotic 
breeze now blowing, and yet do not wish 
to be committed by anything it says. 
For such the word “ adequate ” has been 
introduced into this Amendment, and 
this ‘fly in the amber” betrays its 
origin. I venture to say it has been 
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tion at all, or is it due to the sheer neces- 
sities of the nation? I hope that what- 
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introduced by no less a Member than 
the Leader of the Opposition. It is just 
one of some half a dozen words, which | ever we do in this discussion we shall stick 
mean nothing at all, that form part | to facts. Let us stick to the facts, and 
of the stock-in-trade of the embarrassed | not go wandering into dreamland, where 
politician, and is valuable because it has|I think we have been wandering too 
no fixed meaning. The lady in the|long. What is the actual position of 
circus ambles round on her monotonous | this country at the present moment } 
course until she finally lands in the! Great nations have not yet turned their 
arms of the clown, and the right hon. | swords into ploughshares. We are no 
Gentleman, after riding opposite policies longer the only workshop, the only 
abreast, has fallen into the hands of the | warehouse, and the only transport 
Daily News ; but the Daily News is far; managers in the world. The world 
from being in a comic mood, it is| shows no great desire to be our customers, 
in a very serious mood indeed. That | and our best customers are our colonies, 
paper, recently re-edited and renovated | Unlike twenty years ago, we live to-day 
to express the opinions of the united amid great nations armed to the teeth, 
Liberal party, declared that this was not and most of our trouble is in connection 
an honest Amendment, but that the with trade markets—those very things 
honest party Amendment was repre-| upon which our national life depends. 
sented by the notice given by the hon. | Trade is like Christianity itself. It may 
Member for South Molton— | mean “not peace but the sword.”” When 

“That this House is of opinion that if the | we are told that we are to trust to diplo- 
foreign policy of the country is conducted with | macy, then I say that we may reasonably 
skill and judgment our present large and ask ourselves the question, Are we to 





increasing armaments are quite unnecessary 
and the taxation which they involve perfectly 
unjustifiable.” 

I do not wish to intervene in these 
party squabbles, which apparently do 
not represent the feeling of the party 
opposite, although that is the feeling of 
the Daily News. Surely the country, 
upon an occasion like the present, has 
some right to have an expression of 
opinion from the other side upon a 
resolution of this kind. Upon a vote of 
want of confidence in the Government, 
surely the ordinary man and_ honest 
artisan has some right to have a full, 
straightforward, and candid expression 
of opinion on the question at issue from 
the Opposition. That is our defence, 
for we consider the condition of our 
Army and Navy are more important 
than any other subject. 

But this is not all. The hon. Gentle- 
man who spoke last dealt very largely with 
the question of the war, but that is not 
the question at issue to-day. The ques- 
tion of the policy of the war has been 
placed before the country, and the 
country has given a decided verdict upon 
the subject. What we have to discuss 
to-day is the question of the growth of 
our normal expenditure. That growth, 
no doubt, is very considerable, 
would it decrease if the party opposite 


| 


| to say that all our troubles were due to 


but | 


| Well, let us get away from theories of 


depend for our safety in the future on the 
benevolence of foreign nations, just as 
Cobden depended on the goodwill of 
those nations for the universal establish- 
ment of free trade? We compete in 
| peace, and, it may be, in war, with 
| nations with a very large and wide popu- 
‘lation. Surely it is our duty for that 
‘purpose to make the best use of every 
unit in our population, and this we aim 
to do by means of national education 
and perfecting the defences of the 
‘country. A very large proportion of this 
expenditure has been spent on educa- 
tion. Does anyone grudge that expendi- 
ture? Is it not likely that it is an ex- 
|penditure which has not reached its 
| limit, and which must increase if we are 
‘to do justice to our policy? Could 
there be any objects for the nation of 
/more pressing importance than educa- 
'tion and self-defence ? When we go to 
| the country speaking of this enormous 


| 
expenditure it would be well to add, for 
‘the benefit of the people to whom we 
speak, something with respect to the 
| purposes to which it is devoted. What 
| does self-defence mean now ? The hon. 


| Member for the Dumfries Burghs seemed 


the provocative spirit of our diplomacy. 


eame into power ? Is this a party ques- | that kind, and look at what are the sober 


Mr. Hanbury. 
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facts at the present moment. Even 
our territorial frontiers have increased. 
No doubt, as he said, they are the same 
as they were in India and Canada, but 
are they the same all over Africa? Are 
they the same in South Africa, in East 
Africa, and in Egypt? Even in West 
Africa twenty years ago very little con- 
sideration was given to our colonists 
there. Our interests in West Africa 
have very largely indeed developed, and 
so have our interests in other countries 
where we have colonies, and where 
we have land frontiers which we 
are bound to protect. But there is 
another consideration. It is not merely 
that we have larger frontiers, but there 
were times when we did not take the 
trouble to protect those frontiers as we 
should have done. The country has 
woke up to the necessity of self-defence. 
It realises that it cannot any longer 
go on in the happy-go-lucky system to 
which it trusted twenty years ago. It 
isa fact, therefore, that we have not only 
got larger frontiers to protect, but the 
country has determined, as it never did 
twenty or thirty years ago, that these 
frontiers shall be adequately protected. 
Should we grudge this money spent on 
self-defence—we who are still the most 
lightly taxed nation in the world ? 
Though our expenditure has grown 
great as it is, it has grown to nothing 
like the same extent as that of foreign 
nations. Between 1826 and 1869 our 
taxation has increased only 20 per cent. ; 
that of France has increased 78 per cent. ; 
and that of Prussia 70 per cent. Even 
on the top of this enormous increase 
of expenditure France has increased 
its expenditure from £84,000,000 to 
£141,000,000 between 1870 and 1897. 
Germany has doubled its expenditure ; 
and Austria has nearly doubled its expen- 
diture. The expenditure of Russia 
has advanced from £74,000,000 to 
£150,000,000 ; and Italy has increased 
trom £44,000,000 to £70,000,000. Our 
National Debt is only £15 18s. 7d. per 
head, while that of Italy is £16 17s., and 
that of France is no less than £28 Qs. 


_ The right hon. Gentleman introduced 
in his Amendment a phrase about which 
[hoped he would have something to say 
in his speech, and that was the phrase 
with regard to economy. I am 
oe of those who have always advocated 
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(economy in this House, and I think that 
‘the worst things ever done, perhaps, 
‘for the real cause of economy were those 
‘violent retrenchments of expenditure 
| which took place under Mr. Gladstone’s 
/Governments. I believe they have been 
| utterly discredited. What I believe to be 
/mmore true economy is looking that for 
/every £1 and every £100 spent you have 
| proper regard for efficiency. What the 
| people of this country want at the present 
/moment is a strong Army and Navy, 
and what they do insist upon is the 
‘getting of full value for their money. 
That is really the subject we have to 
face. We are told that even in our 
English methods of procedure in trade 
| we are not so businesslike as we might 
_be. We are reading constantly in the 
papers, in the reports of consuls, that 


_ English manufacturers fall behind their 


foreign competitors in their business 
‘methods. I am afraid that what is true 
of the private business of the nation may 
also, to a great extent, be true of the 
public service. Although I wish that the 
discussions on the Estimates in this House 
were more calculated to reduce our ex- 
penditure than they are, I am afraid, as a 
matter of fact, the interest this House 


‘takes in the Estimates when they are 


discussed it is not of such a nature as to 
bring about any great reduction. On 
the contrary, the discussions which take 


place, as a rule, are in the direction of 


increasing expenditure, and I am afraid 


-even that guardian the Treasury, which 


is said to keep so close a watch on our 
expenditure, does not provide the ade- 
quate control it ought to do over that 
expenditure. The Treasury, under the 


‘present system, undoubtedly has the 
_power to prevent any great increase 


of expenditure, but it has not the know- 
ledge to go into all the details of every 
Department, and it has not the power 
if a Department is exceeding its own 
expenditure to cut that expenditure 
down. Therefore I believe if this ex- 
penditure goes on increasing as it has 
done we shall undoubtedly have to get 
a more effective control than at present 
over the details of that expenditure. But, 
after all, it is not only the expenditure of 
money ; it is the way in which we use 
our men. I am bound to say that, how- 
ever excellent as I believe the scheme of 


the right hon. Gentleman the Secretary 
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of State for War is, what pleased me more | a free breakfast table? Why not a free 


than all his scheme of reform were the | 


words in which he spoke of administra- 
tion, and stated that in the Army in 
future merit should have its place, and 
that backstairs influence should disappear. 
One misplaced man in high position may 
lead to an enormous waste of money, 
and I believe that my right hon. friend 
in inaugurating that reform in the Army 
is doing a great service. I take the ques- 
tion of contracts. Contracts for the 
publie services should be dealt with on 
more businesslike principles. As an 
instance of what may be done I may 
mention the fact that when sitting in 
this House one day with the Paper in 
my hand on which the questions were 
printed, I found that the paper supplied 
to the Stationery Office was formerly 
made in the United States, and was 
decidedly inferior to what is now ob- 
tained. The change was brought about 
by an arrangement by which, instead of 
having the contracts fulfilled by whole- 
sale stationers, they were thrown open 
to manufacturers only, and thus we 
got English paper and at the same time 
saved £60,000 a year by that transaction 
alone. I believe that principle could be 
applied to a great many of our Depart- 
nients. 

What, Sir, are the two great merits 
of the Finance Bill? In the first place 
that it recognises that taxation and 
representation should go together. The 
separation between the two has been 
too great and has lasted too long. Our 
system of taxation is a relic of the time 
when the working classes had not got 
votes, and it is a dangerous state of things 
when there are classes in this country who 
have an enormous voting power but who 
do not bear a corresponding burden in 
relation to the taxation of the country. 
While the Government are anxious to 
widen the basis of taxation, the party 
opposite, so far as I understand their 
principles, are anxious to make the basis 
even narrower than it is. Indirect taxa- 
tion is levied upon very few articles at 
present, and when the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer proposed to increase the 
number of these articles by levying a 
tax upon sugar, the first opponent he met 
with was the Leader of the Opposition, 
who said, ‘‘ That is contrary to our doc- 
trine of a free breakfast table.” But why 


Mr. Hanbury. 


country. 


dinner table, and a free supper table? 
[Hear, hear.] Yes; but we know why 
a free breakfast table is to be preferred 
to a free dinner table or a free supper 
table. It is because the only person who 
would benefit by the free breakfast table 
is the teetotaller. I have never been 
able to see why teetotallers should be 
especially exempted from taxation. | 
believe the working classes are not quite 
in harmony with those who make these 
attacks on indirect taxation-—I _ believe 
they regard it rather as an insult. The 


working classes are perfectly willing to | 


take their share in the taxation of the 
They are as proud of the 
Empire as the richest man is, and they 
have as large a share in the control of it 
as the richest man bas. [Opposition 
eries of “Oh.”] Oh! yes, they have. 
The man in the humblest cottage hasas 
large a share in the control of the Em- 
pire as the man living in the most highly- 
rated mansion. Besides that, I venture 
to say that there are no men like the 
working man, or the manufacturer, if 
you like, and his employees, who have 


so much _ interest in taxation and 
are so interested in keeping the 
markets open to their trades—these 
markets being to them the very 


bread of life. We are told that hon. 
Gentlemen opposite wish to steady the 
policy of the Government, and are anxious 
that we should not engage in war except 
under the direst necessity. What would 


steady the policy of this country more, | 


and make it more definite and unchang- 
ing, than the application of the principle 
which Mill applied to direct taxationin the 
old days, when direct taxation was borne 
by those who had the main influence in 
the country ? He said, * You ought to 
levy direct taxation, because it makes 


taxation odious, and therefore prevents | 


any great increase in the taxation of the 
country.” 


we ought to impose taxation upon those 


who have areal voice in the Government 


of the country, and that can be done by 
means of indirect taxation. 

The main attack on the Finance Bill has 
been the attack which has been directed 


‘to the coal duty. My hon. friend behind 
me, 


the hon. Member for East ‘- 











If we want to prevent the} 
taxation of this country from growing, § 
and to steady the policy of this country, § 
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Pancras, made a most interesting and to 
me a most informing speech, but in regard 
tothis question of the coal duty we might 
very well be on our guard and see from 
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| Mr. M‘KENNA (Monmouthshire, N.) : 


: 
| Has the right hon. Gentleman forgotten 
'the builders, and printers, and other 


domestic trades ? 


whom the cry really comes. In the first | 


place, we have had a great wail from the | 
very 


wlliers, but the colliers are in a 
peculiar position in regard to this in- 
dustry, because they were within a very 
narrow margin of upsetting the whole 
trade and industry of this country by a 
trike, and I believe myself that a great 
deal of the opposition which came trom 
the colliers was a political opposition. 


Mr. JOHN WILSON (Durham Mid) : 
Not in the least. 


Mr. HANBURY: The hon. Gentle- | 
man says “ Not in the least,” but I 
venture to say that there are two reasons 
that fully justify me in taking that 
position. For instance, this tax will not 
affect the Midland colliers directly or 
indirectly, and yet they voted against it as 
vigorously as anybody. 


Mr. JOHN ELLIS (Nottinghamshire, 
Rusheliffe) : It will indirectly. 


Mr. HANBURY : Indirectly, but not so 
much, at any rate, as to cause such 
immense emotion in the breasts of the 
Midland colliers. We have to recognise 
the fact that colliers as a rule belong 
toone political party. To a great extent 
lancashire is an exception, but Lanca- 
shire is a wise county in many other 
respects. Other colliers, unfortunately, 
have lagged behind. They have not 
followed their colleagues under the ban- 
ner of Unionism, but still lag behind 
under the banner of Little Englanders, 
of which hon. Gentlemen seem so very 
proud. That is very easily explained. 
Other industries have felt keenly the 








fight of competition. They have had to 
battle with foreign competition to an 
extent which the colliers never had. 
The colliers have had their home markets 
to depend upon, or their foreign markets, 
where their prices practically protected 
them against any competition whatever ; 
and they are the only class of workmen | 
in this country who have not felt the 
hecessity for foreign markets, and have | 
hot supported vigorously the policy of a | 
fovernment who said these markets are | 
to be maintained. | 


Mr. HANBURY : I come to the speech 
of my hon. friend, who laid great stress 
on the fact that Northumberland coal 
was cheap coal ; but, after all, the cheap- 
ness of the coal is not the index to the 
profit made upon it. The profit depends 
not so much upon the price as upon the 
cost of getting the coal. I venture to 
say that the difference between the cost 
of getting Northumberland coal and the 
‘selling price of that coal is almost as 
considerable as it is in Wales. We know 


that in Wales the price of coal is largely 


governed by the cost of getting the coal, 
which is enormous, owing to the depth 
and the quality of the seams which are 
worked. The hon. Gentleman also stated 
that nearly the whole of the North- 
umberland coal was exported abroad. 
That assumption is based on inaccurate 
figures. [Cries of “ No.”’] He said 93 
per cent. 


Mr. JOHN WILSON : In one colliery: 


93 per cent. 


Mr. HANBURY: The figures are 
made up by taking into consideration 
nearly the whole of the coal that is shipped 
from the Tyne as if it were Northumber- 
land coal. That is not the fact ; a very 
large proportion of that coal came from 
Durham, and therefore ought not to enter 
into the calculation at all. There is 
another point. I read yesterday in The 
Times a very interesting letter from a 
gentleman who wrote from Bremen, and 
signed himself ‘‘ Englander.” It is so 
important and so interesting, and the 
facts he gives are so strong that I venture 
to put them to the House. He says— 


“A day or two ago I had a conversation 
with a merchant here who imports about 
800 tons of English coal every week. He in- 
formed me that he has no fear whatever of 
losing any trade by increasing his prices 1s., 
or even 2s., per ton, although during the panic 
caused by the first announcement of the impost 
some orders were given to the Westphalia 
collieries which would in the ordinary course 
have fallen to the importers of English coal. 
I then made some inquiries as to the com- 
parative prices of English and German coal, 
and was much surprised to learn that, on an 
average for the whole year, English coal is 
considerably cheaper in the ports of Hamburg: 
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and Bremen than any other. The chief cause , 


of this is the gross indifference to their own 
anterests displayed by British exporters. They 
invariably base their prices for export on the 
prices current in England, which are almost 
always lower than here. My informant re- 
dated several instances showing the folly of 
this system which have occurred in his own 


business ; at one — recently the West- | 


phalia Syndicate of Coalowners were demand- 
ing 200 marks where the British asked only 
i70 marks. He also told me with some 
amusement that the British coal-shippers 


relied solely on the German buyers for their | 


information of the state of the markets in 
“Germany, whereas the buyers here keep them- 
selves cognisant of all movements of prices in 
England by subscribing to half a dozen English 
newspapers. The nature of the information 
supplied to the British seller by his German 
‘buyer may be readily guessed—the news of any 
slight fall is wired at once, and a discreet 
silence is maintained as to the rises,” 


There is only one other point which I 
should like to touch upon in the Amend- 
ment of the right hon. Gentleman, and 


that is the question of the loan. Of course | 
less loan means more taxation, and if the | 


right hon. Gentleman wants more taxa- 
tion it is incumbent upon him to say 
what kind of taxation it should be. He 
has not hesitated to give his opinion 
in regard to the loan. 
loan ought not to have been as large as it 
is. Surely, if he can give his opinion as 
to the loan he ought to give us the benefit 
of his advice on what the taxation should 
be. Why should this generation bear the 
whole burden and brunt of this war in 
the next two or three years? We are 
at this moment paying the debt incurred 
for the wars of those who went before 
us. We are not only bearing our own 
sins, but specially the sins of those who 
went before us ; we had to bear the cost 
O1 
retreat then imposed upon us. That 
was proved by one of the letters, written 
by a Boer in England, which have 
appeared in The Times. 
cries of “ P. 8.”] 


Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): He was 
not a Boer at all. 


Mr. HANBURY : He was a Boer who, 


at any rate, knew what he was writing 


about, and he had the strongest anti- | 


English sentiment. 


Mr. DILLON: It was not a Boer. It 
was one of the forgers in The Times 
office. 


Mr. Hanbury. 
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He says that the | 


Majuba, and of the ignominious | 


[Nationalist | 
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Mr. HANBURY : I do not know how 
‘the hon. Member knows that. If the 
/hon. Member can tell me the writer's 
name I would be obliged. 


Mr. DILLON: Nobody knows his 
name. I judge from the past history of 
The Times office. 


Mr. HANBURY: The letters betray 
the hand of a man who knew the whole 
history of the Boers, who expressed their 
opinion, and was entitled to be heard, 
What is his opinion on the subject of how 

‘this war was brought about? He says— 


“All nations thought you English were 
dead; but, unfortunately for us, you were 
only dead drunk, drugged by the fatal folly of 
your disarmament craze and love of luxury, 
and the war has, as yet, only very partially 
aroused you. I cannot blind myself to the 
fact, however, that new life has been breathed 
into the dead bones in the valleys in Great 
Britain, and that your people are gaining 
strength and spirit every day, while our men 
| are degenerating into murderous bandits and 
ruining our land, regardless of the fate of our 
women and children, who are now depending 
upon the generosity of the British for their 
food and clothing, and their very lives.” 


That is the kind of thing for which we 
are paying now. It was the peace after 
Majuba Hill and our loss of prestige 
that has brought about this war. 


Mr. E. J. C. MORTON (Devonport) : 
Is the right hon. Gentleman aware of the 
fact that the present Colonial Secretary 
in this House defended with the greatest 
enthusiasm the making of peace after 
Majuba ? 


Mr. HANBURY: If the right hon. 
Gentleman did defend it, then he has paid 
dearly for it, and we are paying for it at 
the present moment. But, again, there 
is another difference between this war 
and the Crimean War. This war will 
'bring us a permanent investment in 

South Africa. We shall have, at any 
rate, something tangible to produce as 4 
result of this war, and there can be no 
doubt whatever that, although we may 
not get from the Transvaal so large 4 
recovery as we once anticipated, we may 
confidently look forward to the fact that 
large portion of this loan will ultimately 
be repaid by the Transvaal itself. But 
after all, what will we gain by this war! 
We will gain much more than the mere 
| Tepayment of any part of the cost of the 
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yar; we will gain much more than the | 
permanent investment of having added | 
two colonies in South Africa to our) 
Empire. We will gain the increase in | 
the public spirit of this country which | 
has been called forth by this war, and 
vhich will last for many and many a 
generation to come. The spirit of this, 
country has been aroused, and not only 
that, but the spirit of our colonies also. 
The price paid for this war has produced 
afeeling of sympathy between the various | 
branches of the English-speaking race 
that no other war or cause could have 
produced, and even if a portion of this 


loan does fall on future generations great | 


rsults have been gained, and the loan 
itself would be a small price to pay for so 
great a blessing. 


*Sr JOSEPH PEASE (Durham, 
Barnard Castle): I was one of those who 
listened yesterday with considerable 
interest to the speech delivered by the. 
hon. Member for Exeter. He took a 
very different view of the position of , 
things to that taken by the right hon. 
Gentleman who has just sat down. 
The hon. Member, as a new Member, | 
loking over our expenditure, was 
astounded at its magnitude, and he. 
devoted the greater part of his speech 
to what he deemed might be the means 
of reducing our expenditure in future. 
The right hon. Gentleman who has just | 
sat down has made, to my mind, one of 
the most hopeless speeches I have heard 
from the other side during this debate. | 
The right hon. Gentleman gloried in this 
expenditure, and looked in a very super- 
ficial way at its origin and at its effect. | 
I have always thought that the origin 
of this war, the manner in which it has | 
been conducted, and the effect it will | 
have in the future are questions which | 
ought to come into a debate of their own, 
and which are hardly’ apposite or 
proper to be raised in the debate on the 
motion of my right hon. friend the, 
Member for East Wolverhampton. What I | 
desire to do is to take that portion of my 
tight hon. friend’s motion which refers | 
tothe manner in which the Government | 
propose to deal with one specific trade. | 
The hon. Member for East St. Pancras 
has already made a very practical and 
excellent speech on this subje-t, but what 
I want to do is not to take up the question 
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of the coal-owners, but to show how 
unfair the incidence of this tax is,and how 
little the Chancellor of the ‘Exchequer 
will get from the coal tax as compared 
with the damage he will do to the general 
trade of the country and to the various. 
industries which are directly and in- 
directly connected with the coal trade. 
This is not a new subject. In 1848 T 
was partly in command of collieries, and 
in 1873 I had the honour of sitting on a 
Committee on this subject after a large 
boom in the coal trade—a larger boom 
than that recently experienced. Out of 
the seventeen members of that Com- 
mittee only three are now left—my right 
hon. friend the Member for the Ripon 
Division of Yorkshire, the Earl of 
Ravensworth, and myself. We sat, | 
believe. for three months, and went very 
carefully into many of the questions 
raised during the last few weeks and came,. 
I believe unanimously, to the conclusion 
that it would be injurious to the best 
interests of this country as a trading 
country to tax the export of coal. It is 
rather curious to see the evidence that 
was given before the Committee. My 
late friend who for so many years sat in 
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this House, Sir George Elliott, a man of 


great natural ability, and a large coal- 
owner of what might perhaps becalled the: 
speculative type, in Durham and Wales, 
declared that the average profit he had 
made had not exceeded 8d. per ton. I was 
a witness, and I took very much the same 
view as the hon. Member for East St.. 
Pancras does now. I said I did not think 
from my experience of the coal trade that 
it had ever made more than 5 per cent. 
over an average of years, and I was 
speaking at'a time when a greater boom 


‘than the late boom had just passed. 


I also stated, and it is my opinion still, 
that as a rule, coal-owners did not 


get in the long-run as much profit as 


they paid the landlords in the shape of 
rent. This evidence agreed with the 
figures given to the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer by the chairman of the: 


| Northumberland Coal Trade Association, 
Mr. Lamb, who said that after carefully 


going through the figures of the coal 
trade in Northumberland he found the 
average profit was from 7d. to 9d. per’ 
ton. Another commission which sat a 
few years previously to 1873 stated rather- 
curiously that the discovery of coal im 
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America would gradually have the effect 


of limiting the distance to which the 
export of English coal could attain. 


There can be no manner of doubt that at | 
this moment the large quantity of coal | 
produced in Germany and Belgium does | 


materially place a limit to the extent 
towhich our coal can leave our shores. In 
** Tooke on Prices” it is stated that a 
deficit of one-tenth raises the common 
market three-tenths and that a deficit 
of two-tenths raises the common market 
eight-tenths. The markets to which we 
send our coal are comparatively few. Out 
of the 44,000,000 tons of coal exported 


an 1900Cardiff and Wales sent 18,000,000, | 


the Newcastle district 13,000,000, the 
Hull and Yorkshire district 4,000,000, 
and Scotland about 6,000,000. Therefore, 
this tax, which is not a war tax, but a 
tax which is to last, falls upon the in- 
dustry of those comparatively few dis- 
tricts which happen to have steam and 
export coal of various descriptions in 
them. The Baltic, including Russia, 
took 18,000,000 tons of our coal, and 
France and European ports 21,000,000 
tons. One point has not been men- 
tioned in this House, and that is the 
large amount of bunker coal which is 
worked in order to get 44,000,000 tons 
exported. The bunker coal amounts 
to about 12,000,000 tons per annum, 
and therefore 
fourth of the whole quantity of coal 
raised in the United Kingdom, is con- 
cerned in this question. The disturbance 
in such a quantity must cause a very 
great disturbance in the trade of the 
country. 

Now, my hon. friend the Member 
for East St. Paneras called attention 
to the different ratios in which the dif- 
ferent parts of England will be affected 
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China, Japan, India, Australia, and | of £678,000, and by Wales and Cardiff 
| £922,000. So that two comparatively 


'unless other work is 
}and they will go back upon the labour 
56,000,000 tons, or a! 


| do. 
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small sections of the country will have 


to bear the burden of this proposed tax, 


We have not heard yet what are to be the 
allowances during the current year on 
the coal under contract. The best 
figures I can find show that the right hon, 
Gentleman will lose a quarter of this 
revenue for the current year, and that 
all this disturbance will be caused to the 
trade for £1,500,000, paid to the Ex. 
chequer. The Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer cannot expect that so large 
an amount of coal will be exported 
with this duty of 1s. per ton as when 
there was no duty. The right hon. 
Gentleman will lose, as I have said, pro- 
bably a quarter of a million, or £500,000 
below his calculation of revenue; but if 
he is going to lose one-fourth of the ex- 
port coal trade of this country, what is 
he going to lose by the disturbance to 
other trades? I think he will lose 
£500,000 in value of exported coal. He 
will lose for the workmen £2,500,000 in 
wages, He will lose for the landlord 
about £250,000, to whom he looked for 
income tax; he will lose to the farmers, 
from whom we buy our horse corn, 
£47,000; but, worse than all, he will 
send 33,000 men out of employment, 
found for them, 


market, reducing wages, and that will 
reduce the men’s power to purchase 
farm produce which they are now able to 
It has been said that the foreigners 
are going to pay this tax, but you 
cannot get it out of them. The 
Times newspaper has over and over 
again declared that it is going to be paid 
by the rich coal owner. But I say that 
the coal owner will not pay it. You 
may get it out of the Durham men, or 


by the manner in which this tax is to| the Yorkshire men, but not out of the 


be put on. Northumberland and Dur- 
ham raise 46,000,000 tons of coal. Thirty- 
one per cent. of that is exported, but 
Northumberland when taken alone ex- 
ports eighty per cent. of its output. That 
‘shows how unfairly this tax will fall on 
different districts. The district I am per- 


‘sonally interested in is not what is | 


generally known as a coal-exporting 


district ; it is a coking district. 


Sir Joseph Pease. 


There- | 
fore this permanent rise would be paid | 
‘by north of England to the extent | 


Scotchmen. It is not a usual charge 
against the coalowner that he sells 
abroad at 1s. per ton less than the 


market price of the day. This tax will 
also affect the shipping interest, because 
coal forms a great proportion of the 
out cargoes, and the ships bring back 
raw material for English manufacture. 
There is the “ long trade ” from Hull and 
the “short trade ” to Dutch and Belgian 


ports. 
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petition for French and German coal. 
If the export of coal is stopped the shipper 
cannot afford to take anything he can 
get for other goods, the earnings of 


each voyage must be taken as a 
whole. His voyages will cease to be 
profitable when coal no __ longer 


forms part of his cargo, and if the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer reduces 


to any extent the seagoing trade, he will | coal when you can get it. 
/one point more that I should like to 
mention, and that is the relative position 


be doing an irreparable damage to the 
whole of the country. All these in- 
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for the future. You cannot do that 
when you are borrowing money or 
when one only of your wars is costing 
you £200,000,000. You might do it 
otherwise, but it is a doctrine which the 
Committee of which I have spoken 
put on one side. The old principle 
is that ls. a ton to-day would be 
worth 2s. per ton fourteen years 
hence. You will have to work your 
There is 


dustries are going to be damaged—lI | of our exports and imports. If we knock 


will not say ruined—but certainly the 
process of the right hon. Gentleman is 
essentially to damage all these industries. 





on the head this most important export- 
ing trade, which takes out our goods, or 
do anything to damage it, we do some- 


And all this is to be done for the sake of | thing to increase the discrepancy which 


a revenue of about £1,500,000. 
Londonderry is interested in a com- 
pany at Seaham which is spending 
£600,000, in newdocks. The North 
Eastern Railway is spending £250,000 
on a new east coast line. They are also 
spending many thousands of pounds 
in shipping facilities at Newcastle, 
Middlesborough, and Hartlepool, and 
there are now three large companies sink- 
ing shafts along the East Coast, and 
these have enormous fields of coal 
going underneath the German Ocean. It 
issaid, “* Oh, that is railway property !”’ 
But what is railway property, and who 
are railway investors ? Railway investors 
are principally not the rich, but the 
middle class men ; they are the little in- 


vestors. I have periodically taken out 
of the North Eastern shareholders’ 
register the average holdings. Of 


course, there are large investors, such 
as bankers, financiers, and so forth, 
but the average of our ordinary hold- 
ing, including these, is under £900 per 
head. That shows that you cannot 
trifle with this industry without pro- 
bably depriving these people of some of 
their hard-earned savings. With regard 
to the question of exhaustion, first of 
all | would say that you cannot have 
your cake and eat it. If you want the 
tax you must work the coal. Either 
you must carry on the coal trade 
or you must hold specifically and 
practically the doctrine of exhaus- 
tion. Are you going to provide for 
that ? That surely means the buying up 
by the State of the unexhausted royalties 


Lord 








exists between our imports and exports 
—a discrepancy which is at present larger 


than ever before. 


I do not wish to detain the House, 
and would therefore sum up my re- 
marks. Your mining interest will be 
damaged by decreasing the output 
and adding to the cost of production. 
The question of the cost of production 
was very well treated by the hon. 
Member for East St. Pancras. It is a fact 
that, if you take from any of these 
pits 10 per cent. or anything like that 
amount of their productive working, and 
sostop this particular market, you damage 
the other portion of the produce, to 
the infinite disadvantage both of the 
owner and of the men he employs. 
You damage the working classes, and 
when you do that you deprive the 
farmer of his best market, because the 
working classes are his best customers. 
You damage your manufacturers by 
adding to their expenses in obtaining 
raw material and in the cost of reaching 
foreign markets. I can only repeat that 
the damage you cause must in my 
opinion far exceed eny present gain by 
the tax you propose. I thank the 
House for having listened to me so 
patiently. 


*Mr. CHAPLIN (Lincolnshire, Slea- 
ford): If I may be permitted to inter- 
vene for a few moments in this debate, 
I hope there will be nothing in what I 
have to say to cause my inclusion in the 
list of long-winded sinners who were 
the object of so much complaint a few 
nights ago. I understood the hon. 
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Baronet opposite to say that coalowners | would be paid by the foreign consumer, 
during recent years had not received as | I am not quite sure that the Government 
much out of their properties as the | arenow quite as confident in that belief 
landowners of this country. |as they were at one time; their later 
| statements are to the effect that the tax, or 

*Sir JOSEPH PEASE: I beg the right | a part of it, will be paid by the foreigner, 

hon. Gentleman’s pardon. As much | which is a very different thing. I do not 
as their landlords have received. | know that I should be prepared to go 
| quite as far as the right hon. Gentleman 

*Mr. CHAPLIN: Oh, the royalty | the Member for East Wolverhampton 

owners ? _went yesterday, when, as I understood 
‘him, he said that no export duty ought 


*Sm JOSEPH PEASE: Yes, the /to be placed on any article other than 


| : ° ° 
/an article which was in the nature of a 


/monopoly. But I am quite prepared 

*Mr. CHAPLIN: I beg the hon. | to make this admission, that where it can 
Baronet’s pardon, because if that had | be shown that in any particular class of 
been so I should have commiserated with | coal that we export from Great Britain 
him in the extreme. He appeared to| we have a monopoly, and that the 
attach great importance to extremely | foreigner cannot do without it. There, 
cheap wheat. Wheat for many years}no doubt, you can, andj you _ will, 
had been extremely cheap, with the | give effect to the belief and intention of 
result that the growth of wheat in this the Chancellor of the Exchequer, and the 
country had diminished by a great deal | foreigner will be made to pay the duty. 
more than one half. I do not know | But your ability to impose that burden 
whether, in the interests of the manu-| upon the foreigner will be limited strictly 
facturers, the working classes, and} to that particular description of coal. 
nearly all other classes of the population, | What proportion of the total amount 
the hon. Baronet thinks that coal should | exported from this country does that kind 
be equally cheap, and whether he would of coal represent? The total amount 
view withthe same satisfaction a great | exported is 42,000,000, and of that, in 
reduction in the production of coal in | 1900, 18,500,000 tons were supplied by 
this country as he seemed to view the |South Wales. There is, therefore, a 
enormous reduction in the growth of | large amount beyond the Welsh coal to 
wheat. be reckoned with. With regard to the 


Sir, I have no intention sictieuiclics coal, I admit there is very little 
of travelling over the general grounds | doubt that the Chancellor of the Ex- 
of the proposals contained in the Budget, | Chequer is right, and that the foreigner 
but, following the example of the hon. | will have to pay. But as to the rest 
Gentleman who resumed this debate, [| of the coal which is exported, unless we 
desire to limit my observations to the | are absolutely misled by the statements 


export duty on coal, I was extremely | of hon. Gentlemen interested in that in- 
glad to hear from my right hon. friend | dustry, I cannot help thinking it may 


the Minister for Agriculture that he had | be a very different story. Where does 
listenedito a very instructive and in-| this other coal come from? In 1900, 
forming speech from my hon. friend, but from Durham and Northumberland 
if I am to be perfectly frank, I confess [| alone 14,000,000 tons were exported, 
was unable to perceive that he had or one-third of the total amount. The 
profited very much by that in- | right hon. Gentleman the Minister for 
struction. However that may be, | Agriculture said he knew a great deal 
I desire to devote my attention entirely | about the way in which these figures 
to that branch of the question to which [| were prepared, and that a large quantity 
have referred, and as far as I can to) of the coal attributed to Northumberland 
reinforce the views which have been | in reality went from Durham. But the 
urged by the hon. Member. We have | figures with which I have been favoured 
been told from the first that this|are very explicit. They give the total 
proposal to place an export duty on| export from Durham as 5,600,000 tons, 
coal was based on the belief that the tax | and the total export from Northumber- 


Mr. Chaplin. 


royalty owners. 
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land as 8,300,000 tons. I think my 
right hon. friend should have produced 


greater proof of the knowledge he 


professes before he could expect those 
who have given some attention to this 
subject and been supplied with figures of 
a positive character to credit the mixing 
of the amounts in the manner he has 
described. 

If I might be permitted for a few 
moments to examine the position of 
Northumberland, I think I shall be able 
to show the House very clearly that it is 
not nonsense altogether on the part of 
the coal industry in that district to 
object to this tax, and that there is some 


real and genuine cause for apprehension | 


on their part as to what the effect of 
this tax may be with regard to the 
export of coal in their district. The case 
they submit to Parliament is this. In 
1900 in Northumberland they produced 
11,500,000 tons of coal, and of that they 
exported 8,500,000 tons ; in other words, 
80 per cent. of the whole production in 
that county. But there is this to be 
observed about Northumberland, that 
not only is there little or no demand at 
all for local consumption, but the situation 
ofthe coalfield is such that it is impos- 
sible for them to dispose of the great bulk 
of their coal unless they dispose of it 
by export, and for this reason the adja- 
cent markets are already occupied. The 
market to the north is supplied by 
Scotland ; that to the west is supplied 
by Cumberland ; and that to the south 
is supplied from Durham and Yorkshire. 
Consequently, the whole mining industry 
in Northumberland has been developed 
and the capital sunk with a view of 
extending the great export trade. And 
if by any unfortunate accident that 
trade should fail them, so far as I have 
been able to learn I should not envy 
the prospect of the industry or the 
enormous population which is dependent 
upon it in that part of the world. The 
right hon. Gentleman met these objec- 
tions by saying, in the first place, that the 


amount of coal required abroad was so | 


enormous that it never could be met 
without what we sent them at present. 
In a moment or two I will compare the 


relative amounts supplied by North- | 
| has to compete with Germany, Belgium, 


umberland and Durham and _ foreign 
countries for export, and I think my 
right hon. friend himself will see that this 
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reply upon that point was hardly sufti- 
cient. Then he said that the reason 
why there is no demand at present in the 
adjacent counties is this, it is because the 
freights into Yorkshire are more, than 
the freights to the ports abroad where they 
have been in the habit of sending their 


/coal. That, no doubt, is perfectly true, 


and it is one of the reasons which adds 
to their apprehensions. Go to the rail- 
ways, says the right hon. Gentleman, 
make better terms with them ; and what 
willthey get if they do? It is not like 
railways abroad. In Germany they are 
always ready to give preferential rates 
either to coal or agricultural producee— 
or, indeed, to any produce which enters 
into competition with us; but nobody 
knows better than the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer that whether it is for coal or 
agricultural produce, or whatever it is, 
railway rates are always the subject of 
constant complaints in this country. 


Str M. HICKS BEACH: They do 
give preferential rates. 


*Mr. CHAPLIN: [I am _ not sure 
about that, and that is not the 
reason which prevents Northumberland 
supplying the home markets at present. 
The home markets are occupied already, 
but if it were possible to make a change 
in the source of supply the only result 
would be to hamper industries in other 
parts of the country and to throw people 
out of employ, if not in Northumberland 
in other districts. Then it is said why 
do you not export Northumberland coal 
to some of the southern parts of this. 
country, where coal is exceedingly dear at 
present, and where it is greatly needed. 
The answer to that is that what is 
wanted in these southern parts is house 
coal; and the great bulk of Northum- 
berland coal is sea-coal, and not suited 
for the purpose. Under all these 
circumstances, we cannot be surprised 
that it has become with them a 
question of vital importance in that 
part of England whether their trade in 
coal will be able to hold its own under 
the new conditions in future. What are 
the facts for our guidance and informa- 
tion upon this point? Northumberland 


and with France, who export coal 
like ourselves. It is a fact that these 
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three countries alone in 1898 exported 
no less than 23,000,000 tons of coal in 
direct competition with British coal. 


Sir M. HICKS BEACH : No, no. 


*Mr. CHAPLIN: The Chancellor of 
the Exchequer will not deny, I think, that 
Germany alone exported 14,000,000 
tons of coal—as much as Durham and 
Northumberland combined. Moreover, 
it is stated on the highest authority that 
the German coal is nearly equal in quality 
to the north-country coal, and it is posi- 
tively asserted that 2d. or 3d., or at the 


outside 4d., per ton would turn the scale , 


in favour of the Germans. This fact 
is confirmed, to a certain extent, by 
the fact that large contracts have 
already been recently lost to the north 
of England, and given to Germany in- 
stead of to England. These statements 
may be exaggerated, for what I know, 
but the information is given to me as 
absolutely reliable : and, if they be any- 
thing approaching the truth, how is it 
possible in the future that we can con- 
tinue to compete successfully with an 
additional weight of a shilling per ton ? 

I have listened with great attention 
to the replies which have been given 
upon this subject, and I am bound to say 
that it seems to me, so far, that the right 
hon. Gentleman has failed to meet these 
various objections. There is another 
point on which I certainly did expect to 
hear something from the right hon. 
Gentleman, and it is this. That 
while the coal exported from this 
country is all of different classes and 
qualities, they are all taxed at precisely 
the same rate. This has been repeatedly 
urged, and the justice and force of this 
argument cannot, I think, be denied. I 
joined myself in this appeal when I had 
the privilege of saying a few words on 
this subject a few nights ago, but as the 
right hon. Gentleman has apparently 
either forgotten or ignored the question 
altogether in his speech last night, 
perhaps I may be permitted to repeat in 
a very few words the statements which 
have been made upon this point. The 
prices of the best Welsh coal are said to be 
from 16s. to 20s. a ton, those of the north- 
country coal from 10s. to 12s., and there 
is another class of coal not worth more 
than 8s. per.ton. The result is that the 
tax on the worst class of coal is rather 


Mr. Chaplin. 
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as on the best ; and with regard to this 
there is a general agreement that even 
with the extra shilling a ton the best coal 
could always hold its own. Even the 
exporters are willing to admit that. As 
for the others, they are placed in this 
extraordinary position. The worst coal 
for which they declare that the 
market is imperilled abroad, if it is 
not already destroyed, has to pay two 
and a half times as much as the best 
coal, which can command a_ market 
whenever and wherever it pleases. 
Surely that is a manifest anomaly and 
injustice, which could not have been 
contemplated when this proposal was 
made by the Chancellor of the Exchequer. 
I am not attributing in any way blame 
to the right hon. Gentleman. I ean 
quite understand, and it must be per- 
fectly obvious, that it was impossible 
for him to get the information required 
on all these points before his proposa's 
had been declared without the secrets of 
his Budget escaping. The existing con- 
tracts of which we have heard so much 


in the course of this debate was a case in 


point, and I suspect that this question 
of the different classes of coal all being 
taxed at the same rate is another. 
But that is no reason why an injustice 
should be allowed to continue after the 
facts are made known. 

There is another point upon which | 


should also like to say a word, and it is 


on the possible effect of the proposals 
on the wages of the miners in Northum- 
berland. There and in Durham wages 
are assessed and adjusted according to 
the price of coal at the pit’s mouth, 
and if by any misfortune the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer should turn out to be 
wrong, and the price of coal at the 
pit’s mouth in Northumberland should 
be less than it has been, then the 
miners’ wages would iall in proportion. 
I confess this adds to the misgiving 
with which I regard this part of my 
friend’s proposals in their present form. 
Suppose experience should prove that a 
mistake had been made, that the duty 
imposed on this inferior coal could not 


| be and has not been paid by the foreigner, 


that the industry of the North of Eng- 
land has, in consequence, been seriously 


, damaged, if not destroyed, that a number 


of pits have been closed, and a great 
number of workmen have been thrown 
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out of employment—what would be the 
position of a Government who had made 
such a mistake when that mistake was 
discovered ? Rightly and properly they 
would be condemned, and when Parlia- 
ment met under ordinary circumstances 
it would be strange if they were not 
turned out and another Government put 
into their place. The tax would of course 
be repealed, and we on this side 
of the House have had very good warn- 
ing from hon. Gentlemen opposite as to 
where the substitute will be found. 
They have told us very distinctly they 
would begin by doubling the rates on 
agricultural land, and in some way or 
other would endeavour to put the whole 
burden on that kind of property. Iam 
perfectly frank and open upon this sub- 
ject. It adds to my desire that no mis- 
take should be made on this occasion, 
and | should say to my brother agricul- 
culturists that we ought to be warned in 
That is one of the reasons, but 


time. 

not the only reason, why I urge 
these views on the House of Com- 
mons this afternoon. So far as I am 


able to judge, the tax seems to me to 
be an unfair and unjust tax so far as it 
relates to the inferior coal which is 
exported from this country. There is 
no doubt that it has already created 
a great disturbance in that industry, 
and in all probability it will create more, 
and although on general grounds, and 
with this exception, I approve and 
support the proposals of the Budget of 
my right hon. friend, | most earnestly 
hope that he will take into consideration 
the representations that have been made 
with regard to the effect of this tax on 
the inferior kinds of coal exported from 
Great Britain, and that, when we come 
into Committee he will either propose 
or agree to amendments in the direc- 
tion that is desired. 


*Mr. ALFRED THOMAS (Glamorgan- 
shire, E.) : I desire to support the Amend- 
ment of my right hon. friend the Member 
for East Wolverhampton. In common with 
all who view the ever-growing and present 
abnormal growth in the expenditure of 
the Government, I expected that the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer would 
propose additional taxation. But I was/| 
not prepared to find that the Chancellor | 
would be so hard driven as to be com- | 
pelled to make proposals so reactionary 
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and mischievous in character as he has 
done. Hitherto we had regarded him 
as an orthodox free trader, and, so he 
tells us, he still regards himself. But in 
his present Budget he advocates the 
imposition of a tax of a character that 
has been abandoned for over half a 
century, and few, if any, ever expected 
to see it re-enacted in this country. 
Indeed, so far has the right hon. Gentle- 
man backslidden that he has made a 
proposal, namely, that of the tax on coal, 
that would be repudiated by even the 
most advanced protectionist. The 
example of the United States is often 
dangled before us as one worthy to be 
followed, and as being that of advanced 
protectionists. Yet even in the United 
States they would not impose such a 
tax as that proposed by the Chancellor. 
The first article in the Constitution 
expressly prohibits the levying of duty 
on exports. Yet in order to obtain a 
comparatively small amount, small when 
contrasted with the enormous sum now 
necessary in order to meet present ex- 
penditure, the Chancellor of the Exche- 
quer has taxed one of the first necessaries 
of life, and an article upon which our 
supremacy as a mercantile power is 
altogether dependent ; for | have no hesi- 
tation in asserting that our importance 
as a Power is Just in ratio to that of the 
position of our mercantile marine. We 
have heard much of the desirability of 
keeping up a strong Navy. I quite 
agree with that proposition, as long as 
we have a strong mercantile marine, 
but no longer. Among the many salu- 
tary lessons taught us by what I should 
have liked to describe as the late war, is 
that of the extreme difficulty of success- 
fully invading a country. That ought 
to have one good effect: it ought to 
convince those cowardly people who, in 
combination with some City financiers, 

get up these periodical scares, and who 
prevail with whatever Government may 

be in office in rushing into reckless and 

useless expenditure. We may hope that 

much may be learnt from the costly war 

in which we have been so long engaged, 

and which, if rumour be correct, will 

last to the day of judgment if some people 

are to be the arbitrators of the terms 

of settlement. We believe that the 

chief duty of the Navy is to protect our 

trade and commerce, but with a few more 
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such Budgets as the present one, we will | 
have no trade and commerce to protect. | 

Sir, for what has the Chancellor of | 
the Exchequer taxed the food of the 
people and disorganised and dislocated 
our foreign trade? In order to raise a 
sum that would be covered by threepence 
in the pound of income tax. Now, 
why does the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
make so little use of this convenient tax ? 
In this the right hon. Gentleman had 
an instrument ready to his hand, for this 
tax has been rightly called a war tax or 
an emergency tax. It has very many 
qualifications superior to any other. 
To begin with the limitations put upon 
such an impost—no one can be so taxed 
as to reduce him to the position of being 
unable to provide the necessaries, at least, 
if not some of the luxuries ,of life. How 
different is the case of the poor widow 
striving to bring up a young family 
without having recourse to parish reliet, 
when she finds that she has to pay duty 
on so necessary an article of diet as sugar. 
Again, if the income tax be 6d. in the £ 
or, as I maintain it ought to be, under 
present circumstances, ls. 6d., it would 
not require an additional employee to 
collect the extra taxation. But I would 
like to know how many more employees 
will be required by the complicated 
system just introduced by the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer? A little army of 
non-producers must be saddled upon the 
over-burdened taxpayers of this country, 
and as far as the coal tax is concerned, 


in order to bring in a sum that would 


be covered by Id. in the £ of income tax. 
The Chancellor of the Exchequer when 
proposing the tax upon coal spoke of the 
large profits made by colliery proprietors 
during the last eighteen months or two 
years. He very carefully abstained from 
referring to the lean years. The Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer succeeded in 
obtaining a large number of statistics to 
prove the money gained—he did not 
take any trouble, as far as we know, to 
ascertain the money lost in other years ; 
and it was very flattering to those of us 
who represent the constituencies in which 
the best Welsh steam coal is obtained 
(which by the way is only four constituen- | 
cies) to know that the coal is of such a/ 
superior quality. But superior as it is, 
it is not essential, though undoubtedly 
the best steam coalinthe world. The area 
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of the South Wales coal-field is about one 
thousand square miles, but the area in 
which the coal that has given the name 
much prominence 
is only one hundred and twenty square 
miles, just one-eighth of the total area, 
And even the best coal in ordinary times 
is not so much sought after as appears 
to be the view of the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer. In fixing the} selling price 


‘he seems to be under the impression 


that it is only a question of the amount 
demanded and the purchaser would have 
no other choice than to comply. 


But the President of the Board of 
Trade the other evening rightly ex- 
pressed the proper view when he said 
it was largely a question of freights ; 
and, that being so, the addition of 1s. per 
ton in the shape of a tax will mean that 
much less freight will be available to 
compete in foreign markets. In fact the 
tax is just ls. in favour of the foreign 
shipowner and the handicapping of our 
own. The tax will just reduce our 
markets as represented by the distance 
that the freight of ls. per ton would 
carry a cargo of coal. Now we complain 
that a section of a trade should be penal- 
ised by this tax. We may say that mine- 
owners and their workmen and the ship- 
owners are chief sufferers by this tax. 
Some of us know the risks the mine- 
owners have to endure in order to win the 
coal. We also know that the miner 
risks his life in order to raise it from the 
dark caverns in which it is found. But 
what do the royalty owners risk in the 
matter? Not a farthing. Has not the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer heard of the 
proposals to nationalise royalties ? Well, 
this measure will be an inducement for 
those who hold such views to persevere 
in their agitation. I maintain that sueh 
a proposal is not more unreasonable than 
the one to put a tax of 1s. per ton upon 
exported coal. Hitherto it has been 
said that Wales has not suffered so much 
from agricultural depression as some other 
That 
lis to be attributed to the fact that in 
|Glamorgan and Monmouth there have 
/been so many flourishing industries in 
/which many thousands have been en- 

loyed, and which furnished so good a 
parte for food supplies. Many of the 
workers keep up their connection with 
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find their way tothe rural districts. Any- 
thing that will hurt the great industries 
of South Wales will react upon the whole 
of the Principality. Indeed, some seven 
hundred thousand people in Glamorgan 
and Monmouth depend entirely upon 
coal exporting industries. So strongly 
do the miners of South Wales feel the 
imposition that I myself have received 
eighty resolutions, representing one hun- 
dred and twenty thousand miners, in 


{21 May 1901} 
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|did not secure the supremacy of Great 
Britain in South Africa. There is no 
mistake about that, but granting that, 
‘there should be nothing short of self- 
government to the new colonies. 
CotoneL MILWARD (Warwickshire, 
Stratford-upon-Avon): In the last two 
speeches we have seen the difficulties of 
debating a specific subject on a general 
Amendment. Here and there we have 


which they bitterly complain of the a speech interjected on one specific 


injustice of being singled out to bear this 
additional burden. They realise that 
they have to bear a double burden. 
First, a tax on their wages and on the 
increased cost of sea-borne food. What- 
ever may be our opinion about the 
present war, we must have felt proud 
of the manner in which our men rallied 
to the colours when called upon at 
the commencement of hostilities. I 
certainly felt very proud of my native 
county, which in every way sent 
out some four thousand men to the front, | 
and most of them were miners, whose 
fellow workmen subscribed to keep the 
wives and families of those who are fight- 
ing for their country. And how does the 
Government recognise the gallantry of 
those brave men? By taxing their 
one great industry. It is for us who have 
some regard to the principles under which 
our country rose to what we are now 
afraid is its greatest height; we must. 
at least offer our strongest opposition 
to a measure that seeks to wreck and | 
destroy the splendid services of Peel and 
Cobden, Bright and Gladstone, and 
reject the most reactionary and mis- 
chievous Budget of modern times. 
I trust that the Government will do 
something to bring about a reconciliation 
and pacification of the Transvaal and 
the Orange River Colony. It is the 
City financiers who get up these political 
and war scares. They do not realise 
how difficult it is to conquer a free people. 
One of the grandest things connected | 
with the late war was to see the sons of 


subject, such as the coal tax, in the midst 
of a general debate. I have an Amend- 
ment on the Paper to discuss another 
specific subject, viz., the question of the 
sugar tax as it will affect our colonies ; 
but I have thought it better not to perse- 
vere with it. This is a subject in which 
I myself have taken a very great interest 
for the last five years ; one where a great 
deal of injustice has been done to our 
colonial possessions ; and which involves 
a large amount of capital invested, not 
only in the West Indies but in Australia 
and Natal. It seems to me that it would 
be scarcely respectful to these colonies 
to discuss this question unless we could 
do so in a serious way. The colonies 
will naturally be looking to the English 
papers to see what has taken place, and 
they would be disappointed if they saw 
that, instead of giving an evening to it, 
we had simply interjected a speech here 
and there on this important subject, 
ona general motion regarding the finance 
of the country. Therefore I come at 
once to the Amendment which has been 
raised by the right hon. Gentleman 
the Member for East Wolverhampton. | 
should like, however, to say that perhaps 
the most striking speech delivered yester- 
day or to-day was that of the hon. Mem- 
ber for Waterford. It was painful and 
interesting. Painful because it was a 
studied attack on the right hon. Member 
for East Wolverhampton, who has 
many admirers on both sides of the 
House ; and interesting, because the hon. 
Member said that the whole of the sym- 


the Empire rallying round the grand old | pathies of the Irish Members were given to 
flag. I trust the same policy will be|the Boers in the present war. I take 
pursued as in Canada during the rebellion | that to be a proof that the question of 
there, when Lord Durham went out and | Home Rule is absolutely dead as a ques- 
brought peace in a very short time, and} tion of practical politics. The hon. 
as was followed in Australia after the) Member would not have made that 
Lawlor insurrection, when self-govern-| statement otherwise ; but from it we 
ment was given to Victoria. I would | are taught what to expect should Home 
never be a party to a settlement which’ Rule ever be granted to Ireland. 
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The right hon. Gentleman the Leader 
of the Opposition spoke very much more 
strongly at Bradford the other day than 
the right hon. Gentleman the Member 
for East Wolverhampton yesterday, 
and described the financial outlook as 
appalling. 1 cannot see that it is in 
the least appalling. I see that the 
country is enormously rich, that it is 
spending its money very freely, and 
is apparently well able to pay for all 
its wants. ‘True, there is great need for 
economy, but I can see nothing in the 
financial outlook which can be properly 
deseribed as appalling. I wish to say, 
in passing, that it is curious in dealing 
with figures to observe what different 
aspects can be placed upon those figures. 
For instance, they told quite a different 
story to the right hon. the Memberfor East 
Wolverhampton and the hon. Member 
for East Edinburgh. ‘Taking the last 
year of Lord Rosebery’s administration, 
and comparing it withthis year, find that 
the national income in 1895-6 amounted 
to £96,192,000, while the income this 
year is estimated at £143,255,000— 
or an increase of £47,000,000, although 
no one can say, inside or outside the 
House, that the burden of taxation is 
by any means particularly heavy. Cer- 
tainly it is not appalling. Out of that 
increase of £47,000,000, the increase 
of national taxation accounts for 
£22,067,000, and the normal increase 
of the income of the country has been 
no less than £24,996,000; that is to 
say, putting the new taxes out of account 
altogether, the actual increase of income 
has amounted to £25,000,000. Of course 
the expenditure has largely increased. 
We have heard that the expenditure 
on the Navy and Army has increased by 
no less than £24,000,000, but in con- 
nection with that increase there was 
an interesting statement by the right 
hon. Gentleman the Leader of the Oppo- 
sition at Bradford. He stated that 
during the years 1890-5 the navies of 
France, Germany, Russia, and _ the 
United States had increased at the rate 
of 6 per cent., whereas in the years 
1895-1901 they had increased at the 
rate of 50 per cent. The right hon. 
Gentleman, of course, could not say 
that that was due to their own neces- 
sities, but this was certain, that it would 
be impossible for this country to sit 
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{down to a position of that kind. If 
foreign nations increase their navies it is 
necessary that we should increase not 
only our Navy, but our Army too. The 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
East Wolverhampton says that the Navy 
is our first line of defence, our second 
line of defence, and our third line of 
defence. That is perfectly true, but 
after that comes the Army. We have 
seen many strange things in connection 
with the present war. We saw, to our 
utter surprise, Natal invaded by an 
enemy ; we saw Kimberley and Mafe- 
king shut up for weeks by great bodies of 
Boers. But if this surprise took place 
when we were fighting a small country 
in South Africa, what might not the 
surprise be in connection with large 
Continental countries, which were increas- 
ing their armies and their navies at the 
rate mentioned? I should like to point 
out that the measure of reform for our 
Army passed last week is a measure 
of decentralisation, and will not necessarily 
increase the cost of the Army. ‘There is 
no doubt that a great deal of the expense 
of the Army has arisen from the over- 
grown nature of the establishment. I 
thoroughly believe that when we have 
not one army, but six, when we have 
generals at the head of these six army 
corps capable of supervising closely 
the expenditure, we will find a very large 
economy in the administration of the 
Army. I should like to mention one 
concrete case, which illustrates the 
necessity for reform. After the attack 
on Spion Kop, the chief of the staff 
telegraphed down to Natal asking for 
volunteer officers from the volunteer 
regiments in Natal to go to the front. 
Twenty seven of these young fellows, 
from twenty five to thirty years of age, 
many of them engaged in_ business, 
volunteered. They all knew the country, 
and many of them knew the Boer and 
the Kaffir languages, but, to their utter 
surprise, eighteen out of the twenty 
seven were ordered by the War Office 
to join batteries either in England or 
India! I think that shows how the 
War Office is conducted. The total 
excess over ordinary expenditure at the 
present time is three millions. The right 
hon. Gentleman put it at five millions. 


Sirk HENRY FOWLER (Wolverhamp- 
ton, E.): The Returns circulated this 
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£9,300,000. 
CoLONEL MILWARD: It is very 


which express very much the same idea. 
Last year we added by new taxation 
£11,067,000, and this year £11,000,000, 
making together £22,067,000. I fully 





and frankly admit that our normal | 
expenditure is increasing, and that as | 


regards defence it has been forced on us. 
But if we are forced to this additional 
expenditure we will not shrink from it, 
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morning show that the actual sum is {to defend the income tax. 


curious when we are dealing in figures | 
that we can often find different figures | 


and we are as well able to bear it as other 
nations. My right hon. friend the | 
Member for Preston referred to the 


great increase in expenditure in France, 
Italy, Germany, and Russia, but if we 
look at the continually increasing wealth 
of this country there is no doubt what- 
ever that we will not be the first to give 
in if it is a matter even of increasing 
our armaments. No one doubts the 
vast increase in the prosperity and well- 
being of the working classes. We see it 
on all sides, especially on Saturdays and 
Sundays. We see that pleasures which 
formerly were outside the purview of 
their lives now enter very largely into 
them. Another class which have also 
advanced in wealth and prosperity are the 
income-tax payers. In the last year 
of the late Administration the income 
tax at 8d. in the £ produced £15,600,000, 
and last year at 1s. in the £ it produced 
£26,920,000. 
irom these figures what was the income 
of income-tax payers in these two years. 
In 1894-5 the incomes on which the 
tax was levied amounted to £468,000,000, 
whereas last year they amounted to 
£538,000,000. Such a story in finance 
was never told in any country before, 
as that the incomes of one class of 
the community should in six years 
have inereased from £468,000,000 to 
£538,000,000. And it must be remem- 
bered that in that class there are no 
doubt many men—landowners, agricul- 
turists, and perhaps clergymen—whose 
incomes have not increased at all. 
Look at it from another point of view. 
Deducting the amount of the tax, there 
remained to that class £452,000,000 
in the first mentioned year, and 
£511.000,000 last year. 











I am not here 





It is very easy to find | 
'ducing party questions ; but it is ex- 


|in at that time. 
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I believe that 
|in many cases it is a very hard tax, and 
| presses unduly on certain classes such as 
landowners, ‘agriculturists, widows, clergy- 
men, and people on settled incomes. I 
made a suggestion once or twice to the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer which I 
venture to renew now. It is, whether 
it would not be possible to collect a part 
of the income tax half-yearly in advance. 
I believe that there are a great many 
people who would rather pay a part 
'of their income tax in advance in 
| August or September than have to pay 
‘it all at the beginning of the year. A 
man with an income of £700 has at the 
shilling rate to pay £35 at the beginning 
of the year, when he has to pay rent, rates, 
| and doctors’ and other bills, which come 
I believe if some in- 
|ducement were offered many people 
would pay part of the tax in advance, 
and the Treasury would have five or 
six millions in the autumn and a great. 
deal of satisfaction would be afforded to 
the persons concerned. In conclusion 
I would say that if this Amendment is 
pressed to a division, it can only be re- 





it 


garded as a want of confidence vote 
in the Government. No Government 
could possibly stand after being defeated 
on an important Amendment to the 
Finance Bill. I entirely agree with the 
right hon. Gentleman opposite—I have 


|the greatest respect for him—that it 


would be very desirable if we could 
discuss questions connected with the 
finances of the country without intro- 


ceedingly difficult to do so. It is unfor- 
tunate that on a question of duties of 
his kind one must vote on party lines. 
Members must vote aye or nay, as it is 
a vote of want of confidence in the 
Government, and will be so regarded 
by the House and the country. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
(Stirling Burghs): I think it will pre- 
bably be for the convenience of hon. 
Members if we take the division to-day, 
leaving the general question to be dis- 
cussed further on the day on which this 
Bill will again be put down for discussion. 
I have seen a crowd of Members on either 
side rise on every occasion, and | can only 
address this word of consolation to them 
—I have no doubt that, either on that 
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further occasion or on the details of the 
Bill, they will have ample opportunity 
of enlightening the House with their 
opinions. The Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer told us that this was in reality 
a war Budget. He said :—‘* What is the 
main feature of this Budget ? It is the 
war expenditure.” In a sense that is 
perfectly true. No doubt the huge 
sums which have been dealt with last 
year and this year directly arise from the 
war. The war, past, present, and future 
—-the war in its inception, its conduct, 
and its probable end, comes within the 
limits of this discussion ; and you, Sir, 
have shown that that is so by the great 
latitude you have allowed in the course 
of the debate. But I doubt whether it 
would be either usual or convenient to 
use this occasion for the purpose of dis- 
cussing the policy or the conduct of the 
war. The House has had _ repeated 
occasions of discussing the subject, and 
will have others, no doubt. We must 
have opportunities within a very few 
weeks of discussing our present position 
in relation to the war in South Africa. 
I cannot help thinking we should not 
be doing justice to the growing feeling of 
weariness on the part of the country if 
we did not. The country is desirous, 
no doubt, of securing benefit to ourselves 
and to our Empire from all the sacrifices 
that have been made in the war; but, 
at the same time, | am sure I am ex- 
pressing what is within the knowledge 
of most Members who hear me when | 


say that there is an almost universal | 





desire for peace—for a peace, not only on 
reasonable, but, | would rather say, on 
generous and honourable terms; but, 
at the same time,for a peace which would 
be final and satisfactory. That is what 
the country desires, and we are in a great 
state of uncertainty and darkness as to 
the steps that are being taken at this 
moment in order to secure that desirable 
result. That is a matter which is neces- 
sarily forcing itself upon the attention 
of the House. It must be dealt with 
before much further time has elapsed, 
but I venture to doubt whether this is 
the proper occasion for it to-day. To- 
day we are concerned, not with the war 
itself or with the expenditure upon the 
war, but with the financial arrangements 
that are proposed by the Government 
for meeting that expenditure. It is to 


Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman. 


{COMMONS} 
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these that this Amendment addresses 
itself, and it seeks also to direct—and 
this, perhaps, is its main object, as | 
understand the motive of my right hon. 
friend—the attention of the House and 
the country to the startling facts dis- 
closed as to the huge growth of our 
normal expenditure. 

There are two purposes, Sir, to 
which there seems apparently to be an 
idea, in some quarters at all events, of 
applying this great war expenditure. 
There is a tendency to use it for the 
purpose of blinding our eyes to the rate 
at which the normal charges have been 
allowed to increase. Of any such inten- 
tion I completely acquit the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer. He has, not only in 
his Budget speech, but since then, been 
most honest and outspoken in his lan- 
guage on this subject. More than once 
we have been surprised and gladdened 
by a healthy outburst of a strong econo- 
mical fervour from the right hon. Gentle- 
man. We have on more than one ocea- 
sion praised his frankness and his courage 
in doing so; but I am bound to say that 
on further reflection we have qualified 
a little our estimate, not, indeed, of his 
frankness, but of his courage. The 
right hon. Gentleman appears sometimes 
to forget that he is not a mere watchman 
set upon a tower to warn us of some 
impending danger. He is above all other 
men the particular public official who is 
charged with the duty of protecting us 
from that danger. He has given us on 
several occasions eloquent rebukes and 
| exhortations, addressed, it seems tous, 
|rather to his colleagues than to the 
House ; but they should, I venture to 
say, have been administered to his col- 
leagues in their respective Departments. 
He has hinted that we should not think 
hardly of him if we knew all the things 
that have been asked of him, and what 
it was that he had replied. I can well 
believe it. I can well believe that the 
demands made upon him as Chancellor 
of the Exchequer have been extravagant 
beyond our knowledge, if not beyond 
/our conception, and I feel sure that he 
|met those demands in firm and em- 
phatic language. But that does not alter 
the fact of his responsibility, and 
the fact that it is the duty of the Treasury 
to check extravagance. The Treasury 
does not discharge that duty by mere 
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complaints. What are the facts? I am { 
not going to plunge into figures, because | 
for one reason, although there is really | 
no conflict on the general effect of the 
figures, I notice that every set of figures 
that is quoted differs in some way or 
another from those that we have had 
before. But I have one or two figures, 
at all events, that I think are beyond 
suspicion. The increase in the ordinary 
expenditure of the country since the 
present Government came into power 
has been 33 millions sterling. The right 
hon. Gentleman meets this sometimes 
by asking us what we would have re- 
duced, by asking us to put our finger on 
the particular item which should be 
diminished. In that he makes a demand 
on us that I think he is not entitled to 
make. It is not our business to suggest 
particular reductions, and we have not 
the information which is at his disposal 
which would enable us to do so. Take 
an individual case. Take the expen- 
diture on the Army and the Navy. It 
has increased by £22,600,000. 1 said I 
would avoid figures, but here are some 
which I think set the growth of expen- 
diture in rather a strong light. In 
1881-2 the ordinary cost of the Army 
and Navy was per head of the population 
l4s., in 1891-2, ten years later, it was 
l7s., and this year, after another decade 
has passed, it is 30s. per head of the popu- 
lation. The right hon. Gentleman and 
some of his friends say to us, ** Do you 
want to starve the Army?” and we 
reply, ‘* No.” “‘ Then,” it is said, “* why 
do you grumble at this expenditure ?” 
We are asked, ‘ Do you think, on the 
other hand, we do not need a Navy ?”’ 
We say, ‘* Yes, we quite agree that we 
must have a strong Navy.” “ Then 
why do you cavil at the Naval Esti- 
mates ?”’ is the rejoinder. There are 
two qualifications with which we accept 
any Estimates for the most excellent 
purposes. In the first place, do these 
Estimates give us an army and navy 
strong in proportion to the money spent ? 
Here is where the strong Chancellor of 
the Exchequer in a strong Government | 
would come in. I have never seen in| 
Committee of Supply much useful work 
done in the way of reduction of expen- 
diture, although, of course, there is 
abundant use and public benefit in the 
free discussion of the matters involved. | 


{21 May 1901} 
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I confess I thought that the hon. Member 
for Exeter in the course of an admirable 
speech last night made a suggestion 
which well deserves consideration, and 
that is whether on the Army and Navy 
Estimates there should not be a periodical 
committee of inquiry—not a Standing 
Committee, to wh ch I should be entirely 
opposed. A Standing Committee to 


' which these Estimates should be referred 


automatically would destroy the respon- 
sibility of the Minister, and, what is 
worse, would destroy his own sense of 
responsibility. But a periodical examina- 
tion every five, six, or seven years would, 
I think, be a great source of enlighten- 
ment to the House, and would bring 
larger number of Members into some 
acquaintance with the facts with which 
you have to deal in this matter. The 
only organised opinion in this House 
on the question of military and naval 
expenditure is an opinion organised to 
increase and not to scrutinise or to check 
expenditure. But our object is to secure 
well expended money. We are by no 
means satisfied that this is now done. 
When fresh items of expenditure are 
incurred—and the relentless march of 
military inventiveness no doubt makes 
that necessary from time to time, for the 
art of war, unfortunately, is not an art 
which stands still—I cannot help think- 
ing it might often occur that some 
older expenditure might be dropped, and 
some relief obtained in that way. 

My confidence in the present Adminis- 
tration is shaken when | remember what 
can occur in these matters. ] remember a 
case, which, perhaps, some Members of 
the House may also bear in mind, where 
a Minister was censured by the House of 
Commons on account of a deficiency in 
small arms ammunition. This thought- 


less Minister had provided only ninety- 


two million rounds—at any rate, he had 
provided an amount which, considering 
the enormous pace at which the article 
could be produced, and considering also 
that at that moment the powder that 
was used was practically not out of the 
state of being experimented with, his 
military advisers told him was a sufficient 
provision. The House of Commons 
thought differently, and that happy 
result to which I have referred followed. 
A Minister came in who immediately 
introduced a special Vote for a large sum 
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of money to make good this frightful | ments. 


y. Five or six years have passed, 
and no doubt the Votes have been care- 
fully scrutinised by these Gentlemen 
who are so sensitive to the possible defi- 
ciencies of the country in every respect. 
Yet, when they managed to lead us into 
a big war we are informed, to our great 
surprise—and our surprise is still greater 
when we ask why we were informed of 
the matter—that in the first days of the 
war they only had in reserve 3,300 rounds 
of small arms ammunition. It was not 
for want of money. This was not due 
to starving the Army, because the Esti- 
mates had been increased from eighteen 


deficiency. 





{COMMONS} 


millions to well on to thirty millions. 


Therefore, I can only take it as a terrible 
example of maladministration and a 
proof to the world in such a conerete form 
as they have seldom had before that the 
mere spending of money and heaping up 
of Estimates does not, after all, prevent 
occasional lapses from perfect efficiency. 

But that by the way. I have dealt 
with one of the qualifications with which 
we regard estimates for military purposes. 
The other is this. Expenditure depends 
on your necessities. But you yourselves 
are the principal agents in many cases 
in creating these necessities. If you 
pursue a restless, pushing, bouncing 
policy, your needs may be indefinitely 
multiplied. The right hon. Gentleman 
attributes this great expenditure to the 
growth of the Empire, to the necessity 
of guarding the frontiers of India and 
Canada, and to the increased armaments 
of four or five Great Powers. There is 
nothing new in India or Canada. The 
only thing that | know about India is 
that the Government of which I was a 
member determined upon a certain ar- 
rangement for the defence of the Indian 
frontier, where it was most liable to 
attack ; that the present Government, 
the moment they came into power, 
reversed that arrangement, and after 
looking at the matter and having expe- 
rience of it for two or three years they 
reverted to the arrangement which they 
had abandoned. There is no new ne- 
cessity in that direction. As to Canada, 
I can only say it is a most ill-omened 
reference. I never knew before that 
there was any necessity for openly and 


avowedly taking Canada into considera- | 
tion in regard to our military require- | 


Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman., 
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It is difficult, therefore, to see 

/how the dangers have increased. Then 
there is the action of other Powers. The 


action and reaction between themselves 
ot the estimates of expenditure of dif- 
ferent nations are extremely difficult to 
follow, and it is hard to say which are 
foremost and which are only following 
on the others. The Minister of Agri- 
culture quoted figures showing how the 
military expenditure of Continental 
Powers had increased, and he actually 
quoted the increase of the French and 
German expenditure since 1870, as if 
that had anything to do with the 
position of this country. ‘There are 
two main factors only which I can discern 
which have produced any change in the 
last five or six years. ‘The first is the 
colonial energy of Germany, which brings 
a severe and steady competition against 
us in the markets of the world. But that 
is not a competition that you will meet 
by any armaments that military ex- 
penditure can provide. It is a competi- 
tion that must be met by the increased 
intelligence and the better training of 
those who conduct your trade. So far 
as Iam aware there is no direct geo- 
graphical friction between us and Ger- 
many in any part of the world. There- 
fore, that new development can have 
nothing to do with increased expenditure. 
The only other novelty consists in the 
braggart words and aggressive designs 
with which the present Government 
opened their career as an Administration, 
and in the claim they put forward to be 
the lineal inheritors of universal Empire. 
It is since that time that we have had 
nothing but troubles and critical situa- 
tions all over the world. ‘his is the 
true genesis of all this expenditure, and 
it is in these respects that you can intro- 
duce moderation into your military and 
naval expenditure. I am not going on 
to speak of education, of the Post Office, 
and other branches of expenditure, when 
we are met in the same way—* Are you 
in favour of ,education?”’ “ Yes.” 

“Then why do you grudge the sums we 
ask for?” Our doubt is whether the 
money is properly bestowed ; and with 
regard to all those Civil Service branches 
of expenditure we find the same thing 
exemplified when we by accident come 
upon a concrete instance. The other 
day the ingenuity and pertinacity of 
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some of my hon. friends behind me pro- | 


vided an excellent instance of what I 
mean. We may be asked, “ Are you in 
favour of having law officers of the Crown 
and good ones?” Yes, we are. We 
think they are a useful institution to the 
Government and to the country ; but, 
on the other hand, we do not think the 
two law officers of the Crown should be 
paid £30,000 a year, when £19,000 was 
enough five or six years ago. That is 
the sort of thing which, on being dis- 
closed, tends to make us doubt whether 
there is that careful administration that 
there ought to be. The truth is, the 
Government is demoralised by this huge 
expenditure. The feeling is, when you 
are throwing millions about, why should 
you care about thousands? It is here, 
from the strong vantage ground of the 
Treasury, that the right hon. Gentleman 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer might 
have so much effect if he chose. He 
speaks strongly in the House. He said 
last night— 

“Tdo not think—and I say this with the 
consciousness of my responsibility as Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer—it possible for us to 
continue at the rate of increase which we have 
seen for the past six years without the gravest 
danger to the financial system which has been 
long established in this country, and to which, 


with its light and easy taxation of the indus- , 


tries of the country, I believe we owe much of 
our prosperity.” 
Here is a picture of helplessness. The 
tight hon. Gentleman does not know 
what it will end in, because expenditure 
such as | am deploring cannot be stopped. 
There are a great many items and chan- 
nels in the present expenditure, great as 
it is, which necessarily may lead to in- 
creases in future years. You cannot 
suddenly stop. It is a slow process. It 
needs a great deal of courage and hard- 
heartedness. The right hon. Gentleman 
made an almost piteous appeal to the 
colonies. He said we must look for help 
in this Imperial expenditure to the 
colonies. That is too large a question to 
discuss now, and too large to be intro- 
duced in a casual way into a debate of 
this sort by a responsible Minister. But 
on what condition of a full share in the 
control of Imperial matters would any 
contribution to Imperial charges be made 
by the colonies ? 
Well, Sir, I 
war is being used in some quarters for 
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be new taxes introduced, slipped in 
which%are permanent and capable of 
development, but which are introduced 
under cover of the patriotic feeling of the 
moment, and on the plea of making 
those who supported the war contribute 
to its cost. Of course I refer specially 
to the coal duty and the sugar duty. [ 
will say nothing at present on the coal 
question, which has been so much dis- 
cussed ; but as the right hon. Gentleman 
has referred to what I have said about 
the sugar duty, I will say this, that if you 
are to open some new source of revenue 
like this, sugar is about the worst you 
ean choose, inasmuch as it is the largest 
but one of the articles of food consumed 
by the people, not only when you take 
the sugar itself, but all the other articles 
into which it enters. It is emphatically 
the food of women, and especially of 
children, and when you say, “ Let the 
working man-pay his share,” it will not 
be the working man who pays, as he 
would do if you taxed his tobacco or his 
beer, and possibly other things which he 
consumes personally, but this will come 
out of the money he allows for the main- 
tenance of his family. It will therefore 
press upon the children and the home. 
I will not go further into the general 
question, but that was the reason which 
made me use the words to which the 
right hon. Gentleman referred. Now, 
this Amendment is directed against the 
financial proposals of the Government. 
I blame them for their careless adminis- 
tration, the proof of which is the steady 
growth of the Estimates. I blame them 
for their imposing by their policy bur- 
dens which their own Chancellor of the 
Exchequer says cannot be increased 
without disaster. 


Str M. HICKS BEACH: I said at the 


)} Same rate. 


| the 
| . : 
have chosen, with preferable alternatives 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
We must expect the same rate of increase 
if the political circumstances continue 
same. I believe the Government 


}open to them, new sources of revenue 


have said that the |! 


which will prejudicially disturb trade and 


seriously diminish the comforts of the 


people. 


THe FIRST LORD or tue TREA- 


two purposes. The second purpose is | SURY (Mr. A. J. BaLrour, Manchester, 


that in our financial system there may E.): The right hon. Gentleman, in the 
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course of his speech, has attacked us for 
the nature of our taxation. He has 
attacked us for the extravagance which 
has, in his view, made that taxation 
necessary. Of the character of the taxa- 
tion I mean to say nothing. The right 
hon. Gentleman’s chief criticism was 
that in putting on the sugar tax we had 
taxed the wife and child of the working 
man himself. 
tinction between the working man and 
his family, nor do I believe that the 
working classes of this country deserve 
the taunt of the right hon. Gentleman. 
I do not think the working man is pre- 
pared to regard with indifference taxation 
which does not happen to touch articles 


which he consumes, but touches only | 


articles which are necessary to his wife 
and children. The chief part of the right 
hon. Gentleman’s speech was devoted, 
not, however, to criticism of the taxation 
we have proposed, but to the cause which 
made .that taxation necessary ; and he 
has told us what everybody knows, and 
what we have never concealed, that the 
Estimates have grown very largely in the 
course of the last few years—the Civil 
Service Estimates, the Educational Esti- 
mates, and the Military Estimates. The 
right hon. Gentleman hints that we 
might economise in the salaries of the 
law officers and that we might greatly 
economise in our education. [Opposi- 
tion cries of “ No.” |] So I understand. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
I said we were not certain that the money 
is all well spent. We would vote more 
money for education if we had that 
security. 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: When we are 
talking about the amount of our taxation 


the question is whether we can economise | 


or not. If we are not spending too much 
money on education, then no economy 
can be made under that head. But the 
main charge of the right hon. Gentleman 
is the growth on the military side of our 
expenditure. Nobody denies that. Have 
we got an Army or a Navy too great for 
our present necessities? That is the 
simple question we have before us, and 
I say, in view of the present needs of the 
Empire, neither our Army nor our Navy 
is too great. “ But,” says the right hon. 
Gentleman, “ they are greater than they | 


were in our time, and in our time the) 


I do not draw that dis- | 
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| Sm H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN: 


|No. I said the natural necessities were 
| the same; but I said also that new 
| necessities had arisen in consequence of 
_ your policy. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The “ boune- 
ing” policy to which he referred, | 
suppose. I do not know what that 
bouncing policy is. I know that when 
the right hon. Gentleman left office he 
and his friends left behind them unsolved 
five or six great questions between us 
and the great military Empires of the 
world, each one of which, if mismanaged, 
might have produced a great war. Was 
Fashoda, among other things, due to a 
bouncing policy on the part of the 
Government ? Was it we who said that 
any interference of the French Power in 
the Valley of the Nile would be treated 
by us as an unfriendly act? Was that 
our bounce or your bounce? We do not 
blame you for that statement ; we agree 
with it. But if you make these state. 
ments you must have defensive forces, 
naval and military, to enable you to baek 
up a policy like that. When the right 
hon. Gentleman left office he had neither 
the naval nor the military forces which 
in our opinion are necessary for the 
defence of the Empire. And no man has 
shown—no man has attempted to show 
—that the expenditure on the Army, 
greatly as it has increased, has not given 
us increased military strength in propor- 
tion to the increased military expendi- 
ture. On the contrary, I think it can 
be demonstrated with mathematical 
certainty that, whether our Army be 


|too big or too small, or the right size or 


the wrong size, at all events the money 
we now spend upon it gives us propor- 
tionately a much more effective, a much 
more mobile, and a much more useful 
force than the Army expenditure, smaller 
though it was, in the time of the right 
hon. Gentleman. I am not going to 
discuss the question of ammunition 
again, but the right hon. Gentleman 
actually had the extraordinary courage 
to get up in this House and remind us of 
the fact that he only left ninety-two 
millions of cartridges in _ stock, 
and that that amount, more than 
doubled by that which we hastened 
to provide, proved insufficient when 
war came. That is the evidence he 


necessities were the same.” gives of the preparation for war which 


Mr. A. J. Balfour. 
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he and his friends made. 
be quite beyond my power at the present | 
time and in the few minutes still left | 
to me to take any survey of the respon- 
ibilities of this Empire ; but I do say, 
in the light of recent events, in the | 
light of the strain which the recent 
war has placed not only upon the men 
but upon the stores of this country, 


that it would be perfect 


ys to allow our Army to sink back into 
the condition in which it was when 


the right hon. Gentleman 
1895. 


sibility of government. 


I do not know whether a united 
liberal party are going rapidly to turn | 
us out of office and to accept the respon- | 
When they do, | 
and when they have not merely to | 


{21 May 1901} 





insanity for | 


left office in| 


make speeches but to carry out actions, 


[think they will find that what we have 
done, costly as it has been, great as is 


Aciand-Hood, Capt. Sir A. F. 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Aird, Sir John 

Allhusen, Augustus Hy. Eden 
Allsopp, Hon. George 

Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Amold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bagot,Capt. Josceline FitzRoy 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Col. James Robert 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Balfour, Rt. Hon. A. J.(Manech’r 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. G. W.(Leeds) 
Balfour, Maj. K.R. (Christch. ) 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Barry, Sir F. T. (Windsor) 
Bathurst, Hon. Allen Benjamin 
Beach, Rt. Hn. SirM. H.( Bristol 
Beach, Rt. Hn. W. W.B. (Hants 
Bill, Charles 

Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bigwoou, James 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 

Boseawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Boulnois, Edmund 
Bowles,Capt. H. F. (Middlesex) 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brookfield, Colonel Montagu 
Brown, Alexander H.(Shropsh. 
Bull, William James 

Bullard, Sir Harry 

Butcher, John George 


Campbell, RtHnJ. A. (Glasgow | 


Carlile, William Walter 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V.C. W.(Derbysh. ) 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 


Noes, 123, 


AYES. 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hon.J.(Birm. 
Chamberlain,J. Austen( Wore’ 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Chapman, Edward 
Charri: gton, Spencer 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Clare, Octavius Leigh 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A.E. 
Coddington, Sir William 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb, Sir John Charles R. 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Cook, Sir Frederick Lucas 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
Cranborne, Viscount 
Cripps, Charles Alfred 
Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Cross, Herb. Shepherd (Bolton) 
Crossley, Sir Savile 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 
Cust, Henry John C. 
Dalkeith, Ear] of 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Denny, Colonel 
Dewar,T. R.(T rH’mletsS. Geo. 
Dickinson, Robert Edmond 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Dimsdale,Sir Joseph Cockfield 
Dixon-Hartland, Sir F. Dixon 
Dorington, Sir John Edward 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxford ,Sir William Theodore 
Duke, Henry Edward 

Dyke,Rt. Hn.SirWilliam Hart 
Elliot, Hon.A. Ralph Douglas 
Faber, George Denison 
Fardell, Sir ‘T. George 

| Fellowes, Hn. Ailwyn Edward 
| Fergusson,Rt.Hn.SirJ(Mane’r 
| Finch, George H. 

| Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
| Fisher, William Haves 

| Fison, Frederick William 

| FitzGerald, Sir Robt. Penrose- 
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It would | the strain—and we admit it to be great 
—which we have placed upon the re- 
sources of the country, we have not 
done a single thing which they will 
not have to maintain, 
raised our forces by a single man which 
they can afford to disband, we have not 
added a single ship which they can 
afford to put on one side. 
circumstances, Sir, it appears to me to 
be mere folly to pretend at this time of 
day that we can run this great Empire, 
in the face of our recent experience, on 
Estimates framed on the scale which 
the right hon. Gentleman and his friends 
thought adequate six years ago. 


we have not. 


Under these 


Question put. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 300 ; 


(Division List No. 199.) 


Fitzroy, Hon. Edward Algernon 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Fletcher, Sir Henry 

Flower, Ernest 

Foster,Sir Michael( Lond Univ. 
Gartit, William 

Gibbs, Hn. A.G.H(CityofLond. 
Godson,SirAugustusFrederick 
Gordon, HnJ E.( Elgin & Nairn 
Gordon, J. (Londonderry, S. ) 
Gorst, Rt. Hn. Sir J. Eldon 


| Goschen,Hon. George Joachim 


Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Graham, Henry Robert 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greene,SirEW (Bry SEdm’nds 
Greene, Henry D.(Shrew-bury 
Greene, W. Raymond-(Cambs. } 
Gretton, John 

Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Groves, James Grimble 
Guest, Hon. [vor Churchill 
Guthrie, Walter Murray 
Hain, Edward 

Halsey, Thomas Frederick 
Hambro, Charles Erie 
Hamilton, RtHnLordG(Middx 
Hamilton, Margof(L’nd’nderry 
Hanbury, Rt. Hn. Rbt. Wm. 
Hardy,Laurence (Kent,Ashf'd 
Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Haslam, Sir Alfred S. 

Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heath, Arthur H. (Hanley) 
Heath, James (Statfords. N. W. 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Henderson, Alexander 
Higginbottom, S. W. 

Hoare, Edw Brodie( Hampstead 
Hoare, Sir Samuel (Norwich) 
Hobhouse, Henry (Somerset, E. 
Hogz, Lindsay 

Hope,J. F(Shettield, Brightside 
Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Henry 
Howard, John (Kent, Faversh 
Hozier, Hon. James Henry C, 
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Hudson, George (Bickersteth) 
Hughes, Colonel Edwin 
Hutton, John ( Yorks, N. R.) 
Jebb, SirRichard(Claverhouse 
Jeffreys, Arthur Frederick 
Jessel ,Captain Herbert Merton 
Jobnston, William (Belfast) 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Kennaway, Rt Hn. Sir J. H. 
Kenyon, Hn. Geo. T.(Denbigh 
Kenyon, Jas. (Lanes, Bury) 
Keswick, William 

Kimber, Henry 

King,Sir Henry Seymour 
Lambton, Hon. Frederick W. 
Law, Andrew Bonar 
Lawrence, Joseph (Monmouth 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, John Grant 

Lecky, Rt. Hn. Wm. Edw. H. 


Finance 


Lee, ArthurH.(Hants.,Farehm | 





Lees, SirEiliott (Birkenhead) | 


Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leveson-Gower, Frederick N.S. 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R, 
Loder, Gerald W. Erskine 
Long,Co]. Charles W( Evesham) 
Long, Rt. HonWalter(Bristol,S 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lowther, C. (Cum., Eskdale) 


Loyd, Archie Kirkman 

Lueas, Col. Francis( Lowestoft 
Lueas,ReginaldJ. (Portsmouth 
Macartney, Rt. Hn. WGEllison 
Macidona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
Maconochie, A. W. 
M‘Arthur, Chas. (Liverpool) 
M‘Calmont, Col. H. L. B(Camb. 
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Montayu, G. (Huntingdon) 


Montagu,Hon.J.Scott( Hants. | 
Moon, Edward Robert PacyC. | 


Moore, William (Antrim, N.) 
Morgan, DavidJ(Walthamst’ w 
Morgan, Hn. Fred.(Monm’thsh 
Morrell, George Herbert : 
Morris, Hon. Martin Henry F. 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton,ArthurH.A (Deptford 


| Mount, William Aithur 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. | 


Munt«, Philip A. 
Marray,RtHnAGraham(Bute 
Myers, William Henry 
Newdigate, Francis Alex. 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Denald Ninian 


| O'Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 


Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Parker, Gilbert 

Parkes, Ebenezer 

Peel, HnWim. Robert Wellesley 
Pemberton, John S. G. 

Percy, Earl 

Pierpoint, Robert 

Pilkington, Lieut.-Col. Richard 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 


| Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
| Pretyman, Ernest George 
| Purvis, Robert 

Lowther, Rt. Hn. Jas. (Kent) | 


M‘Calmont,Col.J.(Antrim,E. ) | 


M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire 
Maleolm, Ian 

Manners, Lord Cecil 

Maple, Sir John Blundell 
Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Maxwell, RtHnSirH E( Wigton 
Maxwell, W.J.H.(Dumfriessh. 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Milward, Colonel Victor 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 


Abraham, William (Rhondda) | 


Allan, William (Gateshead) 
Allen, Chas. P. (Glouc.,Stroud 
Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Asquith, Rt. Hon. Herbert H. 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Brown, Geo. M. (Edinburgh) 
Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 

Burt, Thomas 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caine, William Sproston 
Caldwell, James 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Causton, Richard Knight 
‘Cawley, Frederick 


| Crombie, John William 


| Dunn, Sir William 
| Edwards, Frank 





Pym, C. Guy 

Quilter, Sir Cuthbert 
Randles, John S. 

Rankin, Sir James 

Remnant, Jas. Farquharson 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Richards, Henry Charles 
Ridley, Hn. M. W (Stalybridge) 
Ridley,Samuel F( BethnalGr’n) 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney |! 
Robinson, Brooke 


| Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 


Ropner, Colonel Robert 
Round, James 

Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Rutherford, John } 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- | 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alex. 
Samuel, Harry 8S. (Limehouse) 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Seely,Charles Hilton(Lincoln) 


NOES. 
Craig, Robert Hunter 


Davies,M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 
Dewar, John A. (Inverness-sh. 
Dunean, J. Hastings 


Elibank, Master of 
Ellis, John Edward 
Emmott, Alfred 
Evans, Sir F. H. (Maidstone) 
Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Fenwick, Charles 

Ferguson, Rk. C. Munro (Leith) 
Foster,Sir Walter (Derby Co. ) 
Fowler, Rt. Hn. Sir Henry 
Fuller, J. M. F. 
Furness, Sir Christopher 
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Setcn-Karr, Henry 

Sharpe, William Edward T, 
Shaw-Stewart, M. H.(Kenfrew) 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 

Smith, Abel H.(Hertford,East) 
Smith,James Parker(Lanarks, 
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| Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand 


Spear, John Ward 

Spencer, Ernest (W. Bromwich 
Stanley, Hn. Arthur(Ormskrk’ 
Stanley, Ed wardJas. (Somerset 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes.) 
Stewart,SirMarkJ.M ‘Taggart 
Stock, James Henry 

Stone, Sir Benjamin 
Stroyan, John 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, Rt.Hn J.G.(OxfdUni. 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Tufnell, Lt.-Wol. Edward 
Tuke, Sir John Batty 
Valentia, Viscount 

Vincent, Sir Edvar (Exeter) 
Walker, Col. William Hall 
Wanklyn, James Leslie 
Warde,Col. C. E. 
Wason,JohnCathcart (Orkney 
Welby, Lt.-Col ACE( Taunton 
Welby, Sir Chas. G. E. (Notts 
Wharton, Rt. Hn. Jobn Lloyd 
Whiteley, H(Ashtonund. Lyne 
Whitmore, Chas. Algernon 
Williams, RtHnJ Powell-(Brm 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Wilson, A. 8. (York, E.R.) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson,.J. W(Worcestersh. N.) 
Wilson-Todd, Wm. H. ( Yorks, 
Wodehousr, Rt. Hn. E. R. (Bath 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Wortley, Rt. Hon.C. B.Stuart- 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Young, Commander (Berks,E.) 
Younger, William 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Grant, Corrie 

Grey, Sir Edward (Berwick) 
Griffith, Ellis J. 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Haldane, Richard Burdon 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Hayne, Rt. Hn. Chas. Seale- 
Hayter, Rt. Hn. Sir Arthur D. 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Chas. H. 
Hobhouse, C. E. H.(Bristol,E.) 
Holland, William Henry 
Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C. 
Joicey, Sir James 

Jones, Wm. (Carnarvonshire) 
Kay-Shuttleworth, RtHnSirU 
Kearley, Hudson E. 
Kinloch,SirJohnGeorgeSmyth 
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Kitson, Sir James 

Lambert, George 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leese, Sir J. F. (Accrington) 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Leng, Sir John 

Levy, Maurice 

Lough, Thomas 

MCrae, George 

M‘Kenna, Reginald 

M‘Laren, Charles Benjamin 
Mappin, Sir Frederick Thorpe 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Mather, William 

Mellor, Rt. Hon. John William 
Morgan,J. Lloyd (Carmarthen 
Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 
Morton ,Edw.J.C.(Devonport) 
Moss, Samuel 

Norman, Henry 

Norton, Capt. Ceeil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
Palmer, Sir Chas. M.(Durham) 


{21 May 1901} 


| Palmer,George Wm.(Reading) 
| Partington, Oswald 


Pearson, Slr Weetman D. 
Pease, Sir Joseph W.(Durham 
Perks, Robert William 

Price, Robert John 

Priestley, Arthur 

tea, Russell 

Reckitt, Harold James 

Reed, Sir Edw. Jas. (Cardiff) 
Reid,Sir RThreshie( Dumfries) 
tige, Richard 

Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
Robson, William Snowdon 
Roe, Sir Thomas 
Samuel, 8S. M. (Whitechapel) 
Shaw, Chas. Edw. (Statford) 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, Capt. John (Forfarsh 
Smith, Samuel (Flint) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Spencer, RtHn.CR.(Northants 
Stevenson, Francis 8. 
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Strachey, Edward 
Taylor, Theodore Cooke 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, Abel(Carmarthen,E. ) 
Thomas, Alfred(Glamorgan,E. 
Thomas, Ff. Freeman-( Hastings 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Wallace, Robert 
Walton, John Lawson(Leeds.S. 
Warner, Thos. Courtenay T. 
Wason, Eugene(Clackmarnan) 
Weir, James Galloway 
White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
Whiteley ,George( York, W.R.) 
Whiteley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker. Thomas Palmer 
Williams, Osmond(Merioneth 
Woodhouse,SirJ T( Huddersf’d 
Yoxall, James Henry 
TELLERS FOR THE NOES 
Mr. Herbert Gladstone and 
Mr. M‘Arthur. 





Main Question again proposed ; De- 
hate arising. 

It being after Seven of the clock, the 
Debate stood adjourned. 


Debate to be resumed upon Thursday. 


EVENING SITTING. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 
That they have agreed to— 
Ardrossan Harbour Order Confirma- 

tion Bill. 

Avr Harbour Order Confirmation Bill. 

Highland Railway Order Confirma- 
tion Bill, without Amendment. 

That they have passed a Bill, intituled, 
“An Act for Legalising Marriages here- 
tofore solemnised in certain churches 
and places.” Marriages Legalisation 
Bill [Lords]. 

Also a Bill intituled, “An Act to 
amend the Alkali, &c. Works Regula- 
tio Act, 1881.” Alkali, &e. Works 
Regulation Bill [Lords]. 

Also a Bill intituled, ““ An Act to 
amend the Law relating to Prisons in 
Scotland, and for other purposes con- 
nected therewith.’ Prisons (Scotland) 
Bill [Lords]. 

Also a Bill intituled, “An Act to 
confirm a Provisional Order made by 
the Board of Education under the Ele- 


mentary Education Acts, 1870 to 1900, | 
to enable the School Board for Acton | 


to put in force the Lands Clauses Acts. 
Education Board Provisional Order 
Confirmation (Acton) Bill [Lords]. 

Also a Bill intituled, “An Aet to 
authorise the Lynton and Barnstaple 
Railway Company to raise further 
moneys.’ Lynton and Barnstaple Rail- 
way Bill [Lords]. 

Also a Bill intituled, “ An Act to 
authorise the construction of tramways 
and a tramroad in the urban districts 
of Walker, Wallsend, Willington Quay, 
and Gosforth, the borough of Tyne- 
mouth, and the parishes of Willington 
and Longbenton, in the county of North- 


umberland ; and for other purposes.” 
Tyneside Tramways and Tramroads 
Bill [Lords]. 

Also a Bill intituled, “An Act to 


confer further powers upon the mayor, 
aldermen, and burgesses of the borough 
of Wigan in regard to the construction 
of tramways and street improvements, 
and in regard to their electric lighting 
undertaking ; and for other purposes. ” 
Wigan Corporation Tramways, &e. 
Bill [Lords]. 

Also a Bill intituled “* An Act for the 
acquisition of the undertaking of the 
Portmadoc, Croesor, and Beddgelert 
Tram Railway Company ; to construct 
railways and works in the parishes of 
Treflys, Ynyseynhaiarn, and Beddgelert, 
in the county of Carnarvon, and the 
parish of Llanfrothen, in the county of 
Merioneth ; to produce, store, and supply 
electricity for public and private pur- 
poses ; and for other purposes.” Port- 
madoc, Beddgelert, and South Snowdon 
Railway Bill [Lords]. 
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Also a Bill intituled, ‘An Act for | granted to James Godman Rodgers for 
conferring further powers upon the | an invention for improvements in rubber 
Urban District Council of Handsworth | tyres for vehicles.” Rodgers’ Patent 
with respect to Tramways and Electric | Bill [Lords]. 

Lighting; and for other purposes.” | 
Handsworth Urban District Council | "dn Goaanenon 
Bill [Lords] a , | BILL (wd. (ACTON) 

Also a Bill intituled, An Act to, Read the first time; referred to the 
authorise the Corporation of Leeds to Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, 
make street works and to lay down | and to be printed. [Bill 201. ] 
tramways ; and to make better provision | 
in regard to the loans of the Corporation| tyywpon AND BARNSTAPLE RAII Way 
and the health, local government, and | BILL [i.1.]. aaa 
improvement of the city ; and for other TyNESIDE TRAMWAYS AND TRAM. 
purposes.”’ Leeds Corporation (General | ROADS BILL [u.1.]. ; 


Powers) Bill [Lords]. | WIGAN CORPORATION TRAMWAYS, 


Also a Bill intituled, “An Act for | Pe Reedy -h soalhorans ; 
a me Ty of Minaaghem SOUTH SNOWDON RAILWAY BILL fee} 
ramways Company, Limited, to con- et ale ‘ ? ss 
struct additional tramways; and for aes BILL [nx os 
ee ~ rr cana (City) | LeEps CORPORATION (GENERAL 
ne ee se | POWERS) BILL [u.1.]. 
Also a Bill intituled, “An Act to’ grRMINGHAM (CITY) TRAMWAYS BILL 
authorise the South Essex Waterworks | fut. ]. 
Company to construct further works ; SOUTH ESSEX WATER BILL [n.1.]. 
to extend their limits of supply ; and for) BROADSTAIRS AND ST. PETER’S WATER 
other purposes.” South Essex Water AND IMPROVEMENT BILL [u.t.]. 
Bill [Lords]. | SOUTH LANCASHIRE TRAMWAYS BILL 
Also a Bill intituled, “ An Act to [H.1.]. 
authorise the Urban District Council of (CHESTERFIELD IMPROVEMENT BILL 
Broadstairs and St. Peter’s, in the county [H.1.]. 
of Kent, to purchase the undertaking RODGERS’ PATENT BILL [u.1.}. 
of the Broadstairs Waterworks Com- Read the first time: and referred to 
pany; and to construct additional the Examiners of Petitions for Private 
waterworks for the supply of their dis- Bills, 
trict and the parish of St. Peter Extra ; _— 
and to make further and _ better pro- IRISH EDUCATION—TEACHING OF 
vision for the improvement, health, THE IRISH LANGUAGE. 
local government, and finance of the, \fr, DOOGAN (Tyrone, E.) : I rise to 
district ; and for other purposes.” | eal] attention to the question of teaching 
Broadstairs and St. Peter's Water and | the Irish language in Irish schools and to 
Improvement Bill [Lords]. move the resolution that stands in my 
Also a Bill intituled, “An Act to | name on the Paper. This is not a party 
confer further powers upon the South! but an educational question, and one 
Lancashire Tramways Company for the| which I claim can be supported in all 
construction of tramways and street quarters of the House. ‘To explain the 
improvements ; and for other purposes.”’ question it will be necessary for me to 
South Lancashire Tramways Bill [Lords]. | refer to the deplorable condition of the 
Also a Bill intituled, ‘““ An Act to} school life of the children in the Irish- 
authorise the Corporation of Chester-| speaking districts of Ireland. When 
field to execnte certain street improve-| they enter school they are set to what 
ments and works ; to make further pro-|I consider an impossible task, and to 
vision for the improvement, local govern- | one which inflicts upon them much pain, 
ment, and health of the Borough of | punishment, and mental torture. Those 
Chesterfield ; and for other purposes.” | children who come from Irish-speaking 
Chesterfield Improvement Bill [Lords]. | homes, where they may have never 
“And also a Bill intituled, ‘‘ An Act | heard a word of English in their lives, 
or rendering valid certain Letters Patent ‘are set to struggle to acquire English, 
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which to them is a foreign language, | 
through a vocalism to which their 
tongues have been untrained, their 
ears are unfamiliar, and they are fre- 
quently taught by a teacher who knows 
not a single word of Irish. The problem 
seems a most extraordinary one to have 
to solve. It is strange that such treat- 
ment should be inflicted on any civilised 
community—to teach English to Irish- 
speaking pupils who know no English 
through English alone, and by a teacher 
who knows no Irish, and_ therefore 
without the aid of any oral explanation | 
whatever. Surely such a system is not 
education. Education, means the draw- 
ing out of all the mental faculties and 
the training and developing of the 
intellectual powers. But this system 
must inevitably dwarf and stunt the 
intelligence and deprive the children of 
their natural rights to be educated 
—a right to which every person born 
into the world is entitled. It is inevit- 
able that such a system must and does 
produce illiteracy. This evil method 
has been going on now for a long period 
in the history of Ireland—ever since 
the Commissioners of National Educa- 
tion took over the educational destinies 
of our country about sixty-six years ago. 
At that time the native language was 
spoken extensively in the rural areas of 
Ireland. Since that time the home 
language of the pupils as an educative 
instrument has been entirely ignored, 
and the extensive vocabulary which 
the children have acquired at home and 
through intercourse with the people in 
the locality is absolutely shut out from 
them when they go to school as a means 
of acquiring new ideas. The children 
are quick, alert, and intelligent, and 
everybody knows that ideas can only be 
acquired through the instrumentality of 
language, so that the system of beginning 
the education of Irish children in a 
foreign language is most unenlightened 
and intolerable, and is perhaps the 
most barbarous that could be fol- 
lowed in any country in the world. 
The pupils acquire some words | 
merely through the ear, and_ they | 
may be taught to read by sight in 
a mechanical manner without under- 
standing what they are reading. When | 
these children escape from school—and | 
escape they do at the earliest time they | 


ean, for the school to them is a veritable | 
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prison-—they having picked up a mere 
smattering of English, return to the old 
environment of hearing Irish spoken, 
and of speaking it themselves. They 
have acquired such a distaste for the 
sound of the English language that they 
have no desire for continuing their 
reading. In the districts in which they 
live they do not hear it, and as a natural 
consequence in the course of time their 
memory of that language dies out, and 
before they are fully grown up they 
have lost the capacity to read and write, 
and in the Census Returns they must 
necessarily be enrolled in the long local 
list of illiterates. 

The resolution which I respectfully 
submit to the trained intelligence and 
reasoned judgment of the House is the 
only real remedy for this absurd and 
irrational system. It asks the Govern- 
ment to put an end to a system that 
has been absolutely worthless as a system 
of education. It has deprived hundreds 
of thousands of the population in these 
lrish-speaking districts of anything re- 
sembling education at all. This reso- 
lution is purely a demand for educa- 
tional reform—a demand made by the 
voice of the united people of Ireland. 
The bishops, managers, teachers, elected 
local boards, literary societies, the Na- 
tionalist press and the Nationalist 
party, and the Gaelic League are unani- 
mously and loudly demanding this 
educational reform. The Gaelic League 
has pledged itself to continue its active 
and vigorous agitation for the revival of 
the Irish language as part of the edu- 
cational curriculum of the country, and 
as it has behind it a widespread and 
growing movement I venture to think 
that the Government will find it impos- 
sible to refuse its just demand. The 
question then is ripe for settlement, and 
| hope the House to-night, by affirm- 
ing this resolution, will render the 
continuation of this pernicious and 


‘anomalous system in the Irish-speaking 


The resolu- 


districts an impossibility. 


/tion before the House does not demand 


that this bilingual system should be 
applied to the schools of Ireland, which 


‘ may fairly be described as being in English- 
| speaking areas. 


It is only to be applied 

in Irish-speaking districts, where educa- 

tion, under the existing system, is a 

nullity, and where quick, intelligent 

children, born with the inherited capacity 
2G 
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of a gifte! race, go to school with a large 
stock of words and ideas in their own 
language, and which should be utilised 
to lead them from the known to the un- 
known. 
dent commissioner, a man of experience 
and broad mind, a lover of education, and 
a lover of his country, when he was head 
inspector of the Board, in 1855, criticised 
the fatal system of instruction pursued 
by the Board of Education in the dis- 
tricts of the west of Ireland where Irish 
alone was spoken by the people. He 
pointed out that the system in vogue 
was absolutely worthless. In his report 
in 1855 he refers to a school which had 
been seven years in operation, and in 
which he did not find that one child 
knew a word of English, or, in point of 
fact, knew anything else. Hesaid it was 
a waste of time and a cruel injury to the 
children, which deprived them of the 
capacity for future development. In 
that report of 1855, nearly half a century 
ago, he set out in detail the system which 
ought to be followed by the Commis- 
sioners of Education. 

The system outlined by Sir Patrick 
Keenan, then, is what I am to-night sub- 
mitting to the ilouse. When a pupil 
enters a school his mental equipment 
should be utilised, and his intelligence 
developed, in the most thorough and 
efficient manner. He should be taught 
the alphabet of his own native language 
before being set to learn the grammar of 
a strange one. He should be taught to 
read his mother tongue intelligently, 
and then his education in English and 
other school subjects. should be pursued 
through the medium of Irish. Sir 
Patrick Keenan pointed out that by that 
system no injury would be done to the 
acquisition of English ; in fact, it would 
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| 


Sir Patrick Keenan the late resi- | 


enable the children to learn English in a | 


shorter time and in a more improved 
fashion, for their English would be 
strengthened and beautified by the 


vigour and imagery of the mother tongue. | 


Sir Patrick Keenan repeated his recom- 
mendations in 1856, 1857, and 1858. In 
1859 he was taken into office as chief of 
inspectors, when his duty to make annual 
reports ceased. In 1868 he gave evi- 
dence before the Royal Commission on 
Irish Education, in which he again ex- 
pounded the same unchanged ideas on 
the subject. When the present Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer was Colonial 


Mr. Doogan. 
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Secretary he gave Sir Patrick Keenan, 
in 1878, an important commission. He 
sent him out to investigate the language 
difficulty in Malta, and gave him a free 
hand; and Sir Patrick solved the pro- 
blem by introducing into the Maltese 
schools the system of bilingualism—a 
system that throughout his long and 
glorious career he was unable to have 
established in the interests of the bright 
children of his own dear land. 

The absence of this system has done 
much wrong to generations of Irish 
children, who have grown up with their 
intelligence dwarfed, and who had to 
fight the battle of life on that account 
as mere hewers of wood and drawers of 
water. ‘The conclusion irresistibly foreed 
upon the impartial mind is that the 
policy of the Government during this 
long period was the extinction of the 
Irish language. I hope that hereafter 
a more advanced and enlightened policy 
will be carried out in the whole eduea- 
tional system of Ireland. Rules have 
recently been promulgated by the Board 
which go very far to reform the defects 
in the system of elementary education in 
Ireland, but when the question of 
teaching the Irish language had to be 
considered, although the Commissioners 
have taken a step in that direction, they 
have stopped short of bilingualism, 
which was adopted long ago with so much 
success in the Highlands of Scotland, and 
more recently with the happiest results in 
Wales. Countries such as Germany, 
Austria, Belgium, Denmark, and Switzer- 
land recognise the great advantage, as 
an educational instrument, of two lan 
guages. Nobody can deny the disci- 
plinary effect upon the mind of learning 
two languages ; and the mere transference 
of thought from one language to the 
other is in itself a mental process of great 
educational value. The introduction of 
the mother tongue into school life would 
enormously enhance the education of the 
pupils. The use of the Irish language 
would tend to widen their ideas, to culti- 
vate the imagination, to foster a love of 
literature, to improve the taste and 
enlarge the understanding. The Irish 
language is a classic of great beauty, 
imagery, and strength. It is as_har- 
monious, copious, flexible, and as well 
suited to make “‘ the sound an echo to 
the sense ’’ as is the language of Ancient 
Greece. It is as capable of expressing 
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every idea of the mind and every affection 
of the heart as is any language of ancient 
er modern times. I hope, therefore, | 
that the Chief Secretary will not stand in | 
the way of the revival of the native | 
language of the children in the Irish- | 
speaking districts—a revival which is so 
essential in the interests of education and 
in the interests of Ireland. 

I appeal, therefore, to the right hon. 
Gentleman to accept this resolution for 
an educational reform which has been 
too long delayed—a reform which has 
been sanctioned in Scotland and Wales 
by the educational authorities, and which 
has been so favourably reported upon by 
the inspectors. I beg to move the 
resolution standing in my name. 

Mr. THOMAS O'DONNELL (Kerry, 
W.): In rising to second the motion of 
my hon. friend I wish to say that I desire 
to deal with this subject as a literary 
question of great value to us from a 
philological point of view. I wish also 
to say that the Irish language is the only 
natural and most effective medium 
through which to edueate the Irish child. 
This language is to Irishmen really a 
national treasure, and we should be 
unworthy of our position and failing in 
our duty if we did not attempt to keep it 
alive. I think I shall be able to prove 
to the House the value both from the 
intellectual and material standpoints of 
a bilingual education. I do not wish to 
go back into the history of the treatment 
which this language question has re- 
ceived from the English Government. 
Suffice it to say that ever since the English 
came over to us the language of our 
country was a special subject of detesta- 
tion to them. In 1837 a law was passed 
by which it was made a criminal offence 
punishable by death to teach the 
language, and the men who continued to 
speak it had their land confiscated. But 
still the Irish kept their language and 
treasured it. Sixty years ago when a 
system of education exultantly termed 
“national”? was introduced into the | 
country, four-fifths of the Irish spoke 
the Irish language. It was the language 
of home; the language in which the. 
children thought, and the only language | 


by means of which they could receive | 


ideas from their teachers in their schools. 
Can it even be imagined by hon. Members 


‘of this House that the only language 


by which they could be taught did not 
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enlightened treatment ; 
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find a place in the curriculum of the 
schools ? It would be difficult for Eng- 
lishmen to understand the results of such 
a system. Fancy an English child, who 
knows only English, transplanted to, we 
will say Russia, and taught by a teacher 
who only knows Russian. During the 
first six months what would happen to 
the child? The language by which he 
could receive ideas is not used in the 
country, and how is it possible that such 
a child could be effectively instructed ? 
Such was the condition of the Irish 
child, and such has it remained. Such a 
system of education is unjust, and must 
tend to blunt and retard the progress of 
education among our people. Only a 
few nights ago the right hon. Gentleman 
the Chief Secretary stated that one of 
the reasons why Irishmen were not 
appointed to lucrative positions in Ireland 
was that they were not sufficiently edu- 
cated. Even the right hon. Gentleman 
must admit that Irishmen are capable 
of receiving education ; the Irishman is 
proud to be able to say he is the descen- 
dant of a people who loved education and 
earried its light abroad before England 
was a nation; but [ am afraid I must agree 
with the Chief Secretary in this respect. 
Irishmen are not so well educated as they 
should be. What is the cause ; are they 
incapable of receiving it? Are they the 
descendants of a race so stupid and blunt 
that noeducation can improve them? Look 
at the Irishman abroad—in America, in 
the colonies—where, under the influence 
of that liberty which you deny him 
at home, he progresses and goes forward 
to the highest positions in commercial 
and social life. In those countries he is 
capable of filling the highest positions, 
but at home in his own country he is 
uneducated ; there aloné he is unable 
to fill important positions. We feel that 
that is due to the fault of the system of 
the Government, which has not the 
proper force to draw out the latent 
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| abilities of the Irish, and we come here 


to-night to appeal to this House for more 
to appeal to 
them to give our children at home the 


‘opportunity to develop the intelligence 


with which Nature has endowed them. 


It may be said that the Irish language 
is dead, and that our grievance with 
regard to it is a sentimental one, but I 
trust the few quotations I shall read to 
the House will prove to England that the 
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Irish language, which extends back over 
1,400 years, is still a living language, and 
that it would be a loss not only to 
Ireland, but to the whole world, if such a 
virile and ancient language should be 
allowed to pass away. Professor Alfred 
Nutt, the president of the Folk Law 
Society, in a letter to Dr. Douglas Hyde, 
says— 

“This literature can be traced back with 
certainty for over 1,000 years, inferentially 
for several centuries further. It has exhibited 
during the whole of this period characteristics 
of imagination, presentment, and form alike 
enduring, significant, and of extreme interest. 
It contains the life history of the soul of a race, 
and itcan best becomprehendedand expounded 
by means of that race provided they receive the 
necessarytraining. Thegreatcontinentalscholars 
who have done so much for the furtherance 
of Celtic studies are the first to insist upon the 
value of living tradition; the first to urge the 
importance of the instinctive native know- 
ledge and love of Ireland’s ancient speech and 
literature. If Celtic studies are discouraged 
in Ireland springs of knowledge and right 
comprehension will be immediately lost.” 
Professor Stern says— 

“My opinion in consequence is that it were 
to be exceedingly regretted it instruction in 
the Irish language should be excluded from 
the curriculum of schools in that country.” 
Professor Windisch, of the University of 
Leipsig, says— 

‘** Tn Ireland, Irish is the ancient language of 
the country which is even still spoken by 
hundreds of thousands, a language in which 
the spiritual mode of interpretation and 
expression of the people’s forefathers is pre- 
served. It expresses the spiritual peculiarities 
of the character of the Irish population, and 
not to cultivate the Irish language means 
to close up without any necessity a well-spring 
of the spiritual characteristics of the people. 
For the Irishman the Irish language must 
possess a value as a school subject, because it 
contributes towards the maintenance among 
Irishmen of their spiritual characteristics.” 
Professor Dollin, of the University of 
Rennes, says— 

“T confess to you that I am absolutely as- 
tonished that any one can contest the utility of 
it. It is certain that the intelligence of people 
who speak more than one language is sin- 
gularly developed, and it is only natural that in 
Ireland one should study Irish in addition to 
English.” 

Professor Zimmer, of the University of 
Greifswald, says— 

“With regard to the Irish language as a 
subject of instruction, I know of no other 
modern language which, regarded purely as a 


language possesses a higher educational value | 


than modern Irish for a boy who knows 
English. For thorough education of the mind 


(z.e., the intellect) Irish stands on a level with 


Mr. Thomas O'Donnell, 
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| French and German, in fact itis in many respects 
superior to them, because it is more charac- 
teristic and consequently gives more matter for 
thought.” 

Professor York Powell, of Oxford, says— 

“It would be a thousand pities if a wise and 
reasonable effort to bring culture to the 
children through their mother-tongue should 
be stopped on the ground that it is a waste of 
time. The discipline and education were the 
same whether a child learns in Gaelic or 
English. We wantit tolearn both and we know 
by experience in the past that a bilingual child 
will learn English better and more readily if 
its own tongue is not tabooed in the early 
years of its life.” 

These are quotations from men of 
European fame, scholars of the highest 
reputation, knowing the ancient Celtic 
language and the modern languages of 
Al 
Europe, who have come over to Ireland 
and spent months at a time on the 
western seaboard to acquire there a 
speaking knowledge of the language. 
Surely their testimony is worthy of 
regard. I might quote also Professor 
Meyer, of Liverpool, a professor of an 
English university, who says— 

“To refrain from teaching it to Irish youths 
who talk it as their mother-tongue [ must 
regard as a gross educational blunder. The 
Irish language well taught I regard as a first 
rate means of mental training. Why deprive 
in their education for life and all it means the 
youth of Ireland of such intimate touch with 
the literature of their past as they can thus 
acquire ?” 

Professor Holger Pendersen, of Copen- 
hagen, says— 

“T wish to state that the teaching of Irish 
seems to me to be imperiously commanded by 
the simple circumstance that one-third of 
Ireland (in area) is still Irish speaking; for 
Irish children, even if they know some little 
English, cannot acquire a satisfactory intel- 
lectual and moral development if they are not 
taught to read and write their mother-tongue. 
The neglecting of the mother-tongue of the 
pupils is always and everywhere a barbarity, 
and an injustice that should not be allowed in 
our century.” 

Mrs. Hall, speaking of the effect which 
this study has on Irishmen, says— 

“T have never seen anything to compare 
with the enthusiasm and earnestness with which 
the study of the language has been taken up. 
It appears to exercise both an intellectual and 
moral influence over the students ; many of 
them are young men engaged all day in 
various public offices, and young women 
employed in the General Post Office. Yet 
after a hard day’s work they meet together to 
study the language with an energy and perse- 
verance which I have never seen applied to 
| any other intellectual pursuit, while on their 
holidays they find a new and healthful field of 
recreation in gathering the folk-lore and 
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songs, and studying the antiquities of their / 


own ge of the country. Surely every 
possible facility should be put in the way of 
such rational and wholesome recreations and 
pursuits.” 

[ trust these quotations from scholars 
of world-wide fame prove that the Irish 
language, even from a literary point of 
view alone, is worthy of being saved. 

Now I wish to pass on and prove that 
the study of language is not alone useful 
to the people of the particular country, 
but necessary. Gallant little Wales has 
preserved its language. It is studied 
and taught in the schools as necessary 
for the children. Who can say that 
Wales has been injured because of the 
respect they have for their language and 
the traditions which their language 
brings home to them? |The hon. 
Member quoted the opinions of Pro- 
fessor Keenan and other educational 
experts, and also extracts from the re- 
ports of the examiners as to the effect of 
bilingual studies in Wales, and proceeded]: 
In appealing to the House to-night 
on behalf of Irish children, we hope 
the honesty of the English Govern- 
ment will extend to us this 
able concession, and remove the stigma 
from the people of Ireland that they are 
uneducated, and cannot take any position 
in their own land. 

It has been said by the enemies of the 
language that there is no widespread 
feeling for the resuscitation of the 
Janguage. Asa fact, the feeling is as wide- 
spread as it can be. The Catholie Hier- 
archy of Ireland has passed resolution 
after resolution stating in plain unmis- 
takable terms that for the thorough 
education of the Irish child bilingualism 
is absolutely essential. Can anyone in 
this House say that these men are unable 
to form a correct judgment as to what 
is useful to the Irish child ? Can anyone 
say they are influenced by sentiment 
alone, and that they have not the wel- 
fare of the Irish child at heart? Can 
this House refuse a demand in which no 
political considerations are concerned ? 
The different county councils of Ireland, 
representing the people, have practically 
all passed resolutions claiming that the 
Irish language is essential to the proper 
education of the people. For the last 
quarter of a century repeated resolutions 
have been passed that Irish should 
be taught in the schools. 
evidence in favour of the national demand 


reason- | 
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: country 


There is strong | 
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abroad. The Gaelic League, which 
started a few years ago to cultivate a 
knowledge of our dear old mother tongue, 
has over 200 branches in Ireland, over 
a dozen in South America, over 50 
in North America, and a great number 
in England and Scotland, and in these 
branches you have the young men of 
Ireland who are determined that the 
language of their forefathers and of their 
shall live. As showing the 
demand for literature on this subject, I 
may mention that last year there were 
sold 43,000 copies of the first edition of 
O’Growney’s * Study of Irish,” 15,000 of 
the second edition, 3,500, of the third, 
3,000 of the fourth, and 3,000 of the fifth 
edition, and about 20,000 copies of other 
books. That shows, even with the 
present system of education, the results 
of voluntary effort. The Irish language 
is a cultivated and literary language, a 
language which the people are determined 
shall survive. If I have not already 
wearied the House I should like to give 
another quotation. Englishmen are very 
practical, and they like to see Irishmen 
who are always regarded as merely 
sentimental, prove their case with positive 
facts. I will quote an extract from a 
reverend clergyman who knows what 
he is talking about. (The hon. Member 
then read in Irish the letter referred to.) 
I hope that this latest quotation will 
appeal to hon. Gentlemen opposite. 

Sm HARRY BULLARD (Norwich) : 
May I ask the hon. Member to translate 
the letter he has just read 

A NATIONALIST MEMBER: There is no 
necessity. 

Sir HARRY BULLARD: For the 
benefit not only of members on this side 
of the House, but of his own party also. 


Mr. THOMAS O’DONNELL : I should 
be delighted to translate it, but in an 
assembly of educated gentlemen I should 
be sorry to enlighten one who is unable 
to understand the oldest language in 
this kingdom, if not the oldest in Europe. 
I do not wish to import any political 
bias into this discussion ; I have given 
a quotation in my own language in favour 
of the claim I am advocating ; I have not 
done it to offend ; I thought it my duty 
to do it ; and if my hon. friend does not 
understand it I can only pity him. Only 
a few days ago I got a letter from a 
member of the Flemish Academy. They 
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also have a language question. Other 
countries have a language question, and 
will continue to have it. This gentleman 
says :— 


{COMMONS} 


‘*T have just read your interesting paper 


concerning the revival of the Irish language. 
As you perhaps know, we Flemish Nationalists 
have been struggling for years and with good 
result to uphold our language; in fact, we 
have succeeded so far that at present French 
and Flemish enjoy equal rights in Belgium, and 
are both used in school and even in the army ” 
[ am afraid that we in Ireland cannot 
say that with regard to the Irish lan- 
guage. I trust that the English Govern- 
ment will recognise that it is of no advan- 
tage to them, and is a great injury to our 
country, to deny us the opportunity of 
educating our people in the only effective 
way that is open to them. I do not 


wish to dwell too long upon this matter. | 


[trust I have proved that the Irish 
language is a literary medium worthy 
of preservation, and that its use in the 


teaching of the Irish child is essential. | 
Under these circumstances, I hope that /cated, and undeveloped. 


the English Government of to-day will try 


to remedy the evil of the past and give to | 
the Irish child that facility for education | 


which has hitherto been denied him. [| 


do not wish to touch upon the sentimen- 
tal aspect of the question. 


people. I ask, What is 
system of education in England? <A few 
House, which, while it gave a central 
control, allowed each different district 
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clergyman of, I was going to say, the 
ascendency party in Ireland. He says— 
ss Britain, with shame confess this land of 
mune 
First taught thee human knowledge and 
divine ; 
My prelates and my students sent from hence 
Made your sons converts both to God and 
sense.” 
We in Ireland sent our prelates and our 
missionaries not alone to England, but all 
over Europe, in the fifth, sixth, seventh, 
and eighth centuries. Our schools 
flourished ; they were free not alone 
to our own people, but. to students from 
the Continent, and they sent forth 
scholars all over the world. But to-day 
we stand—we, the descendants of a 
people who were ever remarkable for 
their educational ability; we, the de- 
scendants of a people who loved know- 
ledge and learning more than all people 
on earth—we stand to-day, cursed by 
a vicious system of misgovernment, 
declared by you to be illiterate, unedu- 
[‘* No, no.’’} 
Yes, we do. If it is to your advantage 
or to the advantage of England that 
Irishmen should remain undeveloped 
and uneducated, continue the bad and 


Irish Language. 


pernicious system which has obtained 


I am address- | 
ing Englishmen, who are a very practical | 


your present | for once, to allow Irishmen to develop 


of the country to introduce the system | 


best adapted to its own particular circum- | ‘ : ; 
'in the language which alone is capable 


stances. Wales is allowed to {ntroduce 
the Welsh language. Other districts 
are allowed to teach whatever subjects 
they think best suited to their require- 
ments. When you in England received, 
a long time ago, local government, you 
said that we in Ireland were unfit to 
receive it ; if you did not say it you acted 
it ; but after a long time we have received 
it. Now we simply ask that you should 
give to us in Ireland that which you are 
giving the English people, the right to 
manage our education in the way we 
think best suited to the educational 
development of our people. Surely that 
is not a great demand. Perhaps I should 
insult my hon. friend who rose just now 
if I quote these words, and before I do 
let me remind him that they are from a 


Mr. Thomas O'Donnell. 


in the past. But if you are prepared 
to discard politics for once, to do justice 


on Irish lines, to allow Irish intellect 


days ago a Bill was introduced in this | t0 feed on the only food which will develop 


'and improve it, then I say grant to us 


to-night the prayer we now offer, and 
allow the children in  Irish-speaking 
districts to receive their mental training 


of drawing out their best faculties. I 
beg to second the motion. 

Motion made, and Question proposed— 
“That in the opinion of this House it 
is essential in the interests of education 
that bilingualism, as a system, be intro- 
duced into the national schools in dis- 


| tricts where Irish is extensively spoken, 


jand that special facilities be afforded 


for training teachers to meet the demand 
for the teaching of Irish throughout 


| Ireland.” —(Mr. Doogan.) 


Mr. RENTOUL (Down, E.): No one 
can accuse the Irish Nationalist party 
of want of consistency in their pro- 


'gramme—at least, as viewed from this 


| 
\ 


side of the House. They are eminently 
consistent in asking for things which 
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would be for the disadvantage of Ireland. | 
In asking for Home Rule we think | 
they are asking for that which would | 
be for the disadvantage of Ireland. | 
We think also they are asking for that | 
which would be for the disadvantage 
of Ireland when they ask for a sectarian 
University. [A NATIONALIST MEMBER : 
The old, old story.] We certainly think 
it would be for the disadvantage of Ireland 
that there should be a revival of the Irish 
language, for which they are asking to- 
night. That the Irish language should 
form a class subject in University colleges 
is a perfectly conceivable and proper 
thing. As an ancient and practically 
dead language—{** No, no ’’]—to the anti- 
quarian and scholar it would be of con- 
siderable interest and value. Mention 
has been made of the literature of the 
Irish language. I understand that in it 
there are some very beautiful things, 
but, after all, it is a very small literature. 
[A NATIONALIST MEMBER: Have you 
read it /] As to the preposterous ques- 
tion whether I have read it—— 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! I 
hope hon. Members will not constantly 
interrupt. 


Mr. RENTOUL: Personally, I have 
not the slightest objection to hon. Mem- 
bers’ interruptions, because they seem 
to me to indicate that hon. Gentlemen 
do not like a plain statement of the facts 
with regard to this highly sentimental 
and poetic subject. I am told that the | 
literature is a very small one. The 
same remark applies to the literature of 
the Hebrews. That undoubtedly con- 
tains very beautiful gems, such as might 
not be found in any other language 
in the world, but it is certainly a very 
small literature, and if it was not the | 
language of sacred Scripture it would 
not be studied seriously as competing 
with other languages as a means of edu- 
cation or of benefit to any people. Look 
at the manner in which the most prudent | 
and intelligent people in the world act 
with regard to their language and litera- | 
ture—I refer to the Jews. They put in 
the first place, as far as they can, not | 
necessarily English, French, German, or 
Russian, but the language of the country 
in which they happen to be, and of the 
people with whom they associate. When 
I came into the House the hon. Member | 
the mover of this resolution was urging 
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‘and German, 
'subject was added to their task. 


‘expense of the living language. 


by 
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that Sir Patrick Keenan had done some- 
thing in the way here suggested in con- 
nection with Malta, and as far as I could 
judge the only advantage that he could 
put forward as springing out of that 
attempt was that Sir Patrick had been 
knighted. The first knight I ever knew 
was my tailor, and when he measured 
me for my clothes, and I had to address 
him as “ Sir Robert,” I learnt then to 


have, perhaps, less appreciation of the 


honour of knighthood than | might 
otherwise have had. That was the sole 
recommendation, as far as I could see, 
put forward in connection with the 
application of the bilingual system 
in Malta. 

Then the hon. Member spoke of 
the value of learning this language, 
and said that some of us would like to ex- 
tinguish it. I have not the slightest 
hesitation in saying that I would like 
to extinguish Irish as a spoken language 
in the country. I happen to have spent 


'a great portion of my life in County 


Donegal, which is very much a bilingual 
county, and in which Irish is spoken, 
I suppose, as much as in almost any 
other county in Ireland. I found that 
the people there regarded having learnt 
the Irish language as their mother tongue 


'as a wonderful disadvantage, and they 
were very anxious to conceal the fact 
that they knew it. 


If this were merely 
a sentimental matter, put forward for the 
sake of a debate on a Tuesday evening, 
it probably would not be worth anybody’s 
while to speak, but it would be deplorable 
if in these days, when we have so much 


difficulty in getting our children taught 


two or three languages, such as French 
without overwork, this 
I am 
sorry to see that an immense proportion 


of the examination papers in connection 
| with 


London and other Universities 
is absurdly taken up by old French 
and old German, which are of no prac- 
tical value whatever, so that people 


‘have to learn these old dead-and-gone 


forms of French and German at the 
With 


regard to the bilingual system, let us 


‘look at how the matter has worked out 


in other places. The two countries 
in Europe in which the bilingual system 
prevails to the largest extent are Bel- 
gium and Switzerland. Those are the 


two countries in which, so far as I can 
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find, university education stands lowest. 
Certainly the university education of 


Switzerland and Belgium cannot com- | 


pete for a moment with that of Germany 
or France or Italy. Some time ago I had 


a conversation in Antwerp with a priest | 


who was examining a class in Flemish, 
and certainly his testimony was very 


strongly against the bilingual system. | 


I came across this bilingual system in 
Brussels. The servants there have to 
speak French to their masters and 
mistresses, but they speak very bad 
French. Coming to Switzerland, I feel 
a little more on firm ground. The lan- 
guages there are French and German 
and a little Italian. 


are not good. Very many Swiss people 
come over here to be educated, and we 
know that in many schools Swiss teachers 
are employed because they speak both 
French and German. It is admitted, I 
think, that the average Swiss is not a 
good or safe French scholar. They are 
not at all equal to the Frenchman in 
French or the German in German. If | 
were employing a teacher to teach 
French and German for a term of two 
years, I should prefer to employ a French- 
man for one year and a German for the 
other year, instead of employing a Swiss 
for two years to teach both languages. 
The hon. Member opposite, in his perora- 
tion, said he thought the Irish language 
was equally as fine and grand as the 


language of the ancient Greeks, and that | 


it was as capable of expressing anything 
as any other language. That was thrill- 
ing and delightful, and his peroration 
shows that he is a master of the English 
language. 


Mr. 
to me ? 

Mr. RENTOUL: Yes, I am. If the 
hon. Member opposite had professed that 
he was a master of the Irish language I 
should not have been in the position to 
contradict him. J was, however, obliged 
to notice the difference between him and 


DOOGAN: Are you referring 


the Leader of his party whilst that long | 


extract in Irish was being read by the 
hon. Member for West Kerry. I have 
never seen on the face of the Leader of 
the Irish party such a wooden look. 


Mr. DOOGAN: I do not think the 


{COMMONS} 


It is acknowledged | 
that Swiss French and Swiss German 
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drawing a parallel example of what | 
want. How would you teach English ina 
‘school to Irish-speaking pupils when the 
teacher does not know Irish ? 

| Mr. RENTOUL: Iam sorry I cannot 
answer that question, because | do not 
follow it. With regard to teaching in the 
schools, that is a matter with which | 
will deal later on. 1 think the meaning 
seems to be that in order that a child 
should be taught English well it is neces- 
sary that the child must first be taught 
to speak Irish well. 

Mr. DOOGAN: To read Irish. 


Mr. RENTOUL: That is a contention 
which I| dispute. 


Mr. THOMAS O’DONNELL: I did 
not state what the hon. and learned 
Member has attributed te me. I simply 
stated that in order to have English 
taught thoroughly it should be taught 
through the language which the child 
knows.. 


Mr. RENTOUL: I am prepared to 
dispute that point. 1 have known many 
children who have been sent to a foreign 
country, and who have been taught the 
foreign language through the foreign 
language itself, and | find it is the best 
method that could be applied. | sent a boy 
to France, and had him taught the 
language entirely through the French, 
without the assistance of one solitary 
word of English. I see occasionally in 
the Irish newspapers at the present time 
| portions of Irish printed from time to 
time, and that is evidently done to propa- 
gate the Irish language. That does not 
seem to me to do anything useful, and | 
am told it is often printed upside down. 
[An Hon. Memper: No, no.| At any 
rate, | am told that that is so, and I am 
sure that the Leader of the Irish party 
will not contradict this statement from 
his own personal knowledge. The hon. 
Gentleman opposite spoke of the system 
in Wales, and he stated that the bilingual 
system there had produced intelligence 
which could not have been got by any 
other educational system. The only 
instance I ever heard of in connection 
with the use of the Welsh language in a 


Trish Lanaquage. 


court of justice was one which occurred 


some time ago at a Welsh assize, where 
counsel asked the permission of the pre- 


hon. and learned Member opposite is | siding judge to address the jury in Welsh. 


Mr. Rentoul. 
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The judge in a weak moment permitted 
it, and counsel said— 

“Gentlemen of the jury,—The Judge is 

generally an honourable, upright man, but in 
this particular case he is prejudiced against 
the prisoner, and therefore you will not listen 
toa word he says when he comes to address 
you. 
The result of this case was not desirable. 
Why does Italy not reintroduce Latin, 
the ancient language of that country ? 
Why is not ancient Greek revived in 
(reece and taught by the side of modern 
Greek ? The whole argument in favour 
of the revival of Erse is base merely on 
sentiment, though I respect that senti- 
ment. What is wanted in Ireland is 
something practicable, and the few 
quotations which the hon. Member oppo- 
site gave certainly do not seem to carry 
him any further than this, that in a 
university Irish might be kept up as an 
interesting dead language, or a language 
practically dead. I have no objection 
to Irish being taught as a dead language. 
The great advantage of English is that it 
is spoken in so many parts of the world. 
language, after all, is intended to convey 
our thoughts in the clearest and most 
unmistakable manner—except when we 
are making political speeches. The Irish 
language will carry us nowhere. It is of 
no value anywhere outside a few moun- 
tainous districts in Ireland. English is 
admitted now to be the leading language 
of the world. English is what the 
Germans would call the Umgangssprache, 
the language for going round the world. 
lithey have not been as fortunate as we 
have in being born into other belongings. 
and in what the hon. Member called “a 
religion made in Germany,” we do not 
wish to take away everything that is 
good for them, and we would like to 
leave them the English language. 

I want to ask the hon. Gentleman who 
seconded this motion, or one of his friends 
who may follow me, to answer a question. 
I wish to know how the teaching of the 
Irish language is to be done. If the 
Chief Secretary for Ireland answers 
seriously this matter, what he has to 





inform us is, How is this to be done? Does , 


itnot involve the getting of a vast number | ; } wa 
from the practical point of view that he 


of teachers who are not to be got at 
present? The hon. Member opposite 
would be perfectly qualified for filling 
that position, but I understand that he 
's one of the rare specimens of that class 
in Ireland. 
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}entire change of the whole system of 


There would have to be an | 
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inspectors, and the cost of the Irish 


‘national system of teaching would be in- 


creased by one-third. It would be the very 
worst thing the Chief Secretary could do 
for Ireland to grant this request. I do 
not think for a moment that hon. Gentle- 
men opposite are serious in their 
desire to put the Lrish language in compe- 
tition with the French or German 
languages. There are several hon. 
Gentlemen opposite, I am told, who are 
having their children taught modern 
languages. I want to know who would 
think of putting Irish in the place of 
either French or German in the educa- 
tion of a child? The average child is 
not able to make headway with more 
than a couple of spoken languages at the 
same time. Hon. Gentlemen opposite 
know perfectly well that there is nothing 
harder than to get an Irish peasant to 
confess that Irish is his mother tongue. 
We want to know how this language will 
benefit the people of Ireland or their 
prosperity. We are told that it is not a 
party question ; but we are not going to 
support this motion on merely senti- 
mental grounds. 


*Mr. WILLIAM JONES (Carnarvon- 
shire, Arfon) said the hon. Member for 
East Down had spoken as if it was pro- 
posed to resuscitate a dead language, 
but that was not the proposal. On the 
other hand, this was a very moderate 
resolution. It was sought to develop 
the mind of the children through the 
medium of a language that they already 
knew. The hon. Member for East Down 
entirely misunderstood the question 
before the House. He had stated that 
Ireland had no literature worth speaking 
of. If the hon. Member had taken the 
least trouble to consult the writings of 
the great European scholars in France, 
Germany, and Italy, he would have 
found that their testimony was that at 
one time the Irish language had not 
merely a literature, but that it had the 
richest literature in Europe. He could 
quote many authorities on the value of 
the Celtic languages. It was, however, 


was going to deal with the matter. 
Speaking as a humble student of the 
Celtic language, and particularly the 
language and literature of Wales, he 
would tell the House what had been done 
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in Wales in recent years. He believed 
it was universally acknowledged that 


no nation had done by self-sacrifice | 


the Welsh 


and endeavour more than 


nation towards fostering education dur- | 


ing the past generation. What was one 
of the main elements in the success of 
their system ? Why, that Welsh had been 
recognised not merely as a means of 
culture, but a means of instruction. 
The success was so startling that the 
chief inspector, who was an English 


gentleman, said there was a striking | 


growth in all-round excellence, in English 
especially. Other inspectors told us in 
their reports that the standard of 
elementary education was greatly raised 
by the introduction of Welsh. In our 
secondary education system it was 
likewise said by the best authorities that 


the influence of the study of Welsh was | 


already beginning to tell on the literature 
ofthe country. Another leading educa- 
tionist bore witness that we had gained 
in every direction by giving Welsh an 
important place in our whole system, 
from the elementary classes to the uni- 
versity course. In these days, when 
commercial education was wanted to 
enable us to compete with Germans and 
Americans, what did we find in Wales ? 
Welsh children in the elementary schools 
and in the splendid intermediate schools, 
and those who entered the university, 
learned French and the Romance lan- 
guages through Welsh much quicker 
than through English. Surely that was 
a practical thing. These languages must 
be an effective means of culture if foreign 
languages which were of such use could 
be learned through them. The reason 
was this. The vowel system, the sytac- 


tical arrangement, and the genius of the | 


Welsh language was much more akin to 


the French language than English. The | 


same thing held good in regard to Irish. 
If Irish children could be taught in their 
schools by using the language already 


known to them as their mother tongue | 


they would learn English all the better. 
After all, that was the main question. 
They were not seeking by the resolution 
to do away with English or to de- 
Anglicise Ireland. What they wanted 
was to get at the mind of the child for 
educational purposes wherever that child 
was to be found. In Wales the teacher 
could now draw forth and educate the 


Mr. William Jones. 


{COMMONS} 
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| mind of the child by means of the tongue 
| known to it. The man who most of all 
in Europe had emphasised the impor. 
tance of the mother tongue as a means 
of culture was Bismarck. 

There was another point in connection 
with education in Wales to which he 
desired to call attention. He held in his 
hand an extract from the latest report 
on the secondary education schools in 
Wales. What did the examiner say about 
the teaching of Welsh in these schools ? 


Irish Language. 


“Tt is pleasing to state that the work 
actually submitted to the test of examination 
was, as a whole, of a very high character, 
This year was a conspicuous absence of poor 
papeis. The Welsh composition and 
the work in grammar were, in every stage, 
better than in any previous year.” 


Of course, the study of Welsh was 
proving to be a really efficient help to 
the acquisition of Engiish, and to serve 
the highest purpose educationally the 
language itself must be taught pari 


passu— with English. That — was 
}exactly what hon. Gentlemen from 
Ireland asked with regard to Irish. 


Such a course of education to-day would 
be better for Ireland and better for this 
country. Bi-lingual education was the 
best for developing the literary power 
,and qualities of the child. If they 
wanted to raise a cultured nation, they 
must give it the best means of sharpening 
its intellectual equipment, and Irish was 
a remarkable instrument for that pur 
pose. Professor Rhys, Principal of Jesus 
College, Oxford, perhaps the best all- 
round Celtic scholar living, writing to 
one of the Commissioners during the 
Viceregal inquiry into the question d 
the Irish language in intermediate educa- 
tion, said— 


‘*T am very sorry to learn from Dr. Douglas 
Hyde that some educationalists who know 
nothing about the [rish language and its 
literature are trying to persuade your Con- 
mission to exclude both from Irish education. 
Irish is a highly inflected idiom, with 
an eminently logical syntax, which is likely 
to be heard a good deal of in the future I 
connection with the question which the early 
ethnology of the British Isles has to dispose of. 
It has a large literature, in which the founda 
tions of a good deal that was developed into 
the romances of the middle ages are beginning 
to be recognised. The difficulty, 
there is any, would arise perhaps from the 
fewness of the texts which have _ hitherto 
been edited for school use ; but I feel sure that 
once the subject is recognised by your Com- 
mission, able men would be found who will 
undertake to prepare handy books.” 


869 
What ° 


rentitio 
alien 1 
thinkin 
tongue 
Ireland 
intellige 
the sy1 
Secreta: 
thetic a 
from. th 
the poi 
trained. 
teachers 
that at 
calculat: 
capable 
them to 


*THE 
LAND ( 
us knov 
languag' 
everyont 
to the h 
down fo: 
is good \ 
subjects. 
chanted 
but it se 
he began 
that he 
Through 
he has, - 
he has « 
think he 
somethin 
painful 
in the h 
Minister. 


At the 
sharp dis 
tions imy 
debating 
tions is 4 
resolution 
glanced ; 
8 very ¢ 
question 

to be give: 
to a chil 
lrish, or 1 
thinks in 
question, 
cipally wi 
daim to 

is, after a 
tion, and 





868 


> tongue 
st of all 

impor- 
1 means 


nection 
uich he 
d in his 
) report 
.00ls in 
y about 
ools ? 

he work 
nination 
1aracter, 
2 of poor 
tion and 
‘y stage, 


sh was 
help to 
O serve 
ly the 
it pari 
was 
from 
Trish. 
would 
for this 
vas the 
power 
f they 
n, they 
‘pening 
ish was 
it pur- 
f Jesus 
est all- 
ting to 
ng the 
tion of 
- educa- 


Douglas 
o know 
and its 
ar Com- 
ication. 
m, with 
is likely 
ture in 
e early 
pose of. 
founda- 
ed into 
vinning 
ulty, I 
om. the 
ritherto 
ire that 
r Com- 
ho will 


What was the use of foisting an ad- 


ilien language upon a child who was 
thinking and speaking in his mother 
tngue? The system of education in 





Irland should train and educate the 
intelligence without missing to educate 
the sympathies. He hoped the Chief 
Seretary would give his most sympa- 
thetic attention to this question. Even 
fom the practical point of view, from 
the point of view of the children to be 


tachers who taught, it was worthy of 
calculated to produce the best and most 


them to take their places in the world. 


*ToHE CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE 
LAND (Mr. Wynpbuam, Dover): Most of 
is know little or nothing of the Celtic 
languages, but I think I may say for 
everyone here that we are ready to listen 
tothe hon. Member who has just sat 
down for as long as he likes whenever he 
isgood enough to speak to us on these 
subjects. He has to-night, as ever, en- 
chanted us with the spell of his eloquence, 
but it seems odd to me to remember that 
he began his speech with the observation 
that he meant to be entirely practical. 
Throughout the whole of his remarks 
he has, no doubt, been very practical ; 
he has created a practical effect, yet I 
think he has invested the subject with 
something of Celtic glamour. It is my 
painful duty to approach the subject 
in the humdrum capacity of a British 
Minister. 

At the very outset I must draw a 
harp distinction between the two ques- 
tions involved in the matter we are 
iebating to-night. One of these ques- 
lions is very explicitly set forth in the 


question is this—‘‘ Ought instruction 


thinks in Irish?” That is the first 
question, and the resolution deals prin- 
cipally with that. Well, Sir, I do not 
aim to be an authority upon what 
8, after all, a purely educational ques- 
ton, and I prefer to base myself on the 





yentitious growth in the shape of an’ 


trained, from the point of view of the 
that attention, as such a course was, 


apable citizens in after life, and to fit. 


resolution, but nearly every speaker has | 
glanced at the other question, which | 
8 very closely allied to it. The first | 


tobe given through the medium of Irish | 
to a child who either can only speak | 
Irish, or who speaks a little English, but | 
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| words of Sir Patrick Keenan, who wrote, 
so long ago as in 1855— 

“It is hard to conceive any more difficult 
school exercise than to begin our first alphabet 
and syllabication, the first attempt at reading, 
in a language of which we know nothing, and 
all this without a means of reference to or com- 
parison with a word of our mother tongue” 
And there I pause for one moment to 
pick up what seemed to me to be a 
fallacy in the reasoning of my hon. 
friend the Member for East Down. 
He said that the best way to teach a 
child French or German was to send 
it to a French or German home. Yes, 
but surely that child would have learned 
to read his mother-tongue, and would 
have got over the difficulties of the 
alphabet and syllabication of its own 
language? Sir Patrick Keenan says— 

“The real policy of the educationalist 

would, in my opinion, be to teach Irish gram- 
matically and soundly to the Irish speaking 
people, and then to teach English through the 
medium of their national language. If that 
system be pursued people will soon be better 
educated than they are, and English will be 
more generally and purely spoken.” 
It is notorious that the Highlanders of 
Scotland brought up in Gaelic homes do 
speak very pure English, and they are 
taught at the outset through the medium 
of Gaelic. The words of Sir Patrick 
Keenan were, I submit, common sense 
fifty-five years ago, and are common 
sense still. Indeed, 1 can speak from my 
own experience. I was not so very long 
ago in a school in a remote district 
of Ireland, where | found particularly 
good instruction being given by a young 
lady to a number of children, and she 
said that three or four of those could 
speak no English. I said, ‘“* Do you 
speak Irish?’ She said, “No.” I 
asked her, “‘How do you begin?” 
Her answer was a winning smile, charm- 
ing but inarticulate. -However, I think 
it was a complete answer. I believe 
that is how she relieved the tedium 
of those children who, on recognising 
certain cyphers, were taught to declare 
by rote that “A cat was ona mat” or 
that ‘“‘A fox was in a box—a sorry busi- 
| ness at the best, as most of us remember, 
but lightened in our case by the interest 
which children take in the familiar, or 
unusual, predicaments of animals. There 
‘has been a note in the Code of the 
| National Board of Education since 1883 
advising that Irish-speaking children 
| 
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should be instructed in the way suggested | to procure funds, I do not know that any 
by Sir Patrick Keenan, and my right | very operative effect can be transmitte 
hon. friend the President of the Board of | either by the Government or by the 
Trade, five years ago, referring to the | Board of Education to the managers of 


matter, said— 

“There are districts in Ireland where the | 

national language is the language of the people. 
Where that is the case it is probably true that 
the best way to teach the children is to teach 
them in the language that they naturally 
speak.” 
I adopt that view with the single sub- 
stituteon of certainty for probability. 
Really, Sir, the matter is not in dispute. 
I could quote a hostile witness—hostile 
in the sense that he and many able men 
are opposed to any unnecessary extension 
of the bilingual system. Dr. Atkinson 
said that— 

‘“‘These children should be taught Irish: and 

they would learn it without great difficulty, 
because they speak it from their childhood. If 
they speak it, then it would be right to teach 
them in the mother tongue. It iswrong not to 
teach them in their mother tongue. [If they 
know Irish, let them be taught in Irish. If 
the child thinks in Irish, let it be taught in 
the Irish language.” 
That evidence was given only three years 
ago by a very learned gentleman who is 
not in favour of the view so eloquently 
put forward by my hon friend, so that 
there is no difference of opinion upon 
this matter. It is not maintained that 
a system of education which might be a 
sad necessity in the case of deaf mutes is 
really proper for those who do not suffer 
from that infirmity. 

In the revised programme of the 
Board of Education, drawn up last 
September and sanctioned by the Irish 
Government in March, I find :— 


“In schools where there are Irish-speaking 
pupils the teacher, if acquainted with the lan- 
guage, is advised to use the vernacular, and 
inspectors are at liberty to use] Irish in con- 
<lucting school examinations.” 


English Members may ask why the | 
Board of Education, holding that opinion, 
only gave advice. I must explain that 
there are profound differences in the | 
system of education in Ireland and in 
this country. For example, neither the | 
Chief Secretary nor any member of the | 
Government has direct control over the 
Board of Education; and, further, the | 
Board of Education has not direct con- 
trol over the managers and teachers of 
the schools. Except by expressing 
opinion, or by offering advice and helping | 


Mr. Wyndham. 


| spoke Irish in 1881 was 885,000. In 
| 1891 it was 642,000. But the force oi 


| Tend, to which the reduction must be 


‘tion on the part of the people from 


‘knew English and knew no Irish. ! 


| schools in Ireland. Hon. Members from 


England may think that system very 
absurd, but I must tell them that we ar: 
not the only people who have found jt 
necessary to govern Ireland through 
system ‘of boards. Nominated boards 
have always been found useful. Why, 
even St. Patrick, when he addressed 
himself to the task of bringing the 
Brehon laws into line with C hristianity, 
found that he could only effect his 
purpose by appointing a joint committee 
to revise them, consisting of three 
bishops, three Brehons, and three kings; 
three clerics, three lawyers, and three 
permanent officials—the very image of a 
Castle board! [A NATIONALIST MEMprR: 
They were all Irish.] And there is 
another difference. In this country we 
have compulsory education. In Ireland 
except in sixty-eight towns and _ town- 
ships out of 120, there is no compulsion; 
it is only optional, and in rural 
districts there is no machinery of 
any kind to put compulsion into effect. 
As a result, out of 900.000 children who 
ought to be in school in Ireland there are 
only at present 500,000. We have a 
right to ask whether more would not 
attend if the instruction were more con- 
genial, and whether more of those who 
attended would not learn more English. 
I know that the size of this problem is 
not very large. The Census figures are 
often quoted. The return of those who 


that argument must be qualified to a 
certain extent when we reflect upon the 
great number who emigrated from Ire 


probably attributed, and not to a cessa- 


speaking the language. It is very 
| difficult to get at the truth of the 
Census returns, and we _ have been 
warned that a good deal of pressure 
would be put on the Irish people to make 
it appear that they talk nothing eb 
but Irish. I am bound in honesty to 
| say that in the past a great many people 
‘thought it a fine thing to say that they 


should not like to make that statement 
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without some evidence to support it. 
It is better to get at the truth in this 
matter and not to argue from a priori 
premises. I quote these words from 
the ofticial report of an inspector of 
fsheries— 





it we are 
found it 
rough a 

boards 
Why. 
dressed 
ing the 
stianity, 
Feet his 
mmittee 
f three 

> kings; 
id three 
age of a 
[EMBER : 
here is 
try we 
Ireland 
| town- 
ulsion ; 

rural 
ery of 
» effect. 
en who 
ere are 
have a 
ld not 
re con- 
se who 
inglish. 
blem is 
res are 
se who 
0. In 
oree of 
1 to a 
on the 
m [re- 
ust be 

cessa- 

from 

very 
of the 

been 
-essure 
. make 
g else 
sty to 
people 
t they 
sh. | 


ement 


“The men we found, on the whole, well 
dad, but only one could speak good English, 
md one other man had a few words of 
fnglish. The children seemed to know no 
English, although there was a school in 
the island. 
aid if you put one of the bigger girls at the 
ith book she could very likely go through it 
in first-rate style, but beyond ‘the books ‘they 
had no English.” 


[have very little doubt a child which 


ould get through the fifth book 
in “first rate style”? would proudly 


inscribe herself as an English scholar in 
the Census report. 

I submit a further consideration. 
(ompulsion is optional on the part of 
the local authorities in Ireland, but the 
local authorities are urging this matter 
upon all our attention, and as a matter 
of administrative expediency ought we 
to resist the demand made by the Irish 
local authorities in a matter which has 
hen accorded to the Highlands 
Seotland and Wales when it is impossible 
to hope that education will be made 
compulsory unless we co-operate with 
the local authorities ? Therefore, as to 
the question of teaching the children who 
speak English but think in Irish, or 
who know only Irish, I say, in view of 
what is done in Scotland and Wales, 
from an administrative point of view, 
and also from an educational point of 
view, in which all the educational experts 
concur, the question is no longer an 
open one, and I regard this debate to that 
extent as being somewhat academical. 
That question is closed, and I should 
be slow to believe that anyone would 
reopen it ; and I shall be slow to believe 
that the Board of Education will neglect | 
any steps that may be necessary in order 
to secure the acceptance of the advice 
which it itself gave eighteen years ago, 


the last few months with the sanction 
of the Irish Secretary and the Govern- 
ment. 

I do not think that I need say any 
more upon this question of teaching 
Irish-speaking children through the 
medium of Irish, because I really do not 
believe that we are in dispute upon that | 
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matter at all. Where we are in dispute 
is when we come to more debateable 
points—the grounds traversed by many 
of the speakers in this debate—‘** Ought 
Irish to be taught in non-Irish-speaking 
districts ?”’ Well, I will do my best to 
describe my own view on that matter, 


Trish Language. 


which is an educational and literary 
question rather than a political one. My 
opinion is identical with that of the 
National Board of Education. In their 


revised programme, sanctioned by the 
Treasury and the Irish Government, I 
find— 


“In connection with the new scheme the 
Commissioners sanction, as they sanctioned 
under the old results system, Irish, French, 
Latin, mathematics, instrumental music as 
optional branches that may be taught in all. 
national schools, and taught during the 
ordinary school hours, provided that the 
adequacy of the course of instruction in the 
usual day subjects is not impaired or ham- 
pered thereby. But, as the time for secular 
instruction is limited, it may not be found 
possible to do that during the ordinary school 
hours. In such case the Commissioners will 
be prepared to recognise them as_ special 
branches, and pay supplemental fees for the 
work done outside ordinary school hours.” 


Now, that is the position taken up by 
the National Board of Education. That 
is my position also. I will not comment 
upon it myself, but I will invite the 


‘attention of those interested to a com- 


ment made upon that by one of the Com- 
missioners of National Education, Arch- 
bishop Walsh, who is reputed, and I 
believe justly reputed, to be a great 
authority upon education. This is what 
he says— 

“T for my part regard what has been done 
by the Commissioners in reference to the 
teaching of Irish as satisfactory enough, at all 
events for the present. I see that on this 
matter also people are writing to the news- 
papers, trying to make out that Irish may not 
Ls teenie in schools as the programme says 
it may be taught now. Plainly, what 
= of that description want is not facilities 
for the teaching of [rish, but what they want 
is a grievance, and in this particular matter 
| the oceupation of the grievance-monger is 
| rapidly coming to an end. » 
I agree with that. I believe that the 
revised rules of the Board do show a 
reasonable attempt to meet the wishes 
expressed upon this matter. But what 
is practical? We have heard debates 
We have had 
a great increase in the Irish Estimates 
recently in reference to Irish education. 
There was £14,000 last year, and £16,000 
this year for the training of teachers in 








875 Teaching of the 


elementary science, cookery, etc. I 
should not interpret this resolution as a 
mandate to the Treasury to stand and 
deliver more money, and everyone knows 
that no resolution should be interpreted 
in that way. In my opinion, if managers 
and parents mean business, and if the 
necessary steps are taken to teach through 
the medium of Irish in the first case, viz., 
where Irish-speaking children are in- 
volved, then, without adding to the 
expense of education in Ireland, it will be 
quite possible to teach Irish as a kind of 
secondary subject in the manner indi- 
cated in that portion of the Commis- 
sioners’ Rules to which I have referred. 
I am glad to believe that the occupation 
of the grievance-monger is rapidly com- 
ing to an end, and I hold that it would 
be a grave mistake to give back his occu- 
pation by taking any backward step or 
exhibiting any vacillation upon a question 
which excites so much interest in Ireland 
at the present moment. 

I approach the second question froma 
purely educational standpoint. . My 
right hon. friend and predecessor said 
in a previous debate that if there were 
any national desire to see Irish intro- 
duced in this way as a secondary subject 
he would not withstand it. Neither am 
I prepared to withstand it. There is at 
present an enthusiasm in Ireland for the 
study of Irish, and in the interests of 


education I submit that it would be a, 


mistake not to take advantage of that 
enthusiasm, because any subject is of 
value educationally if it is pursued with 
zeal. Again I cannot dogmatise as an 
expert in these matters, and I should 
like to quote the words of an inspector of 
intermediate education in Ireland. He 
says— 

“Tt does not appear that the good results 
likely to follow from the proper study of Irish 
are very generally appreciated, notwithstand- 
ing all that is constantly being said about the 
need of bringing the sympathies of the young 
to bear on the subjects of theirstudy. We all 
know well that as regards the general round 
of subjects, the best efforts made in this direc- 
tion can be only a partial success so long as 
boys are boys and girls are girls. Hence the 
great advantage of including in the curriculum 
ene subject which makes a personal appeal 
even to the youngest Irish students, and 
supplies them with a motive to put forth their 
mental powers lovingly and zealously, as doing 
so towards one subject cannot fail to have a 
good influence on their mental attitude towards 
other subjects.” 


But consider what a small question this 
Mr. Wyndham. 
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is in size, though I believe it is a great one 
in respect of educational advantage, 
Only 1,443 children passed in the National 
| schools in Irish last year. Does anyone be. 
lieve that our own language will become 
unintelligible in that country ? With all 
the efforts which have been made there 
has been very little progress. I could 
give an illustration of the progress which 
has been made from this same report. 
There is a phrase, the pronunciation of 
which I will not attempt to give, but the 
meaning of which is, “ The chest was 
full of meal at the time of their marriage,” 
These are some of the translations of 
that sentence given by the children :— 
“The cup of their happiness was full at 
the time of their marriage” ; “ their 
conversation was filled with sweet honey 
while they were married ” ; “ they filled 
their box with fine linen on their mar. 
riage’; “the country was full of oats 
when they were married” ; “the cup- 
board was full of wine at the completion 
of their marriage’; “the coftin was 
filled with meal during their marriage ” ; 
and, lastly, “‘ the company was filled with 
surprise at the duration of their mar- 
riage.” For an Irish child, that is a 
novel, one might almost say a_hill-top 
novel, view of the marriage tie. 

If that be the progress which has been 
made, I think my honourable friends 
may reckon on attending Punches 
town races or the horse show without 
any danger of making a mistake in a 
bargain owing to unfamiliarity with the 
language in Ireland. The only difficulty, 
[ think, in dealing with this question is 
to keep politics out of it. I have not 
altogether succeeded in doing so myself, 
because a moment or two back [ let fall 
the remark that it was difficult to refuse 
to Ireland that which we have accorded 
to Scotland and Wales. But need we 


'dread any dire political consequences 


even from the spread of what is called 
“the Celtic Renaissance’? The hon. 
Member for Waterford will forgive me 
for reminding him that the leaders of 
that movement are quite impartial in the 
attentions they pay, whether to the 
Chief Secretary or to the leader of the 
Irish Nationalist party. In a_ very 
interesting publication of theirs I find 


this statement by one of the standard- 


bearers of the Celtic Renaissance— 
| “Politics is not nationality, and the nine- 
| teenth century has been for Ireland mainly 
| century of humbug.” 
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He writes elsewhere that— 

“Jreland during the last century has in 
many vital matters played the fool.” 
Some of the standard-bearers of the 
(eltic Renaissance may believe that 
English will shortly be unintelligible in 
Ireland, but nobody else does. The hon. 
Member for the Harbour Division of 
Dublin, speaking last year, said that the 
jrish were not so far advanced in lunacy | 
asthat. The bread and butter argument 
does come in, and nobody means to throw 
away such a good industrial and com- 
mercial asset as the English language. 
What the Irish want is, as I have said, 
that the children who cannot be taught 
through English should be taught 
through Irish, and that Irish should be 
taught in the schools as a special subject 
which is calculated to elicit those intellec- 
tual qualities which everybody must 
alow to Irish children. That is the 
practical question. Is the study of Irish, 
even of ancient Irish history, or even, if 
you will, of ancient Irish legend, a good 
ora bad subject for eliciting these quali- 
ties? I happen to think that it is a toes 
subject, and I do not believe that the 
political consequences would be very} 
harmful. Suppose they do go back a 
little further in history. I have some- 
times ventured to think it a pity that all 
Irish history, even the rebel history of 
Mitchell, seems to begin with the Treaty | 
of Limerick, about 1690. Yet cen- 
turies before that the Irish illuminated 
the * Book of Kells’? and won the battle 
of Clontarf. If Irish children read some 
of the publications of the Celtic Renais- 
sance | venture to say that they will find 
that the Ireland long before what 
hon. Members call ‘the pernicious 
influence of British rule’’ was not 
totally different from the Ireland 
of to-day as they have been led to 
believe. I do not know whether I. 
may refer toa poem. The hon. Member 
who preceded me did so, and I wish that 
[could repeat it with the same charm. 
It is a very interesting poetical account | 
given of a visit paid to Ireland by a king | 
of Northumbria, a little before the time | 
of the Venerable Bede. It says— 
“T found in Ulster, from hill to glen, 

Hardy warriors, resolute men.” 

Those are what we find there still. 

“T found in Leinster flourishing pastures.” 
I hope to use that some day in a debate 
upon grass-lands. 

“T’found in Meath’s fair principality 

Virtue, vigour, and hospitality.” 


as | 
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I have admired the vigour of Meath in 
the hunting field, and I have enjoyed its 
hospitality. And, lastly— 
“T also found in Armagh the splendid 
Meekness, wisdom, and prudence blended.” 
Everybody will recognise in that a por- 
trait painted in anticipation of my right 
hon. and gallant friend the Member for 
North Armagh. Now, Sir, are the conse- 
quences of studying the literature of the 
Celtic Renaissance so very desperate ? 
If the result of such instruction should 
be that in fifty or a hundred years— 
though that is a sanguine forecast— 
Irish lads were to abandon the practice 
of singing upon certain anniversaries 
spirited ditties which enjoin the pro- 
priety of kicking the Crown or the Pope 
into this or that river, and to prefer 
instead to recite some of the publications 
of the Celtic Renaissance ; for instance— 
“*Oh, where, Kincora, is Brian the great, 
Where is the Beauty that once was thine, 
Where are the Princes and nobles that sate 
Tofeast in thine halls and drink the red wine? 
Where, oh, Kincora? ” 
For the life of me I cannot see that sucha 
change in the national taste for ballads 
would be politically deleterious. <A 
belief «in legendary grandeur does not— 
witness the Scots—impair the utilitarian 
aptitudes of a race. You would not 


} make a Scotsman into a better engineer 


by confiscating his heirlooms. The [rish 
language is an heirloom of the Irish. 
Its usefulness may not be immediately 


obvious ; but that is true of most heir- 


loom and household gods. And _ yet 
a tutelary reverence for household 
gods has often nerved heart and 
hand for purely utilitarian contests. 


There is no heresy to the Union in per- 
mitting to Ireland that which we pro- 
mote in Scotland and in Wales ; on the 
contrary, it is an article of the Unionist 
creed that within the ambit of the Empire 
there shall be room for the co-operation 
of races, maintaining each a memory 
of its own past as a point of departure for 
converging assaults on the problems of 
the future. Therefore I really see no 
objection to the motion at all. 

Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) : 
I have not risen with any kind of desire 
to continue this discussion, but I have 
risen simply for the purpose of congratu- 
lating the right hon. Gentleman the Chief 
Secretary upon his exceedingly witty and 
charming speech. It is one of the most 
delightful speeches J have ever listened 
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to in this House. What I desire chiefly 
to congratulate him upon is that under- 
neath the lightness of touch and the wit 
of his speech there was evident to the 


House a sincere sympathy with the | 


object we have in view. The right hon. 
Gentleman has accepted the resolution 
which has been proposed by us, and I 


cannot help feeling that the movement | 


in favour of which we have spoken here 
to-night will gain immeasurably by the 
speech of the right hon. Gentleman. If 
there was any danger of the National 


this matter, I feel sure that the 
man will encourage them in following 
out the course they have entered upon, 
and it will enable Irish to be taught in 
school hours in the ordinary districts of 
Ireland, thus introducing the system of 
bilingual teaching into those districts 
where Irish is t e house language of the 
people. Although I admit that the right 
hon. Gentleman is justified in saying 
that this resolution cannot be held to be 
in the nature of a mandate to the Trea- 
sury to provide additional funds, at the 
same time he must recognise that it would 
be impossible to carry out the good inten- 
tions he has enunciated, and fulfil the 
policy he has approved, unless, in the 
words of the resolution, in the future 
‘ special facilities be afforded for training 
teachers to meet the demand for the 
teaching of [rish throughout Ireland.” 
It would be wrong for me to say 
anything further than this, and I am 
heartily glad that the opportunity has 
been afforded me of congratulating the 
right hon. Gentleman not only upon his 
rhetorical triumph, but also upon the 
general sympathy with our object he 
has shown in his speech, which I am 
sure will be received in Ireland with 
feelings of great gratification. 


Question put, and agreed to. 


WELSH DISESTABLISHMENT. 
*Mr. OSMOND WILLIAMS (Merio- 
nethshire): If the circumstances of a 
country were such that a Government 
could with propriety give religious 
instruction to a people, we have it on the 


authority of Lord Macaulay and Bishop | 


Warburton that the religion that ought 
to be taught should, without doubt, be 
that of the majority, and on behalf of 


Mr. John Redmond. 
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| the vast majority of Welsh people of the 
' Principality I beg to move the resolution 
| standing in my name. I maintain that 
/no Church can justify its position as an 
Established Church unless it is the Church 
‘of the majority. As a Welshman, 
and as a representative of a Welsh con- 
stituency, I know perfectly well that the 
Established Church in Wales at the 
present time is not in any shape or form 
the national Church of the country. If 
we Welshmen had our way, this question 


‘of Disestablishment would be settled on 
Board of Education halting upon the | 
road in which they have embarked in | 
cou- | 
rageous words of the right hon. Gentle- | 


a fair and equitable basis before many 
months were over. And it is, perhaps, 
because hitherto Welshmen have not 
insisted upon having their share in the 
attention of Government and Parlia- 
ment, which they ought to have had, 
that this question has remained so long 
unsettled. [ take it that no man with 
any fairness would desire that any 
church should be supported by an un- 
willing population, and I can conceive 
no position more detrimental to any 
church or to any religion than that it 
should be dependent for its existence 
upon conditions of that sort, and | beg 
formally to move my Amendment. 


*Mr. WILLIAM JONES (Carnarvon- 
shire, Arfon): On national and religious 
grounds, I beg to second this motion. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That, as the Church of England in 
Wales has failed to fulfil its professed 
object as a means of promoting the 
religious interests of the Welsh people, 
and ministers to only a small minority 
of the population, its continuance as an 
Established Church in the Principality 
is an anomaly and an injustice which 
ought no longer to exist.’”-—(.Mr. Osmond 
Williams.) 

Mr. BANBURY (Camberwell, Peck- 
ham): The hon. Gentleman who moved 
this motion stated that he was surprised 
that this question had received so little 
| attention from Parliament during the 
last few years. I had the honour of 
sitting in the Parliament of 1892 when, I 
believe, we devoted something like three 
of four weeks to discussing this question, 
}and now the hon. Gentleman opposite 
|is apparently under the impression that 
| three or four minutes will suffice—— 
| It being midnight, the debate stood 
| adjourned. 


Adjourned at two minutes after 
Twelve of the clock. 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS. 


Welnesday, 22nd May, 1901. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


SHEFFIELD DISTRICT RAILWAY BILL 
[Lords]. 


As amended, considered ; to be read 
the third time. 


SUTTON-IN-ASHFIELD URBAN _ DIS- 
TRICT (WATER) BILL [Lords]. 


Member. 


Read a second time, and committed. 


by the 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 6) BILL. 


Read a second time, and committed. 
NORTH BRITISH AND MERCANTILE 


INSURANCE COMPANY’S 
CONFIRMATION. 


neléicates revision 


: Bill to confirm a Provisional Order 
“ under the Private Legislation Procedure 


= North British and Mercantile Insurance 


: General for Scotland. 


> NORTH BRITISH 


INSURANCE COMPANY’S ORDER 


. (Scotland) Act, 1899, relating to the 
: North British and Mercantile Insurance 
* Company,” presented accordingly ; and, 
‘under 62 and 63 Vic., c. 47, s. 7 (2), 
‘ ordered to be considered To-morrow. 


WEST CUMBERLAND ELECTRIC TRAM- 
WAYS BILL. 
Reported, with Amendments ; Report 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


PRIVATE BILLS (GROUP K). 


Mr. Heywood JOHNSTONE reported 
from the Committee on Group K of 
Private Bills, That the parties opposing 


VOL. XCIV. [FourTH SERIES. } 
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ORDER | 


* (Scotland) Act, 1899, relating to the | 


AND MERCANTILE | 
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the Rhyl Improvement Bill had stated 
| that the evidence of Frederick Storr was 
|essential to their case; and it having 
| been proved that his attendance could 
| not be procured without the intervention 
|of the House, he had been instructed to 
move that the said Frederick Storr do 
attend the said Committee on Monday, 
10th June, at half-past Eleven of the 
| clock. 


Petitions. 


| Ordered, That Frederick Storr do 


attend the Committee on Group K of 
Private Bills on Monday, 10th June, at 
half-past Eleven of the clock. 





| 
| 


BLACKPOOL IMPROVEMENT BILL. 


| Reported, with Amendments ; Report 
| to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


PETITIONS. 
| as 
| ELEMENTARY EDUCATION (HIGHER. 
GRADE AND EVENING CONTINUA- 
| TION SCHOOLS): 
Petition from West Calder, for altera- 
' tion of Law ; to lie upon the Table. 


: Company, ordered to be brought in by | 
: The Lord Advocate and Mr. Solicitor | 


/ELEMENTARY EDUCATION 
TARY SCHOOLS). 


(VOLUN- 

Petitions for alteration of Law, from 
|Lower Tranmere; and Higher Tran- 
|mere ; to lie upon the Table. 


S CONFIRMATION BILL. 
> “To confirm a Provisional Order | 
* under the Private Legislation Procedure | 


| HOUSING OF THE WORKING CLASSES 
(REPAYMENT OF LOANS) BILL. 
Petition from Cheltenham, in favour;; 
to lie upon the Table. 


LIQUOR TRAFFIC LOCAL VETO 


(SCOTLAND) BILL. 
Petition of the Scottish Temperance 
League, in favour ; to lie upon the Table. 


LOCAL AUTHORITIES OFFICERS’ 
SUPERANNUATION BILL 
Petition from Cheltenham, in favour ; 
to lie upon the Table. 
3H 
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ROMAN CATHOLIC UNIVERSITY IN 
IRELAND. 


Petition from Oban, against establish- 
ment ; to lie upon the Table. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS ON 
SUNDAY BILL. 
Petitions in favour, from Queen’s Park; 
Retford ; Harpley ; and Hollinwood ; to 
lie upon the Table. 





| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS ON | 
SUNDAY BILL AND SALE OF INTOXI- 
CATING LIQUORS TO CHILDREN BILL. 


Petition from Westbourne Park, in 
favour ; to lie upon the Table. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO 
CHILDREN BILL. 


Petitions in favour, from Baltons- | 
borough ; Leighton Buzzard ; Street ; | 
Leckhampton; Glastonbury — (two) ; | 


Farmborough ; Salisbury; Brixham ; 
Eccles ; Clifton ; Lerwick ; West Bradley ; | 
Moreton-in-Marsh ; Weston ; White Cop- | 
pice ; Small Heath ; Norwich ; Chorley ; | 
Penzance ; Eastwood (two); Burnley ; | 
and Peasedown St. John ; to lie upon the | 





MONS} Amendment Bill. 


TURKEY (No. 1, 1901). 
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Copy presented, of Further Corre- 
spondence respecting the Affairs of Crete 
[by Command] ; to lie upon the Table. 


LABOURERS (IRELAND) ACTS AMEND. 
MENT BILL. 


[Seconp REaDING.] 


Order for Second Reading read. 


Mr. J. P. FARRELL (Longford, N.): 
Mr. Speaker, I rise for the purpose of 
moving the second reading of this Bill, 
and in doing so I desire to express the 


| feeling of concern with which | approach 


the consideration of the many knotty 
points which have to be dealt with in an 
amending Bill, such as that I have the 
honour to propose. For nearly seventeen 
years this House has had from time to 
time proposed to it a number of measures 
dealing with the amelioration of the con- 
dition of agricultural labourers in Ireland. 
In 1883, on the motion of my hon. friend 
the member for the Scotland Division, 
the first Labourers (Ireland) Act was 
passed in this House. That Bill gave 
for the first time to the agricultural 


Table. _labourer in Ireland the right to what 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO 
CHILDREN (SCOTLAND) BILL. 


Petitions in favour, from Mid Calder ; 
and Duffus ; to lie upon the Table. 





RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


POLICE ACT, 1890. 


Copy presented, of Correspondence 
relative to the refusal of the Secretary of 
State’s Certificate under Section 17 (2) 
of the Act to the River Tyne Police Force, 
for the year ended 29th September, 1900 
[by Act] ; to lie upon the Table. 


DUBLIN METROPOLITAN POLICE. 


Copy presented, of Statistical Tables 
for the year 1900 [by Command] ; to lie 
upon the Table. 


may be called a foothold on his native 
land; it for the first time recognised 
the principle that the labourers of Lreland 
were entitled to the benefits of an Act 
which would enable them to retain some 
measure of ownership in the land 
which they lived. ] admit that the 
ownership was a tenancy terminable 
at certain short intervals, but, neverthe- 
less, for the first time in the history of 
the country, this Parliament passed an 
Act which placed the labourer, so to 
speak, in a comparatively independent 
position, and allowed him a decent house 
and a small patch of land at a compara- 
tively reasonable rent. That Act was 
not, of course, complete. It didnot 
touch the whole, or indeed a great part 
of the class which it was designed to 
benefit, but it was, at all events, a con- 
siderable step in the direction of improv- 
ing the conditions of life of a most useful 
class in our country. Other efforts 
followed, but rarely, indeed, it may be 
said, has an Act been passed through this 
House in which some fault may not be 
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{22 May 1901} 


Amendment Bill. 886 


found, and the faults in the first Act| take place in putting these Acts into 


were sought to be remedied by the Act 
passed in 1886. In that year Parlia- 
ment extended the operations of the 
original Act so as to include a number of 
people who had been excluded, and it gave 
a wider definition to the term “ agricul- 
tural labourer.” 
for the benefit of the labourers of Ireland 
had not been fully accomplished, because 


in 1892 a still further Act was passed to | 
give more facilities for the operation | 


of the different clauses of the previous 


Acts, and so late as 1896 an Act was | 


passed by the then Chief Secretary, now 
the President of the Board of Trade, 
amending the former Acts and_ still 
further extending their operations. 

I confess that, 
amending Acts and these different 
attempts at legislation, it would seem 


to be almost unnecessary to come to the | 


House for further legislation, but the 
position we are in with regard to legis- 


lation in this House is that invariably | 
the advice which has been tendered to | 


successive Governments by hon. Gen- 
tlemen sitting on these benches has been 


ignored and neglected, and that the) 
officialism which is at the back of every | 


measure promoted in this House, and 
which necessarily safeguards, as far as 
it can, its own privileges and its own 
emoluments—and after all that is what 
officialism in Ireland really means— 
steps in and thwarts and prevents pro- 


visions which would make measures 


passed by this House more acceptable to | 


the Irish people. And it 


reason, and because we who represent | 


Irish constituencies in this House are in 
direct touch with the people, and know 
most intimately their wants and wishes 
and feelings, that we have introduced 
successive Bills into this House in order 
to still further amend the Labourers 
Acts, in order to render them as perfect 
as, in our opinion, human ingenuity can 
make them. I feel, therefore, that after 
all there is no apology and no excuse 
necessary to be made by us for occupying 
the time of the House to-day in still 
further considering the present position 
of the Labourers Acts, and the position 
of the labourers of our country as affected 
by them. 

In the first place, we complain bitterly 
of the delays, the terrible delays, that 


Even then legislation | 


after these different | 


is for this} 


operation in Ireland. The right hon. 
Gentleman the Chief Secretary and his 
able assistant the Attorney General must 
'know by the frequent questions asked 
from these benches that fora long number 
of years we have been complaining of 
the delays which take place in the carry- 
ing out of the schemes passed by our local 
authorities in Ireland. Let me take a 
typical case as an illustration. I am 
chairman of the district council in Long- 
ford, the most important district council 
in the county. We have on five different 
occasions put forward schemes under the 
Labourers Acts, and not a single one of 
these schemes has come into operation 
under a period of five years. From the 
time when the representations were 
lodged to the time that the cottages were 
built I can assure the House that in 
every single case in which we endea- 
voured to put these Acts into operation 
the period was at least five years. We 
think that is really a scandal. If all the 
legislation passed by this House on the 
| subject of the amelioration of the con- 
dition of labourers were bulked together 
I cannot conceive how any body of men 
in charge of the working of these Acts 
could make out a case for the delays I 
have mentioned. That is what is taking 
place every day, and perhaps it might 
not be so much a subject of complaint 
if the delays were unaccompanied by 
expense. But in every single case in 
which it has been sought to put the 
Acts into operation it has been a question 
| of piling up expense at every turn of the 
game. Therefore, it is not to be won- 
| dered at—and I do not blame them— 
|that boards of guardians and district 
}councils in rural districts in Ireland 
should show diffidence in approaching 
the question of putting these Acts into 
operation. In many cases they are 
thwarted in a most unwarrantable way. 
Let me take as an instance one of the 
schemes with which I am acquainted, 
and which was recently before my district 
council. That scheme included 150 repre- 
sentations for the erection of 150 cottages. 
It commenced in October, 1899, but 
it has not yet reached the stage at 
which we can definitely say how 
many of these cottages are to be built, 
although nearly two years have elapsed, 
and from the time representations were 


2H 2 
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lodged we have been exposed to a period |tion I may mention that in the very 
of what I might call vexatious legal pro-| union with which | am best acquainted, 
ceedings. After all, the working of these | when we put forward 150 representations 
Acts is not in the hands of skilled lawyers. | only thirty-two, or barely a fifth, passed 
It is in the hands of country laymen, | the scrutiny of the Local Government 
who are not very well skilled in avoiding | Board Inspector. Solicitors were allowed 
the legal pitfalls with which unfortu- | to appear and oppose the representations, 
nately the operations of these Acts are|and the extraordinary part of that 
beset. From the moment that .represen- | arrangement is that, in addition to pro- 
tations are made the district council are | viding a solicitor to put the scheme 
subject to obstruction and delay arising | through, we must also pay the solicitor 
from the complicated forms adopted by | who appears to oppose the scheme on 
the Local Government Board. I would | behalf of an owner or occupier as soon 
not be entitled on this occasion to deliver | as he succeeds in rejecting our representa- 
a long-pondered attack on the Local | tion. It would seem to me that is practi- 
Government Board. We are accustomed | cally putting a premium on litigation, 
to hear from these Benches expressions | because if an enterprising solicitor gets 
of opinion with reference to that Board, | five or six tenant farmers or occupying 
but I may say that of all the misfortunes | owners to consent to let him appear for 
which could have happened to these | them the rural district council must pay 
Labourers Acts the worst in my opinion | his fees. When the inquiry is over we 
was that the working of them should never know what goes on at the Local 
be entrusted to the Local Government | Government Board. I asked a question 
Board. Their policy no doubt may be | the other day of the Chief Secretary as 
guided to a certain extent by considera-| to the reasons which guided the Local 
tions of economy, but it is remarkable | Government Board Inspeccor in rejecting 
that, no matter how much they profess | four-fifths of our scheme, and he said it 
to be in favour of economy, their obstruc-| was not the Local Government Board 
tion of the Labourers Acts in Ireland | inspector did it at all, but that the Local 
means piling on expense all the time. | Government Board, for reasons of their 
The representations are first submitted | own, but with which we were unacquain- 
to the rural district council. They are | ted, had set aside the greater part of the 
considered by the council, and afterwards | scheme without any notice to us. I 
notices are served. Notices have to be) think really that is a revival of the old 
served on every person remotely or con- | Star Chamber methods, with which we 
tingently affected, and if in the course of | have recently been acquainted in Lreland, 
the subsequent inquiry it was found that | but which are highly objectionable in 
a man who perhaps was in Canada or the | purely civil proceedings. Then there is 
Rocky Mountains or Australia, but whose | the publication of notices and the arbitra- 
interests were affected by the taking of | tion inquiry, but before that, if any enter- 
land or the proposed erection of a cottage, | prising landlord in the district chooses, 
had not been personally served and was | he can bring us before the Privy Council, 
not cognisant of the proceeding, no | and the Privy Council almost invariably, 
matter how deserving the case might be, | and on the flimsiest excuse, will throw out 
no matter how badly the cottage was|any representation which has escaped 
required, that representation was instan-| even the scrutinising eye of the Local 
taneously rejected by the representative | Government Board. | have heard the 
of the Local Government Board. The | proceeding of the Privy Council, and itis 
inquiry takes place, and the inquiry I | stated—although I do not state it here 
may say is conducted on lines of the very | for the purpose of making any undue 
loosest kind. I have attended several | reflection on the Members—that it is only 
of these inquiries, and practically it is | necessary for a landlord or an agent ina 
only necessary for a landlord or tenant | locality to write a letter to any member 
to say he objects and it is almost impos-| of the Privy Council to render it im- 
sible to get the inspector to pass the pro- | possible for any district council to secure 
posal. I will deal of course later on with | any scheme, even though it has been 
the means by which we hope to alter| approved by the Local Government 
that state of things, but as an illustra-| Board. After we have got over the Privy 


Mr. J. P. Farrell. 
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Council we have our arbitration, which 
causes more expense. The arbitrator who 
was sent down in the case of the Long- 
jord Union, when only nine out of fifty- 
three cottages were passed by the Local 
Government Board, cost in expenses £23. 
That is only asample of the red tapeism 
which obtains. 
isreally afarce. Lask what qualifications 
have these gentlemen who are appointed 
as arbitrators between rural district 
councils and landlords in Ireland. They 
are mainly drawn from the same very 
small class that the inspectors and 
other officials are drawn from. Most of 
them have qualified in the rent offices 
in Ireland, and they are sent down 
without any other possible qualification 
for the purpose of holding an arbitration. 
When all these proceedings are gone 
through, then at the end of three or 
four years we may come to the building 
of the cottages, but all the time the un- 
fortunate labourer who got up the repre- 
sentation, who got it signed, who gave 
evidence at the inquiry, whose represen- 
tative on the rural district council did 
all he could to get the cottage built, has 
been sweltering and rotting in his mud 
cabin. 

So far as regards the operation 
of these various Acts, I have no doubt 
whatever that many of the complaints 
I make with regard to the maladminis- 
tration of these Acts will be controverted 
hy the Chief Secretary or the Attorney 
General. That is always the case. We 
are used to it. Nothing we say in this 
House goes down with either of these 
right hon. Gentlemen. They have the 
views put forward by interested officials, 
and of course they do not listen with 
any respect to the views we put forward. 
I think, however, it is enough to say—and 
I say it in all seriousness—that during 
the seventeen years these Acts have been 
in operation applications have been made 
to the rural district councils and to the 
Local Government Board on behalf of 
fully 200,000 agricultural labourers, 
and the extraordinary result is disclosed 
in the Report of the Loeal Government 
Board which has just been issued—and 
I call the right hon. Gentleman’s atten- 
tion to the fact that it is fourteen months 
late—which states that barely 14,000 
labourers’ cottages have been erected in 
Ireland. Of course the right hon. Gen- 
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This so-called arbitration | 
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| tleman may say that the fault does not 
lie with him or with those he represents. 
|I know myself that in some districts—l 
am glad to think they are getting fewer— 
|there is a disposition not to put the 
| Labourers Acts into force. 


THe ATTORNEY GENERAL For 
_TIRELAND (Mr. Arkinson, Londonderry, 
N.): Hear, hear. 


Mr. J. P. FARRELL: The right 
‘hon. Gentleman says “ Hear, hear,” 
but the remarkable thing about it is 
‘that the districts which have been con- 
spicuous by their absence from the Re- 
ports of the Local Government Board 
have been the loyal districts in the 
north-east of Ulster—Antrim, Down, 
| Armagh, and portions of Donegal have 
been practically the counties which 
have given no effect to the Labourers 
Acts. As to the policy which guides 
‘the district councils in these counties, 
different views may of course prevail. 
My own opinion is that they are con- 
servative, and that they are desirous of 
following a policy which I may call a 
policy of niggardly economy, and that for 
that reason they have not seen their way 
to put these Acts into operation. But 
throughout the rest of Ireland—through- 
out Nationalist Ireland—I assert that 
there has been for years a strong desire 
to put these Acts into operation, and 
that there is a growing feeling to make 
_every effort to give effect to the legisla- 
tion passed by the House for the ameliora- 
tion of the condition of the labourers, 
and I would respectfully say that that is a 
matter in which they are acting entirely 
in their own interests. There would be 
'no greater misfortune to Ireland, which 
is an agricultural country, than the 
keeping in force of a policy which would 
drive the agricultural labourer out of 
the country. Such a policy if persisted 
/in must necessarily be ruinous, because 
| after all the labourer, however humble 
'and small may be his surroundings, 
/and although his lot in life is not very 
| prosperous and happy, is yet a factor in 
our social economy and in the keeping 
up of the very framework of life in our 
‘country, without whom it would be 
impossible for Ireland as an agricultural 
country to get on. I am glad to be able 

| to say that practical efforts have been 
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made to realise that great fact by the 
say 
all honour to them for it, and I hope 
they will still further continue in the 
good work, despite the unfavourable 
surroundings by which these Acts are 


Nationalist counties of Ireland. | 


almost made unworkable. 


I may be told that a great part of 
what | have been putting to the House | 
is entirely unnecessary, that we have | 
met to consider a particular Bill, and | 
that it would have been better to address 
But I think it is | 
right and proper, at the outset of whatever | 
remarks | shall have to offer to the House 
in support of this proposal, that I should 
make the position clear as regards the | 
should 
endeavour to saddle the right horse 
as regards the failure of these Acts in so 
districts 
have | 


myself directly to it. 


Nationalists of Ireland, and 


far as 
in Ireland. 


they apply to rural 


The Bill which I 


the honour to propose consists nomin- 
practically 
It is a Bill which at first sight | 


ally of ten clauses, but 


of eight. 


may seem perhaps a little revolutionary 
in the doctrine it enunciates, and it may 


strike the right hon. Gentleman a 
going too far in the scope of its operations. 


The Bill has for its object to widen the 
scope of the existing Acts to facilitate | 
their being carried into operation, and 
I do not know 
whether in endeavouring to carry these 
things into effect we have exactly ful- 
the | 


to cheapen the process. 


filled the legal requirements of 
situation. I am not a lawver myself, 


and with one exception the gentleman 
who considered this Bill are not lawyers, 


and therefore it may not be actually in 
distinct accordance with the 
legal procedure; but in so far as the 
principles which it contains go, we have 


given this matter very careful considera- | 
tion, and the Labour Committee of the | 


Irish party have also carefully considered 


it, and they think that the principles | 


enunciated-in the different clauses are 
fundamental principles of the greatest 


importance to the working of these Acts. | 


But if some other form which would give 
effect to these principles would be deemed 
more suitable, I am quite sure we would 
be perfectly prepared to meet any sug- 
gestions in that direction which may be 
offered by the Irish Government. 

The first clause in this Bill practically 
extends the operations of the Labourers 


Mr. J. P. Farrell. 


{COMMONS} 


forms of 
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Acts to every person who is a labourer, 
Previously the definition only in- 
cluded agricultural labourers. We think 
that definition is too narrow. For 
instance, it has been found at these 
| inquiries in Ireland that a man, although 
| really engaged in a country district, and 
|living purely by labour, such, for in- 
stance, as a carter, a quarryman, or any 
person engaged in connection with rura 
mills, is excluded from the operation of 
these Acts. It is true that, by an Amend- 
ment moved in 1886 by the then Member 
for North Down, the Act was extended 
to include hand loom weavers, fishermcn, 
;and people of that kind, but that was 
sarried out in the interests of particular 
| districts only. In Ireland there are a 
large number of mills, there is also work 
going on in many districts in connection 
with road making, and carting is con- 
stantly in progress from town to town. 
'But we have found great difficulty in 
convincing the Local Government Board 
inspectors and others that these clauses 
/come within the scope of the definition 
of “ agricultural labourer ” in the Acts. 
Accordingly, we think that in order that 
every person who earns his bread by the 
sweat of his brow in a rural district, and 
who can be properly described as a 
labourer, should be included in the 
benefits which can be derived from the 
operation of these Acts. We do not 
|think that that is a very revolutionary 
proposal. Of course, it has been sug- 
gested that the operation of these clauses 
may go too far, and that artisans and 
people of that class might be included. 
May I put this view to the House. There 
are in the rural districts of Ireland very 
few artisans. There may be one in cach 
parish, probably a carpenter or a smith, 
but they are very few. They are most 
useful members of the eommunity in 
these parishes. They do for compara- 
tively low wages most useful work, and 
we think it would be a misfortune to the 
rural districts of Ireland that that class 
should be compelled, from want of proper 
| housing accommodation and the right 
| to a little patch of land, to migrate inte 
'the towns. What you complain of in 
this country is that your rural population 
is falling off. That is, of course, because 
you have great works and factories and 
great employment to offer the people. 


In Ireland we have no such employment. 


| 
| 
| 
| 
{ 
} 
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We are an agricultural people, and these 
small mechanics do most useful work for 
the farmers and labourers in rural dis- 
tricts, and we therefore think, and I 
appeal to the House to agree with us, that 
it would be a misfortune that this class 
should be any longer kept outside the 
purview of these Acts, and that as they 
do work of a most useful kind, although 
not agricultural work, for the farmers 
they should be allowed to come within 
the scope of the Acts. As the law stands 
at present, it is only necessary to say to 
the inspector, “‘ John Smith is a carpen- 
ter,’ and even though he only be a hedge 
carpenter, out he goes on the spot. 
Although the Acts are practically at his 
hand, he is excluded from it because of 
the technical meaning heretofore given 
to the term “ agricultural labourer.” 

In Clause 2 we ask power to prevent the 
wholesale destruction of our representa- 
tions. Legal gentleman may think that 
perhaps the clause does not do that, and 
that its legal phraseology will not affect 
that purpose. I will explain to the 
House what happens at present, and 
they will then be able to judge of the effect 
of this clause. At present twelve men 
attach their signatures to a representation 
that a house is required in a particular 
locality. That representation goes be- 
fore the district council, and the district 
council find that the farm on which 
the proposed cottage is to be erected 
is too small or the land proposed te be 
taken is bad, or that it is owned by a 
litigious person who would oppose the 
scheme and put expense on the rates. 
The local district council in that case 
have no power under the present Acts 
to change the representation in the 
smallest degree. They may suggest 
an alternative site, but with the almost 
absolute certainty of having the repre- 
sentation objected to at the inquiry. 
The moment the inspector finds that a 
particular site has been changed, and 
that the signatories to the representa- 
tion are not acquainted with that change, 
the representation is cast aside. It is to 
prevent that state of things, and to 
insure that when a district rural council 
goes to the expense of publishing notices, 
that they should have some discre- 
tionary power to alter the representa- 
tion. That is the suggestion in this 
clause. 
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| Clause 3 proposes to extend the 
‘rating power under the Acts. At 
present the rating power in Ireland is 
ls. in the £,and no rural district council, 
no matter how large or important it 


/may be, or how desirous it may be to 


put the Acts into operation, can do so if 
the total cost likely to become a burden 
the rates exceeds ls. in the £. 
In the Kilmallock Union, where over 


'400 cottages have been erected, they 


are desirous of still further availing 
of the Acts, but it is found that they 
cannot exceed ls. in the £ because 


‘they have no power to increase the 


liability.. I should explain that men 
who have studied this question very 
carefully are of opinion that the more 
cottages that are built in a district the 


| less likelihood there is of a net loss to the 
|ratepayers, because it must be borne in 


mind that the cost of administration 
would be less when extended over a 
larger area, and also of course the Ex- 
chequer grants provided under the 
Acts of 1891 and 1896 go towards the 
diminution of any loss that may arise 
on the total of these cottages. 

With regard to Clause 4, I fear the 
right hon. Gentleman will take strong 
exception to it. We propose to abolish 
the Privy Council in Ireland. I think 
it is high time it should be abolished. 
As far as the Labourers Acts are con- 
cerned, we want to get rid of that aimless 
institution, which seems to me to be 
composed of a number of highly respect- 
able gentlemen whose principal business 
is to block, as far as they can, the im- 
provements of localities with which they 
have no concern, and of which they 
absolutely know nothing. The expense 
also of going before this body is very 
considerable. Even after the Local 
Government Board has whittled down, as 
they almost always do, a scheme it may 
be brought before the Privy Council, with 
the result that tremendous cost is in- 

‘curred by the ratepayers of the district 
putting it forward. In addition, there 
|is the almost practical certainty that, 
on the flimsiest excuse, the Privy Council 
will reject the representations brought 
before them. I do not expect we will 
get very much satisfaction from the 
right hon. Gentleman for that proposal. 
'It would not be in the nature of things 
| that he should view with any great 
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feeling of pleasure a proposal which may | 
appear so drastic, but I do seriously | 
appeal to him to consider that this House | 
has on two previous occasions endea- | 
voured to limit the power of the| 
Privy Council as regards the Labourers | 
Acts. The right hon. Gentleman knows | 
more about technical legal points than || 
do, but I would seriously appeal to him | 
and to the Irish Government, if they 
are willing to give these Acts a fair) 
chance, to adopt our suggestion and let | 
questions of fact be tried by another | 
body which has been set up by Act of | 
Parliament, and which fulfils to a certain 
extent the functions of a court in Ireland. 
I would suggest as an alternative pro- | 
posal to the existing law that where there | 
is a conflict of testimony as regards 
the suitability of a site, or where the | 
landlord or occupier suggests he would | 
be injured by the taking of a particular 
site, that the question of fact should not | 
be decided by a number of eminent) 
gentlemen sitting in Dublin who have 
never seen the place, but should be 
referred to the sub-commission of the 
district, who can hear evidence on the 
spot, see the land, and judge accord- | 


ingly. I suggest that that is a fair 
substitution. I know very well what the | 


right hon. Gentleman will say. He will 
say that the Irish Members are com- 
plaining of the overplus of work which 
the sub-commissions have to deal with. 
[Mr. ATKINSON assented.] | the | 
right hon. Gentleman assents to that, 
but this would be a comparatively 
trivial matter compared with the work 
of the Land Commission. It is not every 
month in the year that representations 
are dealt with, and it is only in case of 
petitions that it is proposed to substitute 
the sub-commission for the Privy Council. 


see 


I feel I am intruding too long on the 
attention of the House, and will leave 
other hon. Members to elaborate that 
view during the debate. Clause 6 is an | 
important clause, and I desire to acknow- 
ledge freely and frankly that it is a. 
clause which is objected to by many | 
hon. Gentlemen on these benches. I 
do not find any fault with them for 
their objection. They are quite right, | 
and if Longford, which I have the honour 
to represent, was in the position in which 
their constituencies are, | might object 
to it also. By Clause 6 we propose to | 
Mr. J P. Farrell. 


{COMMONS} 
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put a premium on the working of these 
Acts. As things stand at present there 
are certain Exchequer grants received 
under the Acts of 1891 and 1896, for 
the purpose of putting the Labourers’ 
Acts into operation. We propose in 
this Bill, although we do not make it an 
essential part, that where counties have 
absolutely declined to put these Acts 
into operation; the Exchequer grants 
due to them should be given to those 


‘counties which have put the Acts into 


operation. Under that clause, if it 
were adopted, the county of Antrim 
might lose £4,714, but I muSt say that 
since the last Report of the Local Govern- 
ment Board that county proposes to 
build 102 cottages. Under this Bill, 
however, we propose that the operation 
of the scheme should be an annual 
operation, and therefore I most respect- 
fully suggest that it need not necessarily 
exc::2 the fears of my friends from 
Ulster ; and I trust, having made my 
explanation as to the effect of this clause, 
and our desire to meet them in every 
reasonable way, that we shall have their 
support for the principle of the Bill 
without regard to minor diiferences. 
There is one other clause in the Bill 
which is, I confess, of a very sweeping 
character, but which we think is very 
essential. We propose to apply the 


/compensation scheme in the Allotments 


Act of England, and in the Local Gevern- 
ment Act (England) of 1894. One of 
these clauses will be of very great value 
in reference to the compensation for 
disturbance. In Ireland, unfortunately, 
differences occur from time to time as 
regards small holdings. The people are 
evicted, and put out on the roadside 
without any compensation whatever. 
matter how small a mans 
holding may be, it is still his home, 
consecrated by years of toil and hallowed 
associations ; and he is in his own way 
as much entitled to the occupancy of 
his tenaney as the richest earl in the 
land to his broad domains. It is only 
right that these rights which you have 
found, in this conservative country ot 
England, necessary to give protection to 
the small holders, should be given to our 
working people in Ireland. ‘That is not, 


after all, a very revolutionary proposal. 
and I await with interest to 
what ground the right hon. Gentleman 


hear on 
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the Chief Secretary or the Attorney 
General will decline to.extend to Ireland 
the clauses in those English Acts which 
have been in operation in England, 
in the one case for fourteen years, and 
in the other for six years. I freely 
admit that in presenting this Bill to 
the House we are subjecting the whole 
position to considerable criticism. Well, 
I welcome criticism. I think nothing 
has done more good in this House than 
to have a full and free debate on questions 
affecting the public interest of our 
country. I believe, whether the right 
hon. Gentleman gives us a blank negative 
or gives us reasons for rejecting what 
we consider to be our reasonable pro- 
posals, this debate will do good. In any 
ease we are advocating the cause of the 
humblest class of the population ; but 
it is an important class. They do for 
Ireland a most important work. In an 
agricultural, country like ours they are 
the most essential section of the popula- 
tion, and before this House refuses 
to give further legislative relief to these 
people | would ask hon. Members to 
remember that they are, in our opinion, 
as deserving the attention of Parliament 
as any other class of the community 
which comes here with their grievances. 
I beg leave to move that this Bill be 
read a second time. 


Captain DONELAN (Cork, E.): I 
have no intention whatever of entering 
minutely into the details of the Bill, the 
second reading of which has just been 
so ably moved by my hon. friend. He 
has dealt in a masterly manner with its 
various provisions, and they will also be 
discussed by the colleagues who will 
follow me, and who are far better qualified 
than I am for that task. But I desire to 
intervene for a few minutes for the pur- 
pose of seconding the second reading of 
the Bill for two reasons. In the first 
place, because I happen to be chairman 
of the Labour Committee of the Irish 
party, which has had charge of this Bill ; 
and in the second place, because I have 
the honour to represent the Irish port 
through which the great tide of Irish 
emigration chiefly flows; and it is the 
main object of this Bill to stem that tide 
by endeavouring to better the condition 
ot the working classes in Ireland. Re- 
siding as I do in that port—when I have 
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a chance in the intervals of directing 
here the destinies of the kingdom—l 
am constantly brought face to face with 
the terrible evils which this Bill seeks to 
remedy ; and I am consequently in a 
position to realise the alarming—I might 
truly say the appalling—situation. Fast 
as these huge Atlantic liners follow each 
other, they are filled up with the flower 
of our population, the life-blood of the 
Irish nation, which keeps pouring out 
of the country in one ceaseless stream. 
The wonder, indeed, is that any young 
people are left in Ireland at all. The 
Chief Secretary, very properly in my 
humble opinion, visited lately some of 
the poverty-stricken and famine-haunted 
districts in Ireland, and it is well that he 
should have had an opportunity of 
ascertaining from personal observation 
how marvellously the Irish people have 
prospered under the benign influence of 
British rule. If the right hon. Gentle- 
man is really anxious to fully under- 
stand how highly the Irish people appre- 
ciate the blessings of British rule he 
ought to pay a visit to Queenstown during 
the emigration season. No Government 
that has any regard for the welfare of 
Ireland, or, for that matter, for the good 
name of England, should hesitate to 
tackle this question. The Bill indicates 
the best method of dealing with this 
question, and outlines the only practical 
remedy, pending the restoration of our 
stolen Parliament, for arresting the tide 
of emigration from our shores. That 
remedy is to plant the Irish working 
men on the soil, and induce the remnant 
of the young people who still remain in 
Ireland to marry and settle down at 
home, and so enable them to live and 
thrive in the land of their birth. As | 
have already pointed out, that is the 
chief aim and object of this Bill. An 
Irish Parliament would have accom- 
plished that good work generations ago, 
and if some such steps are taken even at 
this the eleventh hour, the next census 
may perhaps tell a somewhat less dismal 
tale than that which just has been told 
by the late census. It is no new story, 
unhappily, so far as Ireland is concerned. 
One thing is certain, that if a remedy is 
_ to be applied at all it should be applied at 
once. ‘There is no use whatever in 


‘stitching up a wound after the patient 


has bled to death. 


No statesman who 
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{COMMONS} 
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values the fair fame of England ean | of the agricultural labourers of Ireland. 


afford to ignore this burning question. 
A dwindling population is the surest 
sign of discontent, and the spectacle of 
the wholesale emigration from Ireland 
has covered England with indelible dis- 
grace in the eyes of the civilised world. 
In common fair-play the Imperial Ex- 
chequer should bear all the cost of past, 
present, and future schemes for the 
erection of cottages for the peasant 
people of Ireland, for the situation 
is altogether due to British misrule. 
With the view of facilitating the 
passing of this measure no provision 
to that effect has been inserted in it ; 
but if the Government have any sense 
whatever of justice, they will at least 
give assistance in that direction. The 
amount of one week’s war bill would go 
a long way to do what we want, and 
under existing circumstances the money 
would hardly be missed, and it would 
certainly be put to a far more useful 
purpose. However, if the Chief Secre- 
tary declines to admit this liability, 
which I confess I can scarcely conceive to 
be possible, or refuses to adopt the sug- 
gestion I have ventured to throw out, 
I sincerely hope that at any rate he will 
not oppose the Second Reading of the 
Bill, which is a genuine, if a humble, 
effort to grapple with the crying evil of 
wholesale emigration from Ireland. I 
beg to second the motion. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the Bill be now read a second 
time.” 


Mr. MACARTNEY (Antrim, S%.): 
The course of legislation in behalf of the 
agricultural labourers in Ireland has 
been, so far as this side of the House is 
concerned, singularly amicable. The 
Agricultural Labourers Acts from 1883 
to 1896 have in no sense been conten- 
tious. That has arisen entirely from 
the fact that, in my opinion, the Bills 
brought before this House had for their 
specific object the improvement of the 
Irish farm labourers, and were confined 
entirely to the wants of that class. 
Therefore, hon. Members on this side of 
the House were able to join hon. Members 
on the other side of the House in pro- 


But this Bill entirely departs from the 
scope of all its predecessors. I have 
read the Bill very carefully indeed, and 
I find that in almost every one of its 
fundamental clauses it deprives the 
agricultural labourers of Ireland of the 
position which they now occupy, and of 
the rights which have been reserved 
to them under previous legislation, and 
of the financial resources which have 
been provided by such legislation for 
their advancement and the improve- 
ment of their position. Now it may 
be quite right that the general interest 
of the labouring classes of Ireland should 
be taken into consideration by this 
House; it may be quite right that 
those who live in urban districts should 
have further facilities made for them to 
provide for them the houses in which 
they live; but I am bound to say I 
entirely object to seeing such proposals 
carried out at the expense of the agricul- 
tural labourer, or by any method which 
will deprive him of the: position which 
he now occupies, and of the financial 
resources which he now enjoys under 


existing legislation. The agricultural 
labourer in Ireland has been fairly 


accurately defined in past legislation. 
It is not a close definition. The matter 
was very fully discussed in the year 
1886, when the previous definition was 
proposed to be extended by Mr. Sexton 
to fishermen. I moved an Amendment, 
which was accepted by Mr. Sexton, 
who was in charge of the Bill, developing 
that extension so as to include the hand- 
loom weavers of Antrim. There are 
reasons for including both these classes ; 
for it was proved to the satisfaction of 
the House that in certain districts of 
Ireland—on the sea coast—the fishermen 
were, at regular seasons of the year, 
employed in purely agricultural work. 
For precisely the same reason the hand 
loom weavers of Antrim and county 
Down were included in the definition, 
because they were engaged in agricul 
tural operations for a specific term of 
the year on the farms on which their 
cottages were situated. But I am bound 
to say that, outside these two classes, 
I do not know of any other which can 
be separated from the remainder of the 


moting such measures as seemed at the | working classes of Ireland, and who can 


time advisable for improving the position 
Captain Donelan, 


| be shown to be engaged in farm work at 
i 





gol 4 


stated 
in whic 
objectio 
which i 
ing cla 











regard 

the ben 
my jud 
to pron 
tural la 
Gentlen 
adhere 

oppose 

howevel 
to with 
“agricu 
I will 1 
Second 

There 
in the 
between 
the oth 
ence to 
It is pet 
who mo 
Bill has 
tural L 
largely a 
and he 

political 
As a ma 
these Ac 
in the hi: 
the dist 
are whol 
they br 
administ 
due to 1 
present 
them in 
friendlin 
cultural 
the fact 
the hous 
tural lal 
must be 
some di 
have be 
which th 
lation, ar 
in these 
accomme 
There ar 
county 
have unc 
district 
ought ta 
complain 








900 


and. 
the 
have 
and 
f its 
the 
the 
d of 
rved 
and 
have 
for 
‘Ove- 
may 
Test 
ould 
this 
that 
ould 
n to 
hich 
iy I 
osals 
‘icul- 
hich 
hich 
ncial 
nder 
ural 
airly 
tion. 
atter 
year 
was 
xton 
lent, 
<ton, 
ping 
and- 
are 
SSeS ; 
m. of 
ts of 
rmen 
year, 
york. 
1and- 
unty 
ition, 
ricul- 
m of 
their 
ound 
1Sses, 
1 can 
f the 


) can 
rk at 











901 Labourers (Ireland) Acts 


stated and regular periods in the places 
in which they live. I have a very strong 
objection to the proposal in the Bill 
which is to extend to people of the work- 
ing classes generally the provisions in 
regard to housing which now exist for 








the benefit of agricultural labourers. In 
my judgment, it would in no way assist 
to promote the interest of the agricul- 
tural labourer to do so; and if the hon. 
Gentlemen opposite are prepared to 
adhere to that part of the Bill, I must 
oppose it on the Second Reading. If, 
however, a distinct promise is made 
to withdraw that extension of the term 
“agricultural labourer” in Committee, 
[ will withdraw my opposition to the 
Second Reading. 

There is, unfortunately, a difference 
in the administration of these Acts 
between the Province of Ulster and 
the other provinces in Ireland—a differ- 
ence to which many causes contribute. 
It is perfectly true, as the hon. Member 
who moved the Second Reading of the 
Bill has pointed out, that the Agricul- 
tural Labourers Acts have not been 
largely availed of in the county of Antrim, 
and he seems to attribute that to the 
political views largely held in that county. 
As a matter of fact, the administration of 
these Acts in that county is absolutely 
in the hands of the district councils, and 
the district councils in county Antrim 
are wholly composed of farmers, so that 
they break down; and the defective 





administration of these Acts is entirely 
due to the farming class which at the 
present moment, or some portion of 
them in Ulster, ate professing great 
friendliness to the interests of the agri- 
cultural labourer. There is no denying 
the fact that in the county of Antrim 
the housing requirements of the agricul- 
tural labourers are defective. But it 
must remembered that there are 
some districts in that county which 
have been turned into grass, and on 
which there is no great labouring popu- 
lation, and therefore there is no necessity 
in these parts for increasing the housing 
accommodation for the labouring classes. 
There are, however, other portions of the 
county in which these requirements 
have undoubtedly not been met by the 
district councils, and these certainly 
ought to be met. I myself have had 


be 
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complaints from two districts of — 
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section of the county which I represent 
as to the very considerable delay which 
has occurred in carrying the represen- 
taitons which had been made to the 
district councils as to the provision of 
labourers’ cottages. I am disposed to 
believe that there is a good deal of founda- 
tion for these complaints. It is always 
easier for a district council, popularly 
elected, to adopt methods by which 
they can conveniently defer such a 
matter for after consideration. And, 
therefore, I am not prepared to say 
that the fault for putting the provisions 
of the Agricultural Labourers Acts into 
operation is entirely to be placed on the 
Local Government Board. However, 
[ have drawn my right hon. friend’s 
attention to the two cases in the county 
of Antrim where considerable delay has 
occurred, and [| hope he may be able 
to give the Local Government Board a 
hint to hurry up the Department’s 
councils. I have no great knowledge 
of the West of Ireland, but I am con- 
vinced that one of the great difficulties 
in Ulster is that the agricultural labourers 
have not the advantage of expert know- 
ledge in the working of the machinery 
of these Acts. The machinery is very 


complicated, and not likely to be 
understood by peasants. I acknow- 
ledge that it is extremely difficult 


to reduce the formule to simpler terms ; 
but I think the agricultural labourers 
themselves are not aware of the power 
they have under these Acts, and these 
powers have, so far as my knowledge is 
concerned, not been exercised to a great 
extent since 1891. I think if these 
powers had been more largely known to 
the agricultural labourers, it would have 
had a considerable effect on the district 
councils. After all, you cannot throw all 
the blame on the Local Government 
Board if these powers which the agricul- 
tural labourers possess have not been 
exercised. I think that the machinery 
which exists to compel the district 
councils or any other body which is 
obstructing the operation of the law, 
had been properly utilised much good 
might have been done. There have 
been considerable difficulties in the 
operation of the administration of these 
Acts in Ulster and the rest of the coun- 
try. Perhaps hon. Gentlemen opposite 
will not agree with me, but in Ulster 
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the operation of these Acts seems to 
have been brought into a too narrow 
assimilation with the actual wants of the 
district. I have no doubt that a very 
keen scrutiny has been exercised in 
Ulster as to whether the proposed housing 
was for bona fide agricultural labourers, 
and that the scheme has not been per- 
verted to the housing of other persons. 
I know that that scrutiny has not been 
confined alone to farmers, land-owners, | 
and others interested in economy, but to 
the agricultural labourers themselves. At 
all events, in the county of Antrim there | 
is an extreme jealousy on the part of the 
agricultural labourers of any other person | 
except bona fide agricultural labourers | 
being benefited under the Agricultural | 
Labourers Acts. The case is very 
different in the rest of Lreland. From | 
time to time I have noticed that represen- 
tations have been put forward for the pur- 
pose of housing people who have never | 
been agricultural labourers, but who for | 
some reason or another have excited 
the sympathy and secured the support 
of the boards of guardians and their 
successors. I cannot for a moment have 
any sympathy with legislation which has 
for its object the housing of people of | 
that description. So far as bona fide 
agricultural labourers are concerned, I 
am prepared to support hon. Gentlemen | 
opposite for increasing the facilities 
and widening the financial resources in 
the administration of the Agricultural 
Labourers Acts ; but when I find a Bill | 
of this description with very ambiguous | 
clauses, it leads me to suspect that if it | 
became law it would be administered | 
not for agricultural labourers, but for 
another class who for some reason or | 
another have extorted the sympathy or 
command the support of hon. Gentlemen | 
opposite. 

The very fact that this effort has | 
been made accounts for the action of | 
the Privy Council which has been so | 
seriously complained of by the hon. 
Gentleman opposite. He says that the 
Privy Council have dealt in the most | 
ruthless manner with the schemes pro- | 
pounded by boards of guardians and | 
district councils. I am afraid that a great | 
many of these schemes were not intended | 
to give any advantage to agricultural | 
labourers, but to further the political aims 
of hon. Gentlemen opposite. The Local | 
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Government Board is only concerned 
with the financial side of the schemes, 
and if there was not some other tribunal, 
such as the Privy Council, to revise the 
decisions of the Local Government Board, 
great injustice might be done to a large 


body of the ratepayers throughout 
Ireland. I have a very strong objection 


to the clause abolishing the appellate 
jurisdiction of the Privy Council. [lIroni- 
cal cheers from the Irish Benches, and 
‘Hear, hear” from Mr. Hemphill.] 
The right hon. Gentleman contemplates 
that with delight. I hope that the right 
hon. Gentleman will be spared to sit on 
the Privy Council in Ireland, and to 
bring his wisdom to bear on some of these 
schemes. The Bill proposes to substitute 
for the Privy Council as a court of appeal 
the Land Sub-Commissioners, but I can- 
not suppose that that would be any 
advantage to the agricultural labourers. 
In the first place, the Land Commissioners 
have at present quite as much work to do 
as they can overtake, and the result would 
be to still further delay the consideration 
of the schemes brought before them. 
Moreover, there would be still further 
arrears in the fixing fair rents of which 
hon. Gentlemen opposite are perpetually 
I am not aware that any 


Council. If hon. Gentlemen opposite 
say that there has been, let them quote 
cases, but none have come to my know- 
ledge. The hon. Gentleman says that 
the Sub-Commissioners would be an 
admirable tribunal, but how could he 
secure that the scheme to be propounded 
before them would be considered if the 
Sub-Commissioners were not sitting in 
the locality ? They would then have to 
be taken away from their proper work, 
and that would involve delay in dealing 
Looking 
at the record of the Land Commissioners, 
and the way they have administered the 
clauses of the Land Acts, I do not think 
that it would be in the slightest degree 
in the interest of the agricultural labour- 
ers to have their cases transferred from 
the Privy Council to the Land Sub- 
Commissioners. Their record is not o 
such a character as would induce the 
agricultural labourers to suppose that 
their interests would be in any way better 
protected by the Land Sub-Commissioners 
than by the Privy Council. 
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The hon. Member touched sounder 
ground when he complained of the 


expense of appeals to the Privy Council. | 


It is absolutely impossible to invent any 
machinery which would not be expensive, 
except the hon. Gentleman is prepared 
tosay that in all this legislation in regard 
to the agricultural labourers no lawyer 
should take any part whatever. If the 
hon. Gentleman were to bring in a Bill 
of that character I would warmly 
support it : but I think that hon. Gentle- 
men opposite would be inclined to smile 
at any such a legislative proposal. We 
have to recognise that where the interests 
of occupying tenants and landlords are 
touched they should have a fair right to 
defend themselves. The district councils 
have their solicitors to advise them, 
and if they make mistakes it is 
only right that they should pay the 


costs. I cannot imagine how it can 
be supposed that, where you take 
land compulsorily for any of these 
schemes, such action can be carried 
out without some legal expense. I am 


quite ready to admit that under the 
present system probably more expense 
isincurred than is necessary. You have 
got to go to Dublin, and there is a great 
deal of force in what the hon. Gentleman 
said about the tribunal giving its decision 
without seeing the land, because a great 
deal may depend upon the suitability of 
the locality. I would suggest to my 
right hon. friend whether, as a mere 
question of administration—I believe 
that it could be done without legislation 
—he could not impose on the Privy 
Council the duty of going down to the 
localities to hear these cases. The Privy 
Council is composed of very eminent 
persons, but they have not very much 
to do. Some of the judges might be 
spared for this purpose, and I would 
suggest to my right hon. friend that 
some of these judges who do not sit too 
early or too late should be deputed to go 
down to hold these inquiries, and so save 
expense to the local authorities. It 
would be an agreeable variation to the 
monotony of their court life. 


the judges would be quite ready to go, 
and I presume that they would be 
properly housed and looked after. J 
have no objection to utilising the services 
of the county court judge or of the 
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I have no. 
doubt that in the interests of public duty | 
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| judge of assize. My only objection is 
that the county court judge has been 
appointed to do certain duties, and I do 
not think a county court judge, either 
in Ireland or in England, would under- 
take additional duties unless he also got 
additional pay. But you already have 
an unoccupied body. Nobody will deny 
that there are members of the Privy 
Council perfectly competent to form a 
tribunal to deal with this matter, of 
course in districts with which they are 
not concerned. I do not see, bearing in 
mind that they have plenty of time on 
their hands, why they should not act. 
Still, as I say, I have no objection to the 
county court judge. The hon. Gent e- 
man has complained very bitterly of the 
action of the Privy Council. I say that 
that action was justified to a certain 
extent by the condition of things in 
Ireland. The administration of some ot 
the unions has been excellent ; take 
Mallow, for instance, where they have 
built a very large number of labourers’ 
cottages, and where the arrears of rents 
amount only to £41. But there are a 
large number of unions in which for 
some reason or other the administration 
has not been so good, with the result 
that the tribunal which has to consider 
fresh applications can feel no confidence 
in the local authority. The arrears in the 
whole of Ireland amount at the present 
moment to about £4,562. Ulster’s share 
of that is £104, of which County Cavan 
swallows up over £90. County Cavan, 
be it remembered, approximates more 
closely to the political condition of the 
other parts of Ireland than any other 
county in Ulster. Bearing in mind the 
charges made in connection with some 
of these unions, the tribunal would, I 
think, have to be extremely careful to: 
see that any fresh schemes submitted 
were really meant for the benefit of the 
agricultural labourer, and were not the 
result of political pressure. So far as the 
labourers of my own county are con- 
cerned, they have not had to complain of 
the action of the Privy Council, but that 
action, I believe, has, in nine cases out of 
ten, been perfectly justified by the evi- 
‘dence brought forward. To Clause 6, 
which is the fundamental clause of the 
| Bill, I have the strongest possible objec- 
tion. I do not see why it should appear 


jin the Bill at all. It completely alters 
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the whole character of the legislation | Bill and his seconder indulged in some 
passed on behalf of the agricultural; general observations as to their desire 
labourer. It specially strikes at Ulster, ! to improve the condition of the agricul. 
where there is a large residue of money tural labourer. With that desire I cop. 
yet unexpended. In county Antrim dially concur, but I venture to assert 
alone there is a sum of £10,000, of the | that it is not apparent on the face of the 
advantage of which the agricultural Bill. Indeed, the provisions of the Bill 
labourer will be deprived. ‘are absolutely hostile to the interests of 
the agricultural labourers whom I re. 
Mr. J. P. FARRELL: Only for one present. There is another point I would 
year. ; like to touch upon. I do not see any- 
‘ thing in the Bill which is calculated to 
arrest the tide of emigration, and, in my 
opinion, the tendency will be to assist the 
agricultural labourers out of the country, 
instead of to induce them to remain, 
General questions affecting the working. 
classes ought not to be mixed up with 
legislation intended for the benefit of 
the agricultural labourer. By all means, 
if housing accommodation is required, 
let it be supplied, but at the same time 
let the urban district councils undertake 
the duty in urban districts, and confine 
the operations of the rural district coun- 
ceils to rural districts. One of my chief 
objections to the Bill is that it would 
give power to urban district councils to 
encroach upon rural districts. This Bill 
is in no sense an amending Bill. It pro- 
poses to confer upon a nondescript, un 
ascertainable, and indefinite class of 
people advantages which in the past 
have been restricted to agricultural 
Mr. J. P. FARRELL : I have said labourers. I feel bound. therefore, to 
I am prepared to consider reasonable oppose it, unless the hon. Member should, 
Amendments. in the course of the debate, announce 
that he is prepared to drop Clauses 1, 4, 
Mr. MACARTNEY: Yes, but the 6, and 7. [Laughter.] That laughter 
question is what does the hon. Member confirms my opinion that it is not a Bill 
consider a reasonable Amendment ? | , intended for the benefit of the agricul- 
do not want to see these contributions tural labourer, but it is intended to 
touched at all. The intention of the | benefit some other class ; and, therefore, 
original Act was to provide for the wants in the interests of the agricultural 
of labourers in each locality and Clause 5, labourers whom I represent, I shall vote 
combined with Clause 7, seems to undo against the Second Reading. 
the whole of that very necessary provision 
by allowing board of guardians tocarry Mr. DALY (Monaghan, S.): As an 
out schemes outside their own area. As Ulster Member I have to differ from 
far as I understand the clause, there is| many of the points put forward by the 
nothing to prevent a district council! hon. Member for South Antrim. While 
in the south of Antrim from acquiring I would like to see some of the clauses 
land in the north of that county, and! of this measure remodelled, I am at the 
surely that cannot be for the benefit of same time prepared to support it. 
the hona fide agricultural labourer. think that in Committee it can be in- 
I can understand how it would injure him | proved very much. One of the reasons 
if this were done. The hon. Gentleman that make me anxious that this Bill 
who moved the Second Reading of this| should be read a second time is that any 


Mr. Macartney. 


Mr. MACARTNEY: Robbery is no 
less robbery because it is annual. | 
object entirely to these larcenies on the 
agricultural labourers I represent. Let 
us assume that the Exchequer contribu- 
tion is not utilised by County Antrim to 
the fullest extent. The county does not 
in consequence lose the benefit of the 
sum; it may be distributed over the 
local rates ; it may go to the board of 
guardians or to the road authority. 
There are, therefore, all sorts of reasons 
for objecting to this clause, which is one 
of the most piratical I have ever seen. 
The annual contribution of county 
Antrim is £2,500, and why should it be 
deprived of the benefit of that. Unless 
the hon. Member is prepared to drop the 
clause, I cannot support this Bill, neither 
can my colleagues. 
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legislation this House may pass which 
would stem the tide of emigration from 


ported. I believe that, while giving the 
labourers of Ireland comfortable and 
healthy homes, the measure would be 
one means of stemming the fast outflow 
of population from Ireland, because once 
alabourer is able to get a house from the 
board of guardians or the district council 
he becomes able to compete in the labour 
market, and to sell his labour to the best 
advantage, whereas if a labourer is 
hound, as is the case of a great ‘many 
labourers in Ireland, to the man from 
whom he has his house, he is liable at any 
time to be evicted from that house, and 
that for the moment incommodes the 
labourer. That is certain to have a bad 
efect on his children. They become 
ramblers, and I have known a great 
many instances of children turning 
out badly on account of having been 
moved from place to place, and not 
allowed to settle permanently in one place. 
The labourers would be able to settle in 
one place if cottages could be had. Under 
the present law the expense is enormous 
when an appeal is taken to the Privy 
Council. What is most extraordinary 
is that in most cases where an appeal is 
taken by the landlord or his agent, who 
does not want to see the Labourers Acts 
put in force, it is taken on the most 
frivolous pretence. The funny part of it 
all is that in cases where the appeals are 
taken by the landlords the guardians 
have to pay the expenses of the landlord 
in coming before the Privy Council, as 
well as their own. I say if the law was 
made that the loser, whether the district 
council or the landlord, had to pay the 
expenses, there would be fewer appeals, 
and the Aets would work more smoothly 
than at the present time. In the Union 
of Carrickmacross, to which I belong, 
there was a scheme for twenty-eight 
cottages, and two landlords, on whose | 
property two of the cottages were to be 
built, appealed against the decision of the 
guardians, and, to make a long story | 
short, the lawyer’s bill amounted to | 
£452 10s. 10d. I would ask my hon. | 
friend the Attorney General for Ireland | 








causes such an immense amount of the 


¢osts in this particular class of cases. | 
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Ireland should be encouraged and sup- | 
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| I would like also to draw the 
}attention of the right hon. Gentle- 
‘man to the great expense involved 
in sending an official down from 
the Local Government Board to carry 
out any matter in the way of arbiter or 
inspector. I will give one case which 
I am sure will astonish the House. 
The gentleman, I suppose, is paid a 
salary by the Local Government Board 
or some other Department of the Govern- 
ment. He was arbiter in a scheme 
lately carried through. This gentleman 
charged 10s. 6d. an hour for travelling— 
four hours £2 2s. He puts down 4s. 
for his expenses from the railway station 
to the hotel. Any other one paying 
the money out of his own pocket would 
have got to the hotel for 6d. I put this 
to the House as showing the extrava- 
gance of these gentlemen when they are 
out in districts carrying out arbitration 
cases. When it is coming out of the 
ratepayers’ pockets they do not care 
how much expense they put on. Other 
charges in the bill are—night out, £1 1s., 
travelling back to Belfast, nine hours, 
£3 [ brought the case before the 
House in the form of a question, and | 
received one of those light replies which 
the right hon. Gentleman is accustomed 
to give, and the matter was brushed 
aside. [I would ask the right hon. 
Gentleman representing the Govern- 
ment to endeavour as far as possible to 
simplify the procedure with respect 
to the erection of labourers’ cottages. 
The total expenses of the arbiter in 
the Carrickmacross case amounted to 
£18 18s. 4d. for two days work. Other 
items of expense in connection with the 
scheme were—advertising, £6 10s.; 
shorthand writer's notes, £25 5s. 10d., 
for one day’s work or for attending 
the inquiry. There are a number of 
other items I will not refer to. The 
hon. Gentleman opposite said the guar- 
dians were not inclined to put the 
Labourers Acts in force. Is it any 
wonder, when there are such extra- 
ordinary expenses charged in carrying 
out ascheme? I say that the Govern- 
ment, by allowing their officials to make 
such charges are doing their utmost to 


2. 
vs. 


whether he can support a law which | impede local bodies in improving the 


houses of the working classes of the 
oD 


ratepayers’ money to be paid for law | country. 


The hon. Member for South Antrim 
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talked of the proposal with regard jin our country are badly treated. They 
to the building of houses for trades- | have not constant employment, especially 
men. I am sure that the meaning|in winter and a great “part of pela 
of this Bill is that where there is a! Hence during all that time they mal 
deserving tradesman it would be a either get relief or go into the workhouse 
pity that he should not get a house. | or, in default of that. they eke out & 
I know from my own experience in the miserable existence by living on the 
country that a great many tradesmen charity of well-to-do people. The young 
have to leave districts on account of people of the working classes, as soon as 
their not being able to get suitable they manage to scrape together a few 
accommodation. These men, carpenters, pounds, emigrate to a foreign country 
blacksmiths, and others, were extremely generally America, consoled with the 
useful to the farmers. Their leaving thought that they are going to a free 
the districts was a great loss. to the country, where they hope their prospects 
farmers. The Government might be | will be greater, and where they will get a 
well satisfied that those who have to decent wage for honest labour. The 
enforce the law in the districts will not | result is that our country is drained of the 
be extravagant with the ratepayers very best men and women. ‘They are 
money by erecting too many cottages. ii going away in thousands, week after 
the voters found that district councils week, to the terrible loss of the nation, 
were extravagant, the Members would [| merely mention these facts to prove the 
get their walking ticket at the next pressing necessity that exists for bettering 
election. It would be a slight on the | the conditions of our working people at 
people of Ireland for any Member of home, in order to prevent them from 
the House to suggest that their repre- emigrating to foreign lands. It is in 
sentatives would not spend the money | order to try to remedy this dreadful evil 
judiciously. I know from my reference | of emigration that I rise to earnestly ask 
of earl of the cma fr oer the Goverment ato tu del a 
7 a serie — Y | our just demands, but to listen to reason 
is practised in the spending of money. | and to facilitate the passing of this Bill 
In proof of this I have only to mention jnto law. 
the fact that the boards of guardians | The sum and_ substance of _ the 
are in conflict with the Local Govern-| j,easure is this. It proposes to give 
ment Board, who are trying to put greater facilities to representative bodies 
no ge ais — that are unnecessary in Treland to work the present Labourers 
— ee es nd mg nd Acts. a maintain that there is great 
the people of Ireland in the administra- ee eee re —_ 
* ge” Pheadnesteenageitasellnpeir warmer red tape about them. The Local Govern- 
sath I believe this Bill if oti ment Board are allowed to interfere too 
caeik She Siwpes wilh be-the wand = much. In the Rathkeale Union, in my 
at ae tan Be constituency, the Local Government 
a large degree of preventing the best | Board inspector held an inquiry recently 
blood of the country from leaving our; as ieemeeennent echeine wader ae 
shores. It is a measure which should “ ecdanctheg, -pettegneres geen mene 
fiealies the support of every man who eee ne 7" ——— by 
has the love of his country at heart _ enpsa tame gee —— a 
: id is just to hand, and I find that he has 
| rejected more than half the applications 
Mr. O'SHAUGHNESSY (Limerick, | for new cottages, and a large number of 
W.) : I wish to say a few words in support | applications for additional allotments. 
of this Bill, and I hope they will have | In the scheme there were 281 applica- 
some effect in convincing the Attorney | tions for new cottages. Of these twelve 
General for Ireland how inadequate the | were withdrawn at the inquiry. The 
present law is to meet the wants of the | inspector sanctioned 103, and rejected 
labourers, and how just are the provisions | 166. There were 273 applications for 
of the Bill now before the House. The | additional allotments. The inspector 
actual position of the labourers of the | sanctioned 186, and rejected 87. This 
country at present is a very poor one. | is a sample of what the Local Government 
The great majority of the working men | Board are doing in Ireland day after day. 


Mr. Daly. 
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It is a good sample, for, judging from 
previous inquiries, this was held to bea 
But I fear very 
much if these applications which had 
been sanctioned come on appeal before 
the Privy Council a great number of | 
them will be refused, because the labourers 
will not be able to attend before the Privy 


most successful one. 


Council to give evidence and to prove 
their case. It is on that account that I 
maintain that either the Land Sub- 


Commission Court or the County Court | 


should be the court of appeal in this 


instance, and not the Privy Council. [| 
We. 
want also to give power to the representa- | 
tive bodies in Ireland to build cottages for | 


would prefer the County Court. 


artisans in towns, not organised under 
the Local Government Act, as hitherto 
enjoyed in the case of agricultural 
labourers. Resolutions to that 
have been passed all over Ireland. 


the League, which was presided over by 


an able, energetic, and thorough-going 


Nationalist, Father Casey, the following 
resolution was passed— 
“We call on every branch of the United 


Irish League, the Land and Labour Associa- 
tions, District and County Councils, and our 


Parliamentary representatives, to urge on the | 


Government the necessity there exists for the 
better housing 


under the Local Government Act; 
demand such alteration of the law as will con- 
fer on rural district councils the right to erect 
artisans’ dwellings as already enjoyed by urban 
councils.” 


That is a most 


instead of 1s. I hold that the money 
could not be better applied than in 
building labourers’ cottages. © Why 
should not artisans in towns, not organ- 


ised under the Local Government Act, | 
right to comfortable | 


have the same 
homes as labourers in the country ? 
What proof is necessary to give labourers 
the right in Ireland which is enjoyed by 
them in England ? 


to stand up in this House and say as the 
Chief Secretary recently said in answer 


to a question, that as at present advised 
he is not prepared to do so, or that the | 


(rovernment have no money for the pur- 
pose, while spending millions of Irish 
money on the South African War to 
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effect | 
At | 
a meeting of the Abbeyfeale branch of | 


of the tradesmen in towns | 
which have not been created urban councils | 
and to|} 


reasonable resolution. | 
We want to levy a rate of 1s. 6d. per £ | 


It is merely a matter | 
of justice, and it will not do for a Minister | 
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which the Irish people are strongly 
opposed. It now remains for us to see 
what action the Government will take 
in the matter, whether they intend to 
legislate or not. If they do not, then 
the opinion I formed a short time after 
coming into this House will be confirmed 
—namely, that in order to get legislation 
on any subject, no matter what its merits, 
the Government must be forced to it. 
That is a dangerous game to play, espe- 
cially with the Irish poeple. We in 
Ireland will stand no nonsense from the 
Government. It is not for pleasure or 
honour that we come here. We come 
here on business of national importance. 
We come here unwillingly, I- confess, 
but hither we must come for the redress 
of our local grievances, until we win back 
our national Parliament. Our business 
to-night is business that cannot brook 
delay, because every hour that passes 
the life blood of our country is ebbing 
away. We want to stop that, and Il am 
confident that if this Bill were passed 
into law, and its provisions given proper 
‘effect to, it would help to lay the 


foundation of that prosperity which 
we all hope for. 
Mr. RENTOUL (Down, E.): It 


strikes me that any one who looks at the 
Bill will find that it is one of the most 
extraordinary instances of legislation 
by reference to other Acts of Parliament 
that has almost ever been seen. It would 
take days of study in order to get any- 
thing like a grasp of the various measures 
referred to in the Bill. The Bill is drawn 
as if these measures were entirely within 
the knowledge of the county councils, 
-and the other local councils which will 
have to deal with this matter. The 
Bill is clearly not a Bill to benefit farmers 
or agricultural labourers, directly or 
indirectly. It is clearly for the benefit 
of some other class, but what exactly the 
other class is I have to still learn. It is 
proposed to substitute the Land Commis- 
sion for the Privy Council as the court of 
appeal. To substitute the much abused 
Land Commission, which is admittedly 
overworked, for a tribunal of the high 
character of the Privy Council, is indeed 
a startling proposal. The Bill deals 
with an unused surplus which happens 
to refer in this particular case to a few 
| Ulster counties, and consequently this 


2 I 
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is legislation for the rest of Ireland at the 
expense of certain Ulster counties. If 
the money is not required in these 
counties for labourers’ cottages, why 
should it be taken away from that dis- 
trict and allocated to another part of the 
country? Clearly it is very unfair to 
certain districts of Ireland. There is a 
clause which speaks of building houses 
and letting them practically to anybody. 
It is suggested that artisans should be 
housed like other people. Certainly, 
but that is a different question altogether. 
These are agricultural labourers’ Acts, 
and why should the money under those 
Acts be applied to artisans? If there 
is any defect with regard to artisans’ 
dwellings, let further powers be given 
in connection with the Artisans’ Dwel- 
lings Act. As to the question of legal 
expenses, I am not myself at the Irish 
Bar; if I were, I suppose I should be 
described as being as hungry as a hawk. 
However, as I live in England such 
epithets do not apply to me as far as 
Ireland is concerned. The hon. Member 
for South Monaghan dealt with the 
question of expenses and appealed to the 
Attorney General to simplify as far as he 
could the legal working of these Acts. 
In that appeal I most certainly join. 
Those expenses are undoubtedly heavy, 
but attempts have been made again and 
again to curtail such legal expenses, and 
those attempts have failed not on the part 
of the lawyers, but on the part of those who 
employed them. In the county courts 
of England which were established with 
the idea of allowing men to come forward 
to conduct their own cases without legal 
assistance, it was thought that the offi- 
cials of the court could assist every lay- 
man and give information as to how he 
might conduct his own case, and in this 
way it was thought that legal services 
might be dispensed with. We know that 
the very reverse has been the case. If | 
one side employs a solicitor then the other 
side is bound to do the same. If one 
man employs a barrister his opponents 
also employ one, and we not only see 
solicitors and barristers appearing fre- 
quently in county court cases but we 


even find K.C.’s there. 


Mr. DALY: Would the hon. Member 
decline to make the man who loses the | 
‘ase pay the costs ? ee | 
Mr. Rentoul. 


{COMMONS} 
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Mr. RENTOUL: I would not like 


to discuss the question of costs across 
the floor of this House, for it is much 
too big a subject. Efforts have been 
made to leave the question of costs in 
the hands of the presiding judge because 
of the difficulty of formulating any 
fixed rules. The costs in this case are 
in the discretion of the Privy Council, 
just as they are in the discretion of the 
judge in a court of appeal. We cannot 
prevent people from spending money 
when they are litigating. The very 
fact that this discretion has been given 
shows the impossibility of making a law 
that shall rigidly apply to persons who 
shall pay the costs in any particular 
case. 

I shall have no hesitation whatever 
in voting against this Bill as it stands. 
There are beneficial clauses in it no 
doubt, and it contains methods for the 
better housing of the artisan classes, 
but the one difficulty we experience 
in Ireland at present is that of keeping 
the labourers on the land. Our diffi- 
culty is to get them to remain on the 
land, and certainly it is not a step in 
that direction to take these benefits 
and apply them to all persons and en- 
courage those who are agricultural 
labourers to cease to be such labourers, 
on the ground that if they are able to 
work in any other way that requires 
only a slight apprenticeship they will 
retain the entire benefits of the agri- 
cultural labourer. I trust the Second 
Reading will not be given to this Bill 
to-day. If this measure has _ been 
brought up for the purpose of discussing 
the position of the agricultural labourers 
in Ireland, as far as the rules of the 
House will allow, then the discussion 
on this Bill will decided'v not be lost. 
There are differences of opinion amongst 
hon. Gentlemen opposite with regard 
to some yery salient and important 
parts of this Bill. This is not a case in 
which a Second Reading should be 
granted because the Bill contains one 
or two things which can be dealt with in 
Committee. On the contrary, it is a 
Bill which deals largely with subjects 
entirely outside of the very question 
that is here under discussion. It is not 
in any sense a Bill to amend the Labourers 
Acts, and that is not a proper name to 
apply to it. This is really a Bill to take 
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the money allocated for a particular 
purpose and apply it to another purpose. 
We saw from the speech of the hon. 
Member opposite, who dealt with emi- 
gration, that this Bill clearly had a far 
wider object than that put forward 
by certain hon. Members who have 
supported the measure. Unless hon. 
Members opposite are able to give us 
some better reasons for passing this 
measure, and unless they can _ point 
out some real good that will be done 
by it I trust the Bill will not get a Second 
Reading. This is not in any sense a 
political question, and hon. Members 
on this side are perfectly free on this 
question to speak for themselves. Speak- 
ing for myself, I do not see that this 
Bill would benefit anybody in Ireland, 
and I do not see why it should be read a 
second time. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.): The 
chief objection taken by the opposite 
side is that this Bill is not confined to 
agricultural labourers. If the hon. and 
learned Member for East Down or the 
right hon. Gentleman opposite had looked 
at this question from an English point 
of view they would have immediately 
seen that their objection was not a real 
or valid one at all. What is the history 


7 


of the position in England in regard 


to this matter? The first English 
Enclosure Act was the Act of 1845, 


and whenever any question of benefitting 
Ireland is concerned Englishmen seem 
to forget that we are only now getting 
some small vestige of the benefits which 
were conferred many years ago in old 
Tory times upon the English population, 
and yet to-day hon. Members seem to 
erudge the belated extension of this 
principle to Ireland. The Enclosure 
Act of 1845, which ran to 160 clauses, | 
was passed to benefit the labouring poor, 
and there was no restricted definition 
of the kind which has now been set 
forth. The Act of 1887, which was 
passed by a Conservative Government 
for the first time, gave compulsory 
powers because the Enclosure Act only 
dealt with commons. When in this 


House in 1887 a Conservative Ministry 
addressed itself to this problem of bene- | 
fiting the poor in rural districts and 
giving them the right to take land | 
‘compulsorily, did they restrict the Act | 
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to agricultural labourers, or did they 
provide that it should not extend to the 
general body? No, the very words of 
the Enclosure Act were incorporated 
and it was intended to benefit the labour- 
ing classes. In Section 2 of this Act 
the sanitary authorities get the right 
to let land in allotments to persons 
belonging to the labouring population 
who are resident in their districts. Is 
it not absurd for hon. Gentlemen oppo- 
site to suggest that we are proposing 
in this Bill something excessive or revo- 
lutionary when in your own English 
Acts you can take as much as three or 
four acres for allotments? For a long 
time in Ireland you had only the right 
to take half an acre, and now you can 
only take one acre altogether. There- 
fore, I say that the proposal we here 
make is only a proposal which has been 
in existence for a great many years. 
Of course it may. be argued that it is 
absurd to propose to confer on working 
men, such as the mill hands in Belfast, 
or a man employed in a tobacco factory 
in Dublin or Limerick, the same rights 
which you give to the agricultural 
labourer. So it is, but he will not get 
them because these rural bodies will 
exercise their discretion, but what 
we object to is that they should 
be ribbed, cabined, and confined 
in such a way that they will be pre- 
vented from giving a decent house 
to a working man. We have had this 
thing so very often that one feels that we 
are saying the same thing over and over 
again for the 900th time. Take, for 
instance, the case of a roadman, who 
probably lives in a bit of a cabin on the 
roadside. It will be said that he is not 
an agricultural labourer. He is em- 
ployed on the road as a road-mender, and 
probably lives in a wretched hut under 
most unsanitary conditions, and if fever 
broke out in that hut the whole parish 
might be put to twenty times the expense 
of building hima house. That important 
fact seems to be forgotten altogether. 
Why should a district council be re- 
stricted in its action if they think that by 
giving that man a decent house and a 
plot of land they can prevent an epidemic 
of this kind. This would not only be 
within the discretion of the district 
councils, but also of the Local Govern- 
ment inspector and the Privy Council, 
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who would see that no wrong or flagrant | 
injustice was done. It would be different | 
if you took a line or a street in Dublin, | 
where perhaps a man was making chairs 
or working as a factory hand, and you 
proposed to bring that man out into the 
middle of the county of Dublin, and set 
him out there in a house with three or 
four acres of land. I say that would be 
intolerable and absurd. Why not give | 
this discretion to a local authority? It | 
is not likely that a local authority will | 
spend the rates in order to give to un- | 
deserving people or to an undeserving | 
class. I say that this discretion might 
very fairly be left to the local authorities. 


The great difficulty about drafting 
this Bill has been that we have not | 


only to consider the House of Commons, 
but it has also to be made acceptable to 
the House of Lords, and provisions have | 
to be put in it to make it look reasonable. 
I never read the Bill till the debate began 
this morning, but I can well understand 
the difficulties of drafting it. If the 
drafters tried to widen the definition 
they would have got into fresh absurdities 
and pitfalls. Ido not think that the way 
this drafting has been attempted is 
extravagant, or that there is any reason 
at all for the very severe criticisms passed 
upon it by hon. Gentlemen on the opposite 
side. When the landlords have been 
relieved of all rates, and only pay the | 
standard rate, in certain cases I think we 
might reasonably trust the guardians 
and the district councils to do what is fair 
and proper in the matter. I take the 
view that these poor people are a public 
danger and a public expense. It is quite 
true that since the Act of 1883 was passed | 
something like £3,000,000 have been laid 
out upon labourers’ cottages, and about 
£1,500,000 is in course of being laid out. 
But what is that as compared with the 
immense problem which has to be solved ? 
There are in Ireland something like 
100,000 insanitary houses, and alto- 
gether I believe you have only erected 
something like 14,000o0r 15,000 labourers’ 
cottages, after having been seventeen 
years at work on this problem. During | 
that period you have spent as much on 
this question of the housing of the poor | 
in Ireland as you spend in a single fort- 
night in burning houses in South Africa. 
I think that is a fair way to put the case. 
It has taken us seventeen years to get | 


Mr. T. M. Healy. 


{COMMONS} 


| view at all. 








Amendment Biil. 920 
this slight measure of redress. I do not 
agree that even if this Bill were passed it 
would so largely reduce expenses as some 
of my hon. friends suppose, for the real 
difficulty is this: You are applying to 
microscopical parcels of land exactly the 
same law as you apply to the London and 
North Western Railway Company when 
they want to take tens of thousands of 
acres. The same section of the Land 
Clauses Act is to be put in as though you 
were going to spend £2,000,000 on some 
big scheme to provide proper machinery. 
Had we gone on those lines, we should 
have required forty or fifty clauses, and I 
should like to know what chance any 
Irish Bill would have if it had been so 
lengthy or so cumbersome. Now that 


‘the landlords have no rates, the people 


may be fairly trusted not to be extra- 
vagant. and not to run to too great a 
length in this matter. 

The right hon. Gentleman the Member 
for South Antrim seemed to appre- 
hend that there was some expressed 


intention to benefit other people, and 


I think he indicated evicted tenants. 
He seemed to suggest that this was a Bill 
introduced for the special benefit of the 
evicted tenants, but I do not take that 
In dealing with a problem 
like this there is generally a suspicion of 


ithis kind amongst Ulster Members in 


regard to their colleagues opposite. We 
are dealing with a social and a domestie 
problem, and with the question of rent 
and of housing, and really I do not see why 
an Ulster Member should not address 
himself to social problems, and there is 
no earthly reason why he should take a 
different view of the necessities of the 
poor and of Christian principles than 
that which we take. But, supposing 
this Act is used irregularly, and that a 
dozen or a score of evicted tenants 
obtain irregular benefits? After all, is 
it worth while to kill legislation to pre- 


vent microscopic irregularities of this 
kind? This double dose of original sin 


which is supposed to affect the Irish 
character has led to several Bills passed 
and introduced for Ireland being over- 
loaded with all these precautions, because 
it is feared that some individual in some 
part of the country might get benefited 
in an irregular manner, although accord- 
ing to the English rule no such restriction 
exists. Look at this question from a 
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large point of view. 
to help the poor and deserving class, 
who are being driven out of the country 
by the existing system. Could you 
blame a man for leaving a fevered hut 
in a land where he could not get employ- 
ment when for £3 he can go into a 
house ? The English people are splendid 
at generalities, especially after dinner. 
J read the other day a very pathetic 
speech by the Viceroy of Ireland made 
at a dinner. He was very sympathetic, 
but how much of that sympathy will 
enter into the consideration of the right 


hon. Gentleman in dealing with this | 


measure ? The Viceroy simply exuded 
with benevolence in regard to those 


unhappy people he had met in Kerry | 


and Cork, but the moment we propose 
anything in the nature of a remedy, 
and put one brick upon the top of another 
to provide them with decent houses, 


that moment John Bull is aroused and | 


a little foreign gang in this country 
are ready to insert any condition to 
prevent us doing anything in regard to 
this purely local matter. They prevent 
us from carrying out our own view, 
irom spending our own money on our 
own affairs and in our own way. In 


that they have done is really more than 
the positive mischief. Hon. Gentlemen 
opposite say, “ Look at this miserable 
ls. or 
the rent by. What good is that to the 
landlord?” I say it is an enormous 
good, because it prevents the Sub-Com- 
mission all over the country from doing 
an injustice by not giving proper reduc- 
tions, and in the same way the Privy 
Council by throwing out these schemes 
and preventing the poor being provided 
for encourages the Local Government 
Board inspectors to throw out more 
schemes than they would otherwise do, 
and consequently only a mere residuum 
of schemes comes before that august 
body. 

The ideas of the House of Com 
mons upon this question in Mr. Glad- 
stone’s time were a great deal more 
Tory than at present. By the Act of 

Pp y tne 


1883 we were not allowed to take a 
single acre or half an acre of land unless 
we came to Parliament for a Bill for 
power to do so. 


Such was the view 
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Here is a scheme | 
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taken of this question in those happily 
bygone days. I remember one of the 
Irish landlords fought the local board 
of guardians, and put us to all the expense 
and trouble of a big Parliamentary fight 
both in the House of Commons and 
the Lords. As much money was spent 
in costs over two or three labourers’ 
cottages as would have almost built a 
Royal palace. The Irish Members of 
that day were reminded that it was 
necessary to cut out this Parliamentary 
reference, and that some other body 
should be provided to take its place. 
Consequently the clause substituting 
the Privy Council was inserted. At the 
time I knew all about the Privy Council, 
and I was dead against it, but I did 
not press forward my views against 
those of my colleagues. It would have 
been better for us to have adopted the 
more enlightened view of the officers 
of this House. I think it would have 
been better for us to have allowed the 
_English Parliament to remain as the 
final court in the case of schemes for 
labourers’ cottages and allotments than 
to have this littl Orange ascendency 
nest in Dublin. That is why Irish 


Amendment Biil. 


} agi N;Members should be most cautious in 
my judgment, badly as the Privy Council | 
have acted, I think the negative mischief | 


6d. that the Commission raises : 


regard to private Bill legislation when 
it is proposed to send measures over 
to the Privy Council in Dublin. If 
there should be at any time any pro- 
posal to invest this body with the powers 
of Parliament in dealing with Irish 
private Bills, I should strongly oppose 
it. Persons who are created Privy 
Councillors work hand in hand with 
each other, and it is a regular American 
log-rolling system. If it is a rail- 
way Bill, the man connected with 
one railway brings up his own privy 
councillors, and they all work hand 
in hand. If it is a labourers’ scheme, 
then probably John Young is written 
to to come down and “chuck this 
Bill out for me.” I remember the 


horror of the President of the Board 


of Trade when he had a Bill before 
the Privy Council about the Donegal 
Railway, and actually this Privy Coun- 
cil was deliberately backed by the 
enemies of that scheme because 
some other railway was interested 


'and then the Government did a bit of 


| counter packing on their own side. The 
Privy Council of Dublin is just as suscep- 
‘ 
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tible to packing andstands byas acommon 
jury. In the former Bill we suggested 
the county court judge as a substitute, 
and I do not know what objection the 
Government of the day had to that 
position, but at all events it did not carry. 
I confess that I do not care very much 
about the Land Commission. From 
what I have seen of the Sub-Commission 
I do not think they have very much sym- 
pathy with the labourer. I presume that 
this Bill has only been framed in this 
way as a protest against the existing 
system of administration. 

Hon. Gentlemen opposite say that 
they will vote against this Bill because 
they do not approve of this or that 
clause. Well, Sir, whether they vote for 
the Bill or against it does not make 
the slightest difference, because if the 
Bill got a Second Reading everybody 
knows that this is only a mere perform- 
ance, and we should never get another 
day or hour to proceed with the measure. 
This is your glorious system of legislation 
in this House. Ireland is convulsed at 
the General Election to return Members 
to Parliament, and they puzzle themselves 
to draft and bring in Bills, and when they 
bring them in both their Bills and their 
opportunities and themselves go down 
in a whole into the earth and they are 
seen no more. When hon. Gentlemen 
opposite are so scrupulous in regard to 
this or that clause which does not happen 
to meet their views, and when they say 
they will oppose or support certain 
clauses, I venture to tell them that their 
opposition or support is entirely of no 
importance, because whether the Bill 
is read a second time or not it will not 
proceed any further. But this opportu- 
nity is a valuable thing as enabling us to 
put our views before the Government 
and before the country to ventilate these 
grievances, and the introduction of such 
Bills as these is useful in order to allow 
us opportunities of suggesting some 
remedy. One clause in particular has 
been greatly quarrelled with, and excep- 
tion has been taken to what I call the 
dog-in-the-manger clause about Ulster. 
Ulster will not build any labourers’ 
cottages, and refuses to use the money 
or allow us to use it either. I have some 
sympathy with the Ulster Members on 
this point. The Ulster authorities will 
not do anything themselves, and they 
Mr. T. M. Healy. 
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| will not let us have the money. At the 
| same time, itis only fair to say that recently 
they have made some endeavour to build 
cottages. I think it was an exceedingly 
good thing that the right hon. Gentle- 
man the Member for South Antrim years 
ago, in view of the utter neglect of his 
/own and othercounties in Ulster, brought 
forward that very drastic proposal, which 
| we should never have ventured to make, 
totheeffect that wherea boardof guardians 
neglected its duty, the labourers should 
have the right to make representations 
to the Local Government Board. So far 
as I know that provision has not been 
extensively used, but it is there as a rod 
over these district councils, and | think 
the Member forSouth Antrim wasentitled 
to extreme credit for having been the 
author of that provision. In the Public 
Health Act of 1890, if a.town refuses to 
provide a water supply or to carry out 
proper sanitary work, the Local Govern- 
ment Board and the town council 
can interfere. The Local Government 
Board is entitled to send an Inspector to 
hold a local inquiry, and, if necessary, 
to carry out the work itself. A provision 
of that kind has had a most useful effect. 
This Bill has been brought in to remedy 
an admitted grievance, for the Govern- 
ment cannot contend that the building 
of 14,000 cottages, when 100,000 are re- 
quired, is at alla satisfactory or adequate 
attempt to grapple with this evil. 
My hon. friend has suggested this 
Bill as a remedy for emigration. It is 
not a direct, but an indirect, remedy. 
If you look at the answer given only 
vesterday by the noble Lord the Secretary 
of State for War, you will find that out of 
the 15,000 men sent out recently to South 
Africa no less than 5,000 were men who 
were undersized or below the physical 
strength ; and is it at all unreasonable 
that we should suggest that from an 
Imperial point of view the Government 
are interested in the attempt we are mak- 
ing to put an end to insanitary dwellings, 
and to prevent this wastage of the pope- 
lation. On these grounds | would 
suggest that a Bill of this kind, if it has 
defects of drafting and scope, should not 
be criticised in any narrow or small 
_spirit, but ought to receive at the hands 
| of theGovernment sympathetic attention. 
| I will say one word more. Though 
jit be true that the Local Government 
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Act of 1898 gave these labourers a vote, 
and put into their hands the formation to 
some extent of boards of guardians, that 
power has been considerably diminished 
and cut into by the provision compelling 
these men when under £4 valuation 
to pay rates. A great many of these 
tenants are weekly tenants, and therefore 
it is no use to say that the landlord will 
pay the rates. How can you expect a 
tenant who is liable to eviction at the 
end of a week to pay rates for six or 
twelve month ? The thing is impossible. 
The result is that the franchise for boards 
of guardians and district councils has 
been conferred on these poor people with 
one hand and taken away with the other. 
Not only the local and municipal fran- 
chise, but the parliamentary franchise 
also is affected. I think the Government 
would do well in any legislation they 
propose to remove this defect or to revert 
to the law which in the case of these poor 
holdings throws the burden of rate-paying 
on the landlord. I think that this Bill, 
whatever its defects may be, is entitled 
to a more sympathetic consideration 
from the Government than it has received 
from the Conservative Members who 
have already spoken. I hope the Govern- 
ment will not confine themselves merely 
to destructive criticism, and if they object 
to the present measure I hope they will 
only do so by saying that they are ready 
to bring in substantive proposals of their 
own. 


{22 M 


Mr. O'SHEE (Waterford) thought the 
hon. and learned Member for East Down 
was wrong in his contention that this 
money under the present law could be 
devoted to the object which this Bill 
had in view. If the hon. Member oppo- 
site had taken the trouble to look into the 
accounts he would have seen that he 


was wrong, for the regulations of 
the Lord Lieutenant provided for 
the manner of distribution of the 


money in each county. Exception had 
been taken to Clause 6 on the ground 
that it took away money from the 
counties which had not utilised the 
Labourers Act. That was quite true, 
but when this Bill was printed the latest 
Report of the Local Government Board 
showed that no action whatever had been 
taken during the seventeen years from 
1883 to 1890, since the first Labourers 
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| Act came into operation in the counties 
of the north of Ireland. Yesterday 
the Chief Secretary obtained information 
from the Local Government Board 
that since the publication of the last 
Report some schemes had been sent up 
and the building of twenty-two cottages 
had been sanctioned. The object of this 
Bill was to prevent the money allocated 
to those counties being hung up, and if 
certain counties had made up their minds 
not to utilise this money it was quite 
reasonable for hon. Members representing 
other parts of Ireland, where the Labour- 
ers Acts had been largely utilised, to come 
to this House and ask for a redistribution 
of this grant, which was intended exclu- 
sively by Parliament for the erection of 
labourers’ cottages. The promoters of the 
Bill did not object to giving a reasonable 
number of years grace in which the 
counties where funds had not been uti- 
lised for building labourers’ cottages 
might still expend those funds. He 
urged that the Irish Members were quite 
as anxious to see the labourers of Antrim 
and Down as well housed as those in 
the western counties. He denied that 
there would be any accumulation of 
schemes or appeals waiting the Judgment 
of the sub-commission, nor would any 
extra tax in point of time be imposed 
onthe sub-commissioners. If those other 
counties were prepared to provide cottages 
out of this grant, as Parliament intended, 
there was no reason why they should not 
be allowed to do so. He was glad to see 
that a beginning had been made both in 
Antrim and Down and other counties. 
He hoped they would go on and build 
enough cottages to take over the whole 
of this grant. He thought what he had 
said disposed of the objections which 
had been taken to the clause. He was 
glad that the hon. Members representing 
Ulster were setting on foot an agitation 


‘to secure better conditions for the 
labourers. 
The first clause in this Bill was 


directed to making the existing law clear. 
Under the Housing of the Working 
Classes Act, there was a provision that a 
rural district council, on application 
‘to the county council, could apply the 
Housing of the Working Classes Act. 
| Though at that time no county councils 
|existed in Ireland, still in the section 
relating to the interpretation of the 
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Act, no reference was made to that fact. 
There was a perfectly clear definition 
as to the people who came under the 
provisions, and the same definition would 
apply in reference to the phrase “ work- 
ing classes’ in Ireland. It was a great 
hardship that the rural artisans, carriers, 
and road-makers, referred to by the 
mover of the Second Reading, could not 
have houses erected for them under the 
Acts, but a more serious grievance was 
the fact that the son of an old labourer 
living in an insanitary house could not 
get a house built for himself under the 
existing definition. The Labourers Acts 
required the person applying to have 
somebody dependent upon him, so that 
if a labourer of eighty or ninety years of 
age happened to be the tenant of an 
insanitary house, and to have sons twenty 
or thirty years of age living with him, 
those sons were not entitled to have a 
new house built in lieu of the insanitary 
one in which they were living. If the 
old man himself applied he would be told 
that he was not an agricultural labourer, 
and therefore had no right to apply. 
Clause 2 proposed to enable the district 
council to give alternative sites. He 
would not dwell upon that clause, nor 
upon the clause extending the rating 
limit. The latter clause would affect 
very few unions in Ireland, and, if a 
district council was prepared to spend a 


penny or twopence or a few pence more | 


than Is. in the £, why should they not be 
allowed to do so, seeing that they repre- 
sented the ratepayers, without whose 
sanction they could not enforce the levy ? 
A practical difficulty had arisen in refer- 
ence to 
Union. If the rate had reached 103d., 
and a new scheme was proposed for one 
hundred cottages, of which the Local 
Government Board inspector decided 
to pass sixty, and the erection of those 
sixty would bring the rate to more than 
Is. in the £, a number of those sixty 
would have to be cut out notwithstanding 


the fact that the inspector had decided | 


that there were just claims for their 
erection. That was a great hardship 
and a substantial grievance. 

In reference to appeals under the 
Labourers Acts, the Land Sub-Com- 
mission was suggested for good reasons. 
That body had already a great deal 


to do under the Labourers Acts. | 


Mr. O’Shee. 


{COMMONS} 


the scheme in the Kilmallock | 
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! Under the Act of 1881 the Land Com- 
' mission, on an application for a judicial 
' rent, had the power of ordering a tenant 
to provide houses for the labourers em- 
' ployed on his farm. In only 800 cases in 
' the whole of Ireland had that power been 
exercised, and the majority of those cases 
| were either before or very soon after the 
| passing of the Act of 1883. He did not 
know of a single case in which labourers 
, had gone into court asking that an order 
should be made against their employers 
for the erection of cottages. Except 
where the farmers themselves had sug- 
gested it, the section of the Act of 188] 
dealing with this matter had been en- 
tirely inoperative. The Land Commis- 
sion had jurisdiction also in reference to 
the fixing of rents in cases where the 
district council leased the land. He did 
not believe that the objeciion to the Land 
Commission on account of the delay in 
| fixing fair rents was a substantial one, 
as fair-rent applications had to be taken 
,in the order in which they were lodged, 
so that the applications heard to-day were 
probably lodged about two years ago. 
Such accumulations would not accrue 
in regard to these appeals. In every 
county in Ireland there were at least two 
sittings of the Sub-Commission every 
year, so that at intervals of six months, 
and in some cases of three months, there 
would be a tribunal ready to dispose of 
any such appeals. As in some counties 
there was not more than one scheme in 
five years, and the number of appeals 
in connection with each scheme was 
usually not more than half a dozen, the 
duty would involve but a very slight 
addition to the labours of the Com- 
missioners. One great advantage of the 
Sub-Commissioners was that they could 
visit the locality. The County Court 
Judge, sitting as a Land Court, would 
also be a suitable tribunal, because he 
could refer the matter to his valuer, and 
that official would inspect the site. The 
essence of the matter was that there 
should be an inspection of the site. The 
hon. Member for South Antrim appeared 
to imagine that Clause 7 had some 
sinister meaning, but the hon. Member 
could hardly have read it, because it 
absolutely carried out the views of the 
socal Government Board. The clause 
was to prevent an abuse permitted by the 
present state of the law, under which a 
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house could be given to a person other 
than the one for whom it was erected. 
As to the suggestion that the clause was 
intended for the benefit of evicted tenants, 
it actually would prevent an evicted 
tenant getting into a house which had 
been erected for another man. He was 
very glad that no criticism had been 
directed against the next clause, which 
was perhaps the most important in the 
Bill. That clause proposed to extend to 
Ireland the English enactments with 
regard to allotments. Anticipating 
some objection to the clause, he had come 
armed with Hansard of 1894. In that 
year the House carried unanimously a 
resolution declaring that at once those 
enactments should be extended to Ireland. 
Nothing, however, had been done towards 
giving effect to that resolution. The 
hon. Member for South Tyrone, who was 
in the last Government, and the right 
hon. Gentleman the Member for Dublin 
University, the present Solicitor General 
for England, both supported that resolu- 
tion, but apparently neither of them had 
ever suggested that effect should be 
given to the decision of the House. 
There was no other clause to which he 
need refer, and he thanked the House 
for the patient hearing they had accorded 
him. 


*Mr. T. W. RUSSELL (Tyrone, 8.) : 
This Bill has one supreme vice in my 
mind, and that is that it is chock-full of 
proposed legislation by reference. I dis- 
like that method of procedure, and this 
Bill is one of the most flagrant examples 
of it | have ever seen. Having said that, 
I have said about all I have to say against 
itsform. Weare engaged in discussing the 
Second Reading of the Bill, and it does 
not follow that because a Member sup- 
ports the Second Reading he is thereby 
bound to all the clauses and details of the 
Bill. I have examined the Bill in the 
most cursory manner, but there are one 
or two clauses which I certainly could 
not support if the Bill went into Commit- 
tee. But I am not struck with the class 
of opposition with which the Bill has been 
met. The fact that it applies to other than 
agricultural labourers is rather a recom- 
mendation than otherwise. Nothing can 
be more shocking than the state of the 
housing of the town and village popula- 
tion of Ireland. The conditions are as 
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bad, and, in many cases, far worse, than 
those of the agricultural labourers. At 
every election that I have gone through 
in South Tyrone men have come to me 
and said: “* You are trying to do things 
for the tenant-farmers, and a good deal 
is being done for the agricultural 
labourers; are you not at some time or 
other going to strike a blow for the 
town tenant and the town labourer ?” 
I say distinctly, although that class does 
not abound in South Tyrone, that it is 
no drawback to the Bill, from my stand- 
point, that it extends beyond the agri- 
cultural labourer, and attempts to do 
something for the town and village 
labourer. The habitations of the people 
in the towns and villages of Ireland are 
in a shocking state, and I do not think 
it isa large order that the people of Ire- 
land, now that they and not the land- 
lords pay the rates, should have a dis- 
cretion as to whether or not they would 
improve that condition of things. | 
would also point out, as has been stated 
by the hon. Member for West Waterford, 
that this Bill seeks to give effect to a 
resolution passed by this House some 
years ago, and for which | voted, in 
favour of the extension to Ireland of the 
English allotment system. For five 
years I had something to do with the ad- 
ministration of the provisions of the Eng- 
lish Act, and, so faras I saw, they worked 
admirably. I have heard Ulster Members 
—I have done it myself—express their will- 
ingness that the allotment provisions of 
the English Act should be extended to 
Ireland. Why is it—I ask myself the 
question—that when anything comes 
up in the House from the other side, even 
though the House of Commons has in a 
previous Parliament approved it by 
resolution, it does not meet with that 
reception on this side of the House which 
it ought to receive? Hon. Gentlemen 
opposite represent Irish labourers in the 
south, while we represent Irish labourers 
in the north ; the grievances and difti- 
culties are precisely the same; the 
remedy is precisely the same. Why is it, 
I ask, that these proposals do not receive 
the sympathy and encouragement on 
this side which they ought to receive, 
judging by the speeches made at other 
times? I am prepared to vote for the 
Second Reading of this Bill, not because 
I agree with every clause, but because | 
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am not prepared to go to Irelandand say 


that Lam willing to do this, that, and the | 


other for the labourers, and then, when 
proposals more or less practical come 
before the House, speak and vote against 
them. I intend to vote for this measure 
also because I am in absolute despair of 
anything being done by the Govern- 
ment. What do I mean by that?) The 
Government know perfectly well that 
the Labourers Acts are cumbersome, 
costly, and in many cases absolutely un- 
workable ; they know that they have 
been badly administered, that great 
hardships to tenant-farmers and to land- 
lords have arisen under them, and that 
altogether it is a code which ought to be 
overhauled. Yet they propose to do 
nothing. If the Government proposed 
to take action, that might be a reason 
for rejecting this Bill, but what has been 
the position of the Chief Secretary 
throughout this Parliament ? He _ has 
admitted grievances in connection with 
land, education, and railways; he has 
admitted grievances right and left and 
centre ; but he does not propose to re- 
move one of them. Therefore, knowing 
the condition of the Irish labourers, not 
approving of the Bill as a whole, but see- 
ing some good things in it, and in despair 


of anything being done by the Govern- | 
‘that the labourers were in such an abject 


ment, I shall vote for the Second Reading, 
it tor no other reason than as a protest 
against that inaction. 


*Mr. ATKINSON : If this Bill were an 
attempt to improve the machinery, or 
to carry to a legitimate goal the wise and 
beneficent policy of the several Labourers 
Acts, it would command, I think, the 
sympathy and support of many Members 
on both sides of the House, because both 
parties are identified with that legisla- 
tion. In 1883 the Labourers Act was 
first brought in by the hon. Member for 
the Scotland Division of Liverpool. It 
was taken up by the Government and 
extended in 1885. It was taken up by 
the Conservative Government and ex- 
tended in 1886, 1891, and 1892. In 
1896 my right hon: friend the present 
President of the Board of Trade most 
carefully considered all the machinery 
and endeavoured te introduce such 
Amendments as would simplify and 
cheapen the procedure, and in one 


particular, at all events, he succeeded | 


Mr. T. W. Russell. 


{COMMONS} 
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,in effecting that object. Or if this Bill 
| was one dealing in an appropriate manner 
with the class which the hon. Member 
for South Tyrone has apparently taken 
under his protection, namely, the tenants 
in towns, it would probably equally com- 
mandthe sympathy and support of Gentle- 
men on both sides of the House, because, 


‘again, both parties are identified with 


the policy of the Acts for the housing of 
the working classes. It is because this 
Bill neither improves the machinery for 
varrying out the Labourers Acts nor 
adopts the policy of those Acts, on the 
one hand, nor, on the other hand, sup- 
plies any adequate or proper machinery 
for carrying out the policy of the Housing 
of the Working Classes Act, that the 
Government are unable to support it 
or regard this debate, after all, as more 


‘than an academic discussion. 


Mr. FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick): 
Whose tault is that? It is not ours. 


*Mr. ATKINSON: What is the policy 
of the Labourers Acts? It was said that 
the agricultural labourers were at the 
mercy of the farmers who employed 
them, that those farmers provided them 
with no houses or allotments, that they 
kept them in insanitary dwellings, and 


condition that if they ventured to com- 
plain of the insanitary condition of their 
houses they were at once evicted and 
dismissed. The policy of the Labourers 
Act of 1883, as stated by the hon. 
‘Member for the Scotland Division when 
he introduced it, was this: It was, 
he said, proposed to grant to rural 
sanitary authorities throughout the 
country the same powers as were 
exercised with regard to artisans’ dwell- 
ings by urban authorities. The 
policy, in fact, was to throw upon 
a certain industry, namely, the agri- 
cultural industry, in each rural district 


the burden of making adequate 
provision for such of the labourers 
connected with that industry as 
were necessary in that particular 


district. That is obvious from the pro- 
|visions of the Act of 1883. You are 
to take into consideration the demands 
and requirements of the districts, and 
they are to build cottages and furnish 
_ allotments for the labourers who are neces- 
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sary in that district, To make these | 
Acts into eleemosynary or poor law Acts, 
to support labourers for whose labour 
there was no demand, to supplement 
defective earnings, and to raise men 
from a condition of pauperism who really 
had no market for their labour, was not 
the policy of the Acts. Every part of the 
earlier Act, that of 1883, shows that the 
requirements of the locality are to be | 
taken into consideration, and if the 
labourers requisite are not properly 
housed they are to be properly housed, 
but it is by no means to supplement the 
Poor Law Acts. Under these Acts 
a considerable amount of work has been 
done, and it is well, before the House 
attempts to extend their provisions to a 
dass for which they unquestionably were 
never intended, that hon. Members 
should see how matters already stand 
and understand the burden which the 
administration of these Acts involves. 
On the 31st March, 1899, there were in 
Ireland about 16,000 tenants, or approved 
applications, provided for at a cost of 
£1,915,180. The average weekly rental 
isls. The gross result, therefore, is that 
on a capital expenditure of £2,000,000 
roughly there is an aggregate monthly 
rental of only £2,817 15s. Assuming 
that that was paid for every month of 
the year, it would bring in only £33 833 
per annum, or about 14 per cent. on the 
capital expenditure. The sum charged 
in respect of interest on the different 
loans is from 22 to 34 per cent., and, 
according to the number of years for 
which the money is borrowed, the annual 
outgoing amounts to from £6 10s. 8d. 
per cent. on a twenty-five years loan to 
£4 Is. 2d. per cent. on a fifty years loan. 
That is a very serious matter indeed. 
It shows that the different rural districts 
in Ireland, as far as this provision is con- 
cerned—except for certain recoupments, 
to which I shall refer presently—up to 
the 31st March, 1899 (and since then 
numerous other loans have been ‘autho- | 
rised) are losing from 24 per cent. to 
nearly 3 per cent. per annum on 
£2.000,000. 


; Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, | 
E.): It is not loss. | 


Mr. FIELD: It is worth more iin 
that to keep the labourers on the land.’ 


{22 May 1901} 


| tached to it. 
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*Mr. ATKINSON: The hon. Member 


is not a tenant farmer in any rural dis- 


trict in Ireland in which this is done, or 
he might change his opinion. But what- 


‘ever opinions hon. Members may hold 


on this question, and it may be that 
they think the benefits derived are 
worth the expenditure, it is as well 
to see what the actual cost is. 


It is their own money. 


Mr. FIELD: 


*Mr. ATKINSON: As I say, that 

represents a loss of nearly 3 per cent. 
on £2,000,000. It is right to take into 
consideration as a set-off against that 
the sum received from the Exchequer 
contribution. But I would call the at- 
tention of hon. Members to the fact, that 
upon each cottage there is a loss of £3 
per annum, and as there are between 
15,000 and 16,000 cottages, that means a 
loss of £45,000. As against that, there 
is only the £37,000 per annum received 
from the Exchequer contribution. These 
figures leave out of consideration 
altogether recent applications, which, 
since 3lst March, 1899, amount to 
£287,000. The point I wish to make is 
that while it may be perfectly fair and 
just to burden the agricultural industry 
of a particular district, with the duty otf 
providing for the labourers of that district, 
even though it should involve a large 
expenditure of capital, it becomes a matter 
of vital importance if you attempt to 
fasten on the back of these labourers 
Acts practically a provision for the 
housing of the working classes in towns, 
which is quite a different thing. The 
Irish agricultural labourer to-day stands 
probably in a more fortunate position 
than any other agricultural labourer in 
the world. What is his position? The 
local authority has power to provide for 
him a cottage with an acre of land at- 
Even though the labourer 
live in a house of his own, the local autho- 
rity can purchase or lease an acre of land 
in the vicinity for him. 


Mr. FIELD: Might I ask the right 
hon. Gentleman how many cases he can, 
point to in which that has been done ? 
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*Mr. ATKINSON: That has nothing | 
whatever to do with my argument. My 
argument is that that is the law at/| 
present. I will come presently to the. 
machinery. I say that that is the law, 
and that the Irish agricultural labourer 
in that position is more fortunate than 
any other agricultural labourer in the | 
world. It may be—I shall deal 
with the point presently—that the law 
is not properly administered, but so far 
as the law is concerned, there is no other 
country in the world, so far as I am aware, 
where a labourer can get a cottage built 
for him and an acre of land allotted to 
him, for which he has to pay only 14 
per cent. That is the position. It is 
difficult to point to any labourer in a 
mere fortunate position. I suppose the 
hon. Gentleman knows that under the 
Allotments Act the first consideration | 
before any land is acquired by local 
authorities must be that they must know 
that it will let on such terms as will pay. 
What is the use of talking about allot- | 
ments in Ireland, when you cannot get 
14 per cent. out of them? I admit quite 
as strongly as hon. Gentlemen opposite 
that there does seem to be a defect in the | 
provisions of the Housing of the Working 
Classes Act, in so far as the Acts ex- | 
tend only to urban districts and towns 
under the jurisdiction of town com- 
missioners, and it may be necessary to 
amend the law so as to deal with the case 
of artisans and others living in towns 
too small to support town commissioners. 
But what I say is that it would be most 
unjust and iniquitous to adopt for 
the purpose of the Labourers Acts the 
definition which is given in the Housing 
of the Working Classes Act as suggested 
in this Bill, and make farmers all over 
the rural districts pay for the houses and 
allotments of land to small shopkeepers 
and tradesmen and others living in the 
country towns and villages. That would 
be a most iniquitous thing. The only 
remedy that I can see is to create town 
commissioners, who could deal with this 
matter; and it is quite a mistake to 
imagine the money spent would be repro- 
ductive. That is the reason why I say 
this Bill is not conceived in the interest 
of the agricultural labourer at all. There 


is scarcely a single provision in it for the 
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| district, 
agricultural 
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benefit of the agricultural labourer. It 
is a Bill designed and intended to apply 
the Labourers Acts to a condition of 
things to which they are not really 
properly applicable, and to throw the 
burden of the taxation for the housing 
of the small shopkeepers and tradesmen 
upon the farmers in the outlying dis- 
tricts. There is no power to apply the 
Housing of the Working Classes Acts to 


/ towns where there are no town commis- 


sioners. Yet in the first section of this 
Bill the promoters adopt the definition 


/of the Housing of the Working Classes 


Act. That is rather a strange way of 
legislating, because there is no definition 
of ‘“‘ working classes”’ in the Housing 
of the Working Classes Act. So that if 
Clause 1 of this were adopted, it is possible 
that the local authority would be per- 
fectly justified in law in. building houses 
and securing allotments of land from the 
farmers for every small shopkeeper or 
trader in their district. That would be 
most unjust. If vou could secure that 
the expense would be a special expense, 
spread over the urban area, there might 
be something in the proposition, but to 
extend the operations of the Act at the 
expense of the farmers would be most 
unjust. The hon. Gentleman who moved 


| the Second Reading of this Bill says that 
| occasionally there are road-makers and 


others whose work lies in a_ particular 
who, because they are not 
labourers, do not come 
within the provisions of the Act, and that 
these are the persons to whom he wants 
its operations extended ; but he happens 
to extend the operation of the Act to 
another class altogether. Now let me 
say a word with reference to what has 
been urged with regard to the machinery 
of the Labourers Acts. It certainly is 
an extraordinary thing that, although 
every Member who has spoken in the 
course of this debate has complained in 
reference to the machinery of the 
Labourers Acts of the cost, of the delay, 
of the vexatious litigation, and of the 
Local Government Board, not a single 
provision has been introduced into this 
Bill to cure or obviate any one of those 
evils. A great deal of censure has been 
passed on the Privy Council, and yet, 
when I look at Clause 8 of this Bill, I find 


that a power is given to the Privy Council 


that has never been given to an outside 
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body in the whole history of this House. 


That is good comment on the sincerity | 
and honesty of these Gentlemen in| 
| Labourers’ Acts, a judicial committee 


putting forward these complaints. 
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moved the Second Reading of this Bill. 
With regard to the action of the Privy 
Council in dealing with appeals under the 


| 


of the Privy Council sat—— 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) : 


On a point of order, Sir, may I ask 


whether the right hon. Gentleman is | 


entitled to question the honesty and 
sincerity of the Gentlemen who make 
these complaints, that is to say, the 
Gentlemen who have promoted this Bill 
and used these arguments to-day ? 


*Mr. ATKINSON: I think the hon. 
Member is entirely mistaken. I did not 
attribute any dishonesty or insincerity 
to the hon. Gentlemen who made the 
complaints. I said, “the honesty and 
sincerity of their contentions.”’ 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: The right 
hon. Gentleman is in the recollection of 
the House. He used the phrase “ the 
honesty and sincerity of the Gentlemen.”’ 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The right hon. 


Gentleman did use the expression, but | 


I did not hear the words which im- 
mediately preceded it. I 
aware that he was referring to Members 
of this House, but if he was referring 
to Members of this House, and used 
words imputing to them insincere or 
dishonest arguments, or words which 
are capable of that interpretation, | 
am sure the right hon. Gentleman will 


withdraw them. 


was not 


*Mr. ATKINSON: Of course, Sir, I 
withdraw the expression, but I never 
intended to do anything but comment 
upon the sincerity of the complaints 
against the Privy Council when at the 
very moment they were being made 
it was proposed to confer on the Privy 
Council larger powers than have ever 
been given to any outside body, and to 
say that it shows that these gentlemen 
cannot have much confidence in the 
complaints they make. Ido not think 
it is necessary to deal with the com- 
plaints of the hon. Gentleman who 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: It is not the 


judicial committee at all. 


*Mr. ATKINSON : The Privy Council 
sat asa judicial body; they had these 
matters argued out before them, and 
decided judicially upon the facts and 
arguments. The judicial committee 
are called upon to act as a substitute 
for the House of Commons. Formerly 
it was necessary when a petition was 
presented against a Bill that a Pro- 
visional Order should be made to be 
subsequently confirmed by Act of Parlia- 


ment, but that practice was  dis- 
pensed with, and the investigation 
before the Privy Council was sub- 


stituted for the approval of Parliament. 
Now what has been said with regard 
to that substitute appears to me to be 
really ludicrous. The present practice 
is this. When a requisition for the 
compulsory acquisition of land is made, 
after it has been taken into considera- 
tion by the local council their decision 
is submitted to the Local Government 
Board, who send down an_ inspector 
to investigate the matter on the spot. 
The Local Government Board make a 
Provisional Order. Anyone whose 
land is to be taken compulsorily 
would have a perfect right to petition 
against the scheme, and a petition of 
that kind comes before the Privy Council 
as the substitute for the House of Com- 
mons. It is now suggested that such 
petitions should be dealt with by three 
sub-commissioners from the Land Com- 
mission, who, it is said, please no party, 
who are abused and denounced by 
everybody, and who are only employed 
to fix rents. The suggestion that they 
should be diverted from their legitimate 
occupation, which they are competent 
to discharge, and made into a court 
of appeal from the Local Government 
Board as a substitute for this House, is 
absurd. Dealing with the various por- 
tions of this Bill, I say that it does 
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not in any way improve or cheapen | Reading. The object is to cheapen 
the machinery of the existing Acts.}the machinery of the Labourers Acts, 


In 1896, when we passed the amending 
Act, we gave most careful consideration 
to that matter, and if there be any way 
in which the machinery of these Acts 
can be improved that will be a perfectly 
legitimate subject for my right hon. 
friend to consider, but that is not done 
by this Bill, which makes no attempt 
to cheapen the cost or deal with the 
matter in any way. The only 
it does is to elevate the sub-commissioners 
into a court of appeal from the Local 
Government Board. I may _ further 
say that it will be for the Government 
to consider 
made to make the Housing of the Work- 


ing Classes Act applicable to those towns 


in the country where there are no town | 
commissioners, but this Bill does not do | 
to assent to the | 


that, and, therefore, 


thing | 


whether any effort can be | 


Second Reading of the Bill would not | 
further in any way either of these two | 


legitimate objects. On the contrary, 
it would impede them, because it would 
fasten on the Labourers Acts the Housing 
of the Working Classes Act, thereby 
making the farmers pay for the housing 
of other classes of labourers. 


reasons the Govenment cannot assent 
to the Second Reading. 
*Mr. HEMPHILL (Tyrone, N.): I 


think hon. Members on both sides of the 
House have cause to be grateful to the 


| and 


and I think the main provisions of the 


Bill carry that object out. Why not 
give it a Second Reading? My right 
hon. friend, as I wndeostand, admits 


that the scope of the Labourers Acts 
ought to be amended, and that powers 
ought to be given to provide houses 
and allotments to persons residing in 
rural districts. Therefore, why not 
allow the Second Reading, in order to 
have an interpretation put upon the 
‘working classes,” to whom the Bill 
would extend the operation of the Acts } 
That would be properly done by a Com- 
mittee of this House. This very session 
my attention has been called tothe ineff- 
ciency of the present system in a town 
in my own constituency. In that case 
there was a scheme for the housing of 
a number of poor labourers, but it was 
objected to, because many of the labourers 
were working part of the year in mills, 
are therefore only occasionally 


-employed in agricultural work, so that 


‘they are not agricultural labourers 
| within the strict terms of the Act. That 
shows the necessity for this Bill. With 


For these | 


|and the hon. 


hon. Members who promoted this Bill. | 


It has called the attention of the House | 


to the necessity for legislation on behalf 
of the labourers of Ireland. I do not 
suppose there is a single Irish Member 
in this House who did not pledge him- 
self at the hustings to do what he could 
for the amelioration of the condition of 
the labourers of Ireland. 
the course taken on this occasion by 
the Attorney General for Ireland is 
that which has ever been adopted by 
the present Government whenever a 
Bill is introduced by a private Member. 
We are always told that such measures 
are academic. Every Bill is academic 
which is received by the Government 
with a non possumus, because the only 
way to turn an academic into a practical 
Bill is to assent to its Second 


Mr. Atkinson. 


I observe that | 


regard to the delay and expense which 
is caused by an appeal to the Privy 


Council, the right hon. Gentleman 
the Member for South Antrim 


Member for North Louth 


have both rather alluded to me as 
being a member of the Irish Privy 
/Council. As such I repudiate the 
suggestion that any member of the 
Privy Council of Ireland would be 
capable of such influences as 
|referred to. There is no more 
honourable body in the world. I know 
that when one’s own merits are in 


question one should be dumb, but I must 


| be excused for making these observa- 





tions lest it should be conceived by my 
silence that I acquiesce in what | 
must call very unworthy suggestions. 
I admit that I think the Privy 
Council is not adapted to the purposes 
of this Act. I think it is cumbrous 
and uncertain in its decisions, because 
it is not a constant tribunal: and 
since I have been a Member of this 
House it has been admitted by Members 
on both sides of the House that the 
present system of building labourers’ 
cottages requires some amendment. It 
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is necessary, therefore, to substitute | surprised that the hon. Member for 
some other tribunal for the Privy Council. | East Down should oppose this measure, 
It certainly does occur to me—and here | for the very men who have been pro- 
[ agree with the right hon. Gentleman | posing to ameliorate the condition of 
—that the Land Commissioners would | the labourers of Ireland, above all others, 
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be a very bad tribunal. 
it would be satisfactory, 


but a county | 


court judge would, to my mind, be an | 


admirable tribunal. 
matter worthy of 


after Second Reading. 


Abraham, Wm. (Cork, N. E.) 
Abraham, William (Rhondda) 
Allan, William (Gateshead) 
Allen,CharlesP.(Glouc.Stroud |! 
Ambrose, Robert 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Austin, Sir John 

jayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Blake, Edward 

Boland, John 

Joyle, James 

Brigg, John 

Bryce, Rt. Hon James 

Burt, Thomas 
Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caldwell, James 

Campbell, John (Armagh, 8.) 
Carew, James Laurence 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Claney, John Joseph 
Cogan, Denis J 
Colville, John 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 
Cremer, William Randal 
Crombie, John William 
Cullinan, J. 
Daly, James 
Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 
Delany, William 
Dillon, John 

Doogan, P. C. 
Dunn, Sir William 
Edwards, Frank 
Elibank, Master of 
Emmott, Alfred 
Evans,SirFrancisH( Maidstone 
Evans, cow T.(Glamorgan) | 
Farrell, James Patrick 
Fenwick, Charles 
Ffrench, Peter 
Field, William 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 





Acland-Hood,Capt.SirAlex.F. 


Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Allsopp, Hon. George 
Anson, Sir William ’Reynell 


I think that is a| 
consideration, 
could be dealt with by the Committee | 


I am, 


and 
| The 
' Noes, 


I confess, 228: 


Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co. 
Gilhooly, James 

Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Grant, Corrie 

Griffith, Ellis J. 

Hardie, J. K.(MerthyrTydvil) 
Harwood, George 

Hayden, John Patrick 
Hayne,Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 


| Hayter, Rt. Hn. Sir Arthur D. 


Healy, Timothy Michael 


| Hemphill, Rt. Hon. CharlesH. 


Horniman, Frederick John 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Joicey, Sir James 

Jones, Wm. (Carnarvonshire) 
Jordan, Jeremiah 


' Joyce, Michael 


Kitson, Sir James 
Labouchere, Henry 
Langley, Batty 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leamy, Edmund 

Leese, Sir J. F. (Acerington) 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 
Leng, Sir John 
Levy, Maurice 
Lough, Thomas 
Lundon, W. 
MacDonnell, Dr. 
M‘Cann, James 
M‘Crae, George 
M‘Dermott, Patrick 
M‘Govern, T. 

Mappin, Sir Frederick Thorpe 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Mooney, John J. 

Morgan, J. L. (Carmarthen) 
Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 
Moss, Samuel 

Murphy, J. 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Nolan, Col. J. P. (Galway,N. ) | 


Mark A. 


Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) | 


Norman, Henry 


| Nussey, Thomas Willans 


NOES. 


Anstruther, H. T. 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arrol, Sir William 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 


House 
(Division List No. 





I do not think | are he and the right hon. Member for 
South Antrim. 


Question put. 


divided :—Ayes, 137; 


200.) 


O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
O’Brien, K. ae ae Vs ‘5% 
O’Brien, P. J. perary, N. 
O’C Sanntlamie’ «Wee klow, W? 
O’Connor, T. P. (Liv erpool) 
O'Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 

O’ Dowd, John 

O’ Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 

O’ Kelly, James( Roscommon, N 
O'Malley, William 

O'Mara, James 
O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 

O’Shee, James John 
Palmer,SirCharlesM(Durham 
Partington, Oswald 

Power, Patrick Joseph 

Price, Robert John 

Reddy, M. 

Redmond, John E. (Waterford 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Reid, Sir R. T. (Dumfries) 
Rigg, Richard 

Roberts, John H. (Denbighs. } 
Roe, Sir Thomas 

Russell, T. W. 

Spencer, Rt. Hn.C. R.(N’th’nts 
Stevenson, Francis 8. 
Sullivan, Donal 

Taylor, Theodore Cooke 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, Abel(C Jarmarthen,E. ) 
Thomas, David Alfred( Mer th’ r 
Thompson, DrEC(M’n’ghan, N 
Tomkinson, James 

Wallace, Robert 

Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Wason, Eugene(Clackmannan 
Weir, James Galloway 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
White, Patrick(Meath, North) 
Whitley, J. A. (Halifax) 
Williams, Osmond(Merioneth) 
| Wilson, John (Durham, Mid) 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Captain Donelan and Mr. 
Patrick O’Brien. 


Baird, John George Alexander 
Balfour,Rt. Hn. A. J. (Manch’r 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey 
Balfour, Rt HnGerald W (Leeds 
Balfour,MajKR(Christchurch 
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Barry, Sir Francis T.( Windsor 
Bartley, George C. T. 

Beach, RtHn.SirM. H.(Bristol) 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bigwood, James 

Bill, Charles 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 

Boseawen, Arthur Griffith 
Boulnois, Edmund 

Bowles, Capt H. F.(Middlesex | 
Brassey, Albert 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brookfield, Colonel Montagu 
Brown, Alex. H. (Shropshire) 
Brymer, William Ernest 
Bull, William James 

Bullard, Sir Harry 

Butcher, John George 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, V. C.W. (Derbysh. | 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) | 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hn.J. (Birm. 
Chamberlain,J.Austen( W’re’r | 
Chapman, Edward 

Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A.E. | 
Coddington, Sir William 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb, Sir John Charles R. 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Cook, Sir Frederick Lucas 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) | 
Cripps, Charles Alfred 

Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Cross, Herb. Shepherd( Bolton) 
Crossley, Sir Savile 

Cust, Henry John C. 
Dalkeith, Earl of 

Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Denny, Colonel 

Dimsdale,Sir Joseph Cockfield 
Dorington, Sir John Edward 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxford, Sir Wm. Theodore 
Duke, Henry Edward 

Dyke, Rt. Hon. Sir Wm. H. 
Faber, Georze Denison 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fellowes, Hn. Ailwyn Edward 
Fergusson, RtHn.SirJ.(Mane’r 
Finlay, Sir Robt. Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fison, Frederick William 
FitzGerald,SirRobert Penrose- 
Fitzroy, Hn. Edward Algernon 
Fletcher, Sir Henry 

Flower, Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
Fuller, J. M. F. 

Garfit, William 

Gibbs, HnA.G. H.(CityofLond. 
Gordon, HnJ. E.(Elgin& Nairn | 
Gordon, J. (Londonderry, S.) | 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir J. Eldon 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Graham, Henry Robert 
Greene, SirE W(B’rySEdm’nds 


Adjournment of 


| Haslam, Sir Alfred S. 


| Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 
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Greene, Henry D.(Shrewsbury | 
Gretton, John 

Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Groves, James Grimble 
Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchill 
Hain, Edward 

Hall, Edward Marshall 
Halsey, Thomas Frederick 
Hamilton, RtHnLordG.(Mid’x 
Hamilton,Marg.of(L’dnderry) | 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. Robert W. | 
Harris, Frederick Leverton 


Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heath, ArthurHoward(Hanley 
Heath, Jas. (Staffords, N. W. 


| Heaton, John Henniker 
| Henderson, Alexander 


Hickman, Sir Alfred 
Higginbottom, 8S. W. 

Hoare, Edw Brodie( Hampstead 
Hoare, Sir Samuel (Norwich) 
Hobhouse, Henry (Somerset, E. 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Jessel, Capt. Herb. Merton 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Kenyon, Hon.Geo. T.(Denbig h 


| Keswick, William 

| Kimber, Henry 

| King, Sir Henry Seymour 
| Law, Andrew Bonar 


Lawrence, Joseph (Monmouth 
Lawrence, Wm. F.(Liverpool) 
Lawson, John Grant 

Lecky, Rt. Hn. Wm. Edw. H. 
Lee, A. H. (Hants, Fareham) 
Legge. Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leveson-Gower, Fredk. N.S. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Col.Chas. W. (Evesham) 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter(Bristol,S 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale) 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lueas, Col. Francis( Lowestoft) 
Macartney, Rt. Hn. W.G. E. 
Maconochie, A. W. 
M*‘Arthur,Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Killop,James(Stirlingshire) 
Manners, Lord Cecil 

Maple, Sir John Blundell 
Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Massey- Mainwaring, Hn. W.F | 
Maxwell, RtHnSirH.E/ Wigt’n | 
Maxwell, W. J. H. (Dumfries. ) 


Milton, Viscount 
Milward, Col. Victor 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Montagu, Hon. J. S. (Hants.) | 
Moore, William (Antrim, N.) | 
Morrell, George Herbert | 
Morrison, James Archibald | 
Morton, A. H. A. (Deptford) 
| 
| 


Mount, William Arthur 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 


, Murray, Rt. Hn. A. G. (Bute) 


Myers, William Henry 
Newdigate,Francis Alexander 


Adjourned at a quarter before Six of the clock. 


| Randles, John S. 
| Rasch, Major Fredk. Carne 


| Wason, John C. (Orkney) 


the House. 


Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Parkes, Ebenezer 
Pemberton, John S. G. 
Penn, John 

Percy, Earl 

Pierpoint Robert 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Purvis, Robert 

Pym, C. Guy 
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HC 


Remnant, James Farquharson 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 
fentoul, James Alexander Mr. 










Richards, Henry Charles Repor 
idley, Hon. M. W. (Stalybr.) Petitic 
Ridley,S. Forde(BethnalGreen 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) case 0 
Robinson, Brooke i i First 


topner, Colonel Robert 
Round, James 

toyds, Clement Molyneux 
Rutherford, John 


< Order: 
S heen « 


Sackville, Col. 8. G.Stopford- Loe: 
Sadler, Col. Saml. Alexander Qj, (I 
Samuel, Harry 8. (Limehouse JF 

Sandys, Lieut. -Col. ThosMyles : Ord 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert ? time 1 
Sharpe, William Edward T. : 

Shaw-Stewart,M.H.(Rentrew) [F 

Simeon, Sir Barrington 2 PRIV: 
Smith, Abel H. (Hertford, E.; JR [ING 
Smith,HC(North’mbTyneside FR yp 
Smith, JamesParker(Lanarks) JE,” 
Spear, John Ward vepor 


Stanley, Hn. Arthur(Ormskirk 
Stanley, EdwardJas(Somerset 
Stanley, Lord (Lancs. ) 


: Petitic 


& case ol 











Stewart,SirMarkJ.M‘Taggart ff: the st 
Stroyan, John x plied 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier > 

Talbot, Rt.Hn.J.G.(OxfdUni. JE Dul 
Thornton, Perey M. 8 Ww 
Tomlinson,Wm. Edw.Murray fi E 
Tuke, Sir John Batty : ¥ 
Valentia, Viscount RN Ord 
Walker, Col. William Hall JR <T 
Walrond, Rt.Hn.SirWilliamH. [Ff to th 
Warde, Col. C. E. ’ Orders 


Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon- 


Wharton,Rt.Hon.John Lloyd BRIST 


Whiteley, H(Ashtonund. Lyne ate 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Wilson, A.Stanley (York,E.R.) Rea 


Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson-Todd, Wm. H.( Yorks.) 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E. K.(Bath 
Wolltf, Gustav Wilhelm 


: withou 


Wortley, Rt. Hon.C. B.Stuart- Rea 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
| Young,Commander (Berks,E.) KINGS 
Younger, William 
TELLERS FOR THE NOES— Kin; 
Mr. Banbury and Mr. third 
Malcolm. 
DUBLI 
As ¢ 
the th 
VOI] 
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945 Private Bill 
HOUSE OF COMMONS. 


Thursday, 23rd May, 1901. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


PROVISIONAL ORDER BILLS (STAND- 
ING ORDERS APPLICABLE TEERETO | 
COMPLIED WITH). 

Mr. Spraker laid upon the Table 

Report from one of the Examiners of | 

Petitions for Private Bills, That in the 










; First Reading thereof, the Standing 
Orders which are —- thereto have | 
been complied with, viz. 


Local Government Provisional Orders 
(Housing of Working Classes) Bill. 


; time To-morrow. 

» PRIVATE BILLS PETITIONS (STAND- 

k ING ORDERS NOT COMPLIED WITH). 

i Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table 
. Report from one of the Examiners of 
f Petitions for Private Bills, 

S case of the Petition for the following Bill 


plied with, viz. :— 

: Dublin, Wicklow, and Wexford Rail- 
: way (New Cross 
Extension). 

: Ordered, That the Report be referred 
= to the Select Committee on Standing 
¢ Orders. 





BILL [Lords]. 
Read the third time, 
+ without Amendment. 


? 
. 


DORKING GAS BILL. 
Read the third time, and passed. 


ETC.) (RE-COMMITTED) BILL 
As amended, considered ; to be read | 
the third time. 


VOL. XCIV. [FourTH SERIES. | 





{23 May 1901} 


ease of the following Bill, referred on the | 


Ordered, That the Bill be read a second | 


That in the. 


- the Standing Orders have not been com- 


and Waterford 


SOCIETY | 


and passed, | 


KINGSTON - UPON -HULL CORPORA 
TION BILL. 
King’s Consent signified ; read the | | 
third time, and passed. 
DUBLIN CORPORATION se 
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| BIGGLESWADE WATER BOARD BILL. 
| 
| 


“To constitute a Joint Board repre- 

| sentative of the Biggleswade Urban and 
| Rural District Councils with power to 
| construct waterworks and to make pro- 
| vision for the supply of water within the 
| districts of those councils ; and for other 
| purposes,” read the first time ; to be read 

a second time. 


Business. 


AND NORTHERN COUNTIES 

RAILWAY BILL. 

“To provide for the purchase by the 
Belfast and Northern Counties Railway 
Company of the Derry Central Railway 
from the Commissioners of Public Works 
in Ireland,” read the first time; and 
referred to the Examiners of Petitions 
for Private Bills. 


| B ELFAST 


PRIVATE LEGISLATION PROCEDURE 
(SCOTLAND) ACT, 1899. 

So much of the Report of the Chairman 
| of Committees of the House of Lords and 
the Chairman of Ways and Means 
[ordered 21st May] as relates to the Loch 
Leven Water Power Order, read. 

Loch Leven Water Power (Substituted) 


Bill, ordered to be brought in by Mr. 
Nicol and Mr. John Dewar. 


AND MERCANTILE 
ORDER 


| NORTH BRITISH 
INSURANCE COMPANY’S 
CONFIRMATION BILL. 
Considered, under Section 7, Sub- 
section (2), of the Private Legislation 
Procedure (Scotland) Act, 1899 ; Bill to 
| be read the third time upon Thursday, 
6th June, 


* BRISTOL, CLIFTON, AND WEST OF | 
ENGLAND ZOOLOGICAL 


MILITARY LANDS PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 2). 

| Bill to confirm certain Provisional 

| Orders of the Secretary of State under 

‘the Military Lands Act, 1892, ordered 

| to be brought in by Mr. Secretary 

| Brodrick and Lord Stanley. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.) : Does 
| this Bill affect Ireland ? 


"Tue SECRETARY or STATET ror 
WAR (Mr. Broprick, Surrey, Guild- 
hanicd No, Sir. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY : Then you may go 
| ahead with it. 


2K 








947 Private Bill 


MILITARY LANDS PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 2) BILL. 

“ To confirm certain Provisional Orders 
of the Secretary of State under the 
Military Lands Act, 1892,” presented 
accordingly, and read the first time ; to 
be referred to the Examiners of Petitions 
for Private Bills, and to be printed. 
[ Bill 202.] 

LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDER (GAS) BILL. 
Reported, without Amendment [Pro- 

visional Order confirmed] ; Report to lie 

upon the Table. 


Bill to be read the third time to- 


morrow. 
LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) PRO- 
VISIONAL ORDERS (No. 2) BILL. 
teported, with Amendments [Pro- 
visional Orders confirmed]; Report to lie 
upon the Table. 
Bill, as 


to-morrow. 


amended, to be 


COMMONS REGULATION AND INCLO- 
SURE (SKIPWITH) PROVISIONAL 
ORDER BILL. 
teported, without Amendment [Pro- 

visional Order confirmed] ; Report to lie 

upon the Table. 


Bill to be read the 
morrow. 


third time to- 


METROPOLITAN COMMON SCHEME 


(ORPINGTON) PROVISIONAL ORDER 
BILL. 
Reported, with Amendments [Pro- 


visional Order confirmed] ; Report to lie 
upon the Table. 


Bill, as amended, to be considered 


to-morrow. 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 2) BILL. 
Reported, with Amendments [Pro- 


visional Orders confirmed] ; Report to lie 
upon the Table. 
Bill, as 


to-morrow. 


amended, to be considered 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 3) BILL. 
Reported, without Amendment [Pro- 
visional Orders confirmed] ; Report to lie 
upon the Table. 


{COMMONS} 


| NOTTING HILL ELECTRIC: 


considered | 


Business. 948 


Bill to be read the third time to 
morrow. 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 4) BILL. 
Reported, with an Amendment [Pro- 
visional Orders confirmed] ; Report to lie 
upon the Table. 


Bill, as amended, to be considered 


| to-morrow. 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 5) BILL. 
Reported, with an Amendment [Pro- 
visional Orders confirmed] ; Report to lie 
upon the Table. 
Bill, as amended, to be considered 
to-morrow. 
| 
LIGHTING 
BILL. 
Reported, with Amendments ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


teport 


CROMER WATER BILL. 
Reported, with Amendments ; Report 





to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 





| LONDON AND INDIA DOCKS (NEW 
| WORKS) BILL. 
Reported, with Amendments ; Report 


to lie upon the Table. 


LIGHT AND COKE BILL 
[Lords]. 
Reported, without Amendment ; Re- 
port to lie upon the Table. 


Bill to be read the third time. 


BATH GAS 


OAKHAM WATER’ BILL [Lords]. 


Reported, with Amendments ; Report 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


EXCHANGE ASSURANCE BILL 
[Lords]. 


Reported, without Amendment ; Re- 
port to lie upon the Table. 


Bill to be read the third time. 


ROYAL 


PRIVATE BILLS (GROUP L). 

Mr. BILL reported from the Committee 
on Group L of Private Bills, That, for 
the convenience of parties, the Com- 
mittee had adjourned till Monday the 
10th day of June, at half-past Eleven 
of the clock. 


Report to lie upon the Table. 
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949 Returns, 
SOUTH YORKSHIRE ELECTRIC POWER 
BILL. 


Ld 


Reported [Parties do not proceed] ; 
Report to lie upon the Table. 


PRIVATE BILLS (GROUP J). 
Sir WiLL1AM HovuLpswortH reported 


from the Committee on Group J of | 
Private Bills, That, for the convenience | 
of parties, the Committee had adjourned | 


till Tuesday, 11th June, at half-past 
Eleven of the clock. 


Report to lie upon the Table. 


BRADFORD CORPORATION BILL. 
ECCLES CORPORATION BILL. 


{23 May 1901} 


Reports, de 950 
RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


CENSUS OF ENGLAND AND WALES, 1901. 





Copy presented, of Preliminary Report 
and Tables of the Population and Houses 
enumerated in England and Wales and 
in the Islands in the British Seas on 
Ist April, 1901 [by Command]; to lie 
upon the Table. 


DECLARATIONS OF HEADS OF STATES. 


Return presented, relative thereto 
[ Address 19th February ; Colonel Nolan]; 
‘to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
'[No. 188.] 


Reported, with Amendments ; Reports | 


to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


PRIVATE BILLS (GROUP K). 
Mr. Heywoop JOHNSTONE reported 


from the Committee on Group K_ of | 
Private Bills, That, for the convenience | 


of parties, the Committee had adjourned 
till Monday, 10th June, at half-past 
Eleven of the clock. 


Report to lie upon the Table. 


PETITIONS. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS ON 
SUNDAY. 


Petition from Carlinghow, for altera- | 


tion of Law ; to lie upon the Tabie. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS ON 
SUNDAY BILL. 


Petitions in favour, from Carlinghow, 
and Huntspill ; to lie upon the Table. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO 
CHILDREN BILL. 


Petitions in favour, from Ashton ; 
Ashton-under-Lyne; Highbridge; Bacup; 
Glossop; Oxford; Pedwell; Bath; 
Burtle ; Stockport; Higham Ferrers ; 
Eccles; South Molton (two); Wigan 


(two); Godmanchester; Folkestone ; 
Rochdale, and Kennethmont; to lie 
upon the Table. 


PUBLIC ELEMENTARY SCHOOLS 
WARNED. 

Return presented, relative thereto 
[ordered 29th April ; Sir Francis Powell); 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 189.] 


REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 


| TRADE 
| Copies presented, of Diplomatic and 
‘Consular Reports, Annual series, Nos. 
2605 to 2608 [by Command]; to lie 
upon the Table. 


PAPERS LAID UPON THE TABLE BY 
THE CLERK OF THE HOUSE. 


1. Charitable Endowments (London), 
'—Further Return relative thereto [or- 
dered 2nd August, 1894; Mr. Francis 
| Stevenson]; to be printed. [No. 190.] 


2. Inquiry into Charities (Adminis- 
trative County of Durham),—Further 
Return relative thereto [ordered 14th 
February, 1900; Mr. Grant Lawson]; 
to be printed. [No. 191.] 


EXPERIMENTS ON LIVING ANIMALS. 


Address for ‘‘ Return showing the 
number of experiments performed on 
living animals during the year 1900 
under licences. granted under the Act 
39 and 40 Vic., ¢. 77, distinguishing 
Painless from Painful Experiments (in 
continuation of Parliamentary Paper, 








No. 211, of Session 1900).”"—(Mr. Jesse 


| Collings.) 


2K 2 
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QUESTIONS. 


SOUTH AFRICAN WAR—FEVER 
PLAGUE STATISTICS. 

Sir WALTER FOSTER (Derbyshire, 
Ilkeston) : I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for War if he can state the number 
of cases of typhoid fever, and the number 
of deaths, among the forces in South 
Africa during the month of April, and 
also the number of cases of plague, and 
the number of deaths from that disease, 
up to the latest advices, among the 


AND 


soldiers and others engaged in the 
campaign. 

THe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
WAR (Mr. Broprick, Surrey, Guild- 


ford): The returns for April only take 
up to the 19th; there had been then 
1,052 admissions for enteric and 140 
deaths. The number of cases of plague 
have, according to latest advices, been as 
follows :—Fourteen soldiers, | twenty 
native drivers, and eight other employes ; 
of seven deaths reported none are stated 
to have occurred umong soldiers. 


SECOND WORCESTERS—SICK LIST. 

Dr. FARQUHARSON § (Aberdeen- 
shire, W.): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for War whether he can state the 
number of sick in the Second Worcesters 
at Bloemfontein between 4th and 27th 
April, 1900, what were the total of 
enteric cases, and what the ratio of 
mortality was up to 3lst May. 


Toe FINANCIAL SECRETARY to 
THE WAR OFFICE (Lord STANLey, 
Lancashire, Westhoughton): The num- 
der of sick admitted to hospital between 
the 4th and 27th April, 1900, was ninety- 
four. It is not possible to differentiate 
the cases of enteric fever from the infor- 
mation at the disposal of the War Office, 
but up to the 31st May there were fifteen 
deaths from enteric. 


FARM BURNING. 

Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.): I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for War whether 
he can state what Department is respon- 
sible for the issue of the Return of Build- 
ings Burnt by the Troops in South Africa; 
and on what authority the statement is 
made that the houses burnt in 


{COMMONS} 
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Ventersburg, in the Orange Free State, 
were destroyed because the district was 
being used as a military base for the 
enemy’s operations ; and can he explain 
why the official reason alleged in the 
Return mentioned is that the owners 
were on commando. 


Questions. 


Mr. BRODRICK: The information 
given in the Return is as received from 
South Africa. As stated in the Return, 
the district of Ventersburg (including, 
of course, the town of Ventersburg) was 
laid waste because it was being used as a 
base by the enemy. 


Mr. FLYNN: Is not that reason a 
mere after-thought? Is not the reason 
given in the Return, “ that the owners 
are on commando ”’ ? 


Mr. BRODRICK : No, Sir ; the reasons 


are given under different headings. 


BY ZULUS UNDER 
BRITISH AUTHORITY. 

Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON (Tower 
Hamlets, Poplar) : On behalf of the right 
hon. Gentleman the Member for South 
Aberdeen, I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for War whether his attention has 
been directed to the statements made by 
Mr. Brunner, member for the Eshowe 
district of Zululand in the Legislative 
Assembly of Natal, as to the raiding of 
cattle by Zulus under the instructions 
of military officers in the Vryheid districts 
of the Transvaal, and in particular to the 
statement that thousands of head of Boer 
cattle were brought ia and handed to one 
officer, the Zulus being allowed ten per 
cent. of all the plunder; whether the 
Prime Minister of Natal has protested 
to the military authorities against the 
action taken by British officers in this 
matter ; and whether he is now in a 
position to produce the correspondence 
between the military authorities in Natal 
and the Natal Administrator and Natal 
Government upon this subject ; and, if 
not, whether that correspondence has 
been asked for and when it may be ex- 
pected to arrive. 


CATTLE LOOTING 


Mr. BRODRICK: I have seen the 
telegram addressed by Mr. Brunner to 
the Prime Minister of Natal, and the 
reply to it, dated 3rd April, in which the 
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Prime Minister said that he believed 
Colonel Bottomley had exceeded the 
instructions given in his original orders 


dated 25th March, and that the matter | 


was in course of being put right. The 
Prime Minister of Natal protested specially 


against Colonel Bottomley and his agents | 
acting without reference to the magis- | 


trates of the districts, and against the idea 
of allowing armed Zulus to cross the 
border on their own account, but after 
the receipt of Lord Kitchener's telegram 


of 5th April, which I read to the House | 


on the 13th instant, the Prime Minister, 
though still objecting to Zulus from 
Zululand being permitted to loot cattle 
within or without Zululand, accepted 
the course of proceeding indicated in 
Lord Kitchener's telegram, which ap- 
peared to remove the principal matters 
of protest. My latest information is that 
since the completion of General French’s 
operations the attention of Lord Kitchener 
has again been called by the Governor 
of Natal to the views of the Natal Minis- 
ters, to which I am sure he will give due 
weight. The complete correspondence 
on the subject has not yet been received, 
and I am not therefore at present able 
to make any statement as to publication. 


STRENGTH OF REGIMENTS IN SOUTH 
AFRICA. 

Mr. HENNIKER HEATON (Canter- 
bury): On behalf of the noble Lord the 
Member for South Kensington, I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether he can say what is the present 
strength in the field of the 2nd Scots 
Guards, 2nd Grenadier Guards, Ist 
Leinster Regiment, 2nd Manchester 
Regiment, 1st South Staffordshire Regi- 
ment, 2nd Hampshire Regiment, and 
Ist Yorkshire Regiment ; and whether 
any of them exceed 700 men fit for 
service. 


Mr. BRODRICK: The 2nd_ Scots 
Guards at the time of the last report had 
912 men in South Africa and 200 on 
passage ; 2nd_ Grenadiers, 
Leinster, 1,237 ; 2nd Manchester, 1,166 ; 
Ist Staffordshire, 1,479; 2nd Hamp- 
shire, 1,163 ; 1st Yorkshire, 927 and 113 
on passage. 
seven regiments was 8,264, and of these 
1,349 were sick by last Return. This 


would leave, if correct, on the average, | 


988 fit for service per regiment. 


{23 May 1901} 


1,067 ; Ist. | 


The total number of the | 
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{| ARMY REORGANISATION — ARMY 

CORPS COMMANDERS AND  DIs- 
TRICTS. 


Sm ARTHUR HAYTER (Walsall) : I 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether, in the new Army scheme, the 
officers commanding army corps in Scot- 
land and Ireland will merely replace the 
present officers commanding, inasmuch 
as the latter already command the whole 
of the troops in those countries ; whether 
the army corps commander at Aldershot 
will replace the general commanding the 
division ; whether the army corps at 

Salisbury will include the south-western 
| district ; and whether the London garri- 
son, with the Militia and Volunteers, 
will be included in the command of the 
general commanding the army corps at 
Colchester, or of the officer commanding 
the home district. 


Mr. BRODRICK: The details of the 
scheme are not quite complete. When 
completed they will be published in the 
usual manner. In any case, the officers 
who command the army corps will be 
given far more extended powers than 
those they replace. 


Sirk ARTHUR HAYTER: May I ask 
whether there will be commanders-in- 
chief in Scotland and Ireland besides the 
officers commanding army corps ? 


Mr. BRODRICK: No, Sir. Of course 
the post of commander-in-chief will be 
superseded, or rather merged in that 
of the commander of the army corps. 


MILITIA—AGE REGULATIONS. 

Sir JAMES RANKIN (Herefordshire, 
Leominster) : I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for War whether Militiamen have 
been and are being sent out to serve in 
South Africa at the age of eighteen years, 
whereas linesmen are not sent until the 
age of twenty years ; and if this is so, is 
it because the Militia recruits are stronger 
men than the linesmen, or for what other 
reason. 


Lorp STANLEY : Militiamen are sent 
out at the age of eighteen and linesmen 
at twenty, though in some cases the 
latter limit has been reduced to nineteen 
and a half. Militiamen are intended 
| primarily for the lines of communication, 
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and have been for the most part so em- 
ployed; no question of physique is 
involved. 


COMPASSIONATE ALLOWANCES—CASE 
OF PRIVATE HANNAH. 

Dr. FARQUHARSON : I beg to ask 
the Financial Secretary to the War Office 
whether his attention has been directed 
to the case of Private William Hannah, 
late 91st Foot, who has been recom- 
mended for some form of compassionate 
allowance by the officer commanding 
the 91st Regimental District and the 
officer commanding the Aberdeen dis- 
trict ; and whether, in consideration of 
the fact that this veteran is over sixty-one 
years of age, is partially paralysed, and 
subject to rheumatism and _ bronchitis, 
that he has almost entirely to support a 
wife and four children on sixpence a day 
of deferred pension, some means can be 
found for relieving his present destitute 
state. 


Lorp STANLEY: I have inquired 
into this case, and find that the Regula- 
tions do not admit of any other grant in 
addition to his present deferred pension 
of sixpence a day. It is, however, 
possible that some slight temporary 
assistance might be obtained for him 
from other than public funds, and I will 
see if he can be recommended. 


ROYAL GARRISON BATTALIONS. 

Mr. COURTENAY WARNER (Staf- 
fordshire, Lichfield): I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for War if he could 
say what the number of desertions from 
the two Royal Garrison Battalions has 
been, and what the percentage of deser- 
tions has been up to now in the Royal 
Garrison Regiments. 


Mr. BRODRICK: I am not aware of 


any desertions having taken place. 


TIME EXPIRED MEN IN SOUTH AFRICA. 

Mr. YERBURGH (Chester): I beg to 
ask the Seeretary of State for War 
whether he can say how many men now 
serving in South Africa will be entitled 
to their discharge to the Reserve at the 
close of the present year. 


Mr. BRODRICK: Excluding mobi- 


lised Reservists and Militia Reservists, | 
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TIME-EXPIRED MEN IN INDIA. 
Mr. YERBURGH: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for War whether he 
can state the total number of men now 
required for the Indian reliefs to set 
free all men in that country who have 
completed their period of colour service, 


Mr. BRODRICK: Taking the period 
up to September next, about 11,000 
would be required for all the units not 
due for relief. 


YEOMANRY--PHYSICAL 

TESTS. 

Mr. NUSSEY (Pontefract): I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for War if 
officers appointed to Lovat’s Scouts and 
other irregular corps for active service 
in South Africa undergo the usual 
physical tests required by War Office 
Regulations. 


IMPERIAL 


Lorp STANLEY : Officers appointed 
to Imperial Yeomanry, including those 
now being appointed to Lovat’s Scouts, 
undergo the usual physical tests. I am 
not aware what tests officers appointed 
to other corps undergo. 

GOLD PRODUCTION IN THE 
TRANSVAAL. 

Mr. MOSS (Denbighshire, E.): I 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
the Colonies if he can furnish to the 
House the quantity of gold produced in 
the Transvaal for the years 1897, 1898, 
and 1899 respectively. 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror 
THE COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN, 
Birmingham, W.): For 1897 the total 
gold output of the Transvaal was valued 
at £11,653,000. For 1898 the total 
output was valued at £16,044,000. 
For the first nine months of 1899 the 
total output was about fourteen and a 
half million pounds in value. 


NAVAL CONSTRUCTION — NEW FAST 


CRUISERS. 
Captain NORTON (Newington, W.): 
I beg to ask the Secretary to the Admi- 
ralty whether it has been brought to 
his notice that the Russian Govern- 
ment are now in possession of a cruiser, 


the total number is estimated at 11,045. | the “ Varyag,” with a speed of from 
| 


i 
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24 to 25 knots, and that two sister |the syndicate being willing to extend it 
ships designed for 18,000 horse power | further, can he say when a decision 
to steam 23 knots for twelve hours | upon these proposals may be expected. 
continuously are on the point of com- j 
pletion, and that the French Govern- | THe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
ment will shortly have two cruisers of | INDIA (Lord G. Hamitton, Middlesex, 
a similar speed also built as commerce | Ealing): The Government of India are 
destroyers ; and whether he can state | undoubtedly willing to accept the co- 
if we have anything built or building operation of local capitalists for the 
equal to those vessels in point of power, | purposes described in the question. 
speed, and ability to keep the sea for a| As regards the particular case referred 
considerable length of time. to, I have no recent information as to 
Tue SECRETARY to THe ADMI- the position of the negotiations, but | 
RALTY (Mr. Arnoup-Forster, Belfast, | a — inquiry and let the hon. 
W.): It is believed that the mean speed | °™Y°F Know the result. 
attained by the ‘‘ Varyag” for twelve | 
hours was 23} knots. It was after| POPPY CULTIVATION IN INDIA. 
due examination of these and the other) \frp. SAMUEL SMITH (Flintshire) : 
ships referred to in the question that I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
the fast cruisers of the “ Monmouth ” | India whether he is aware that the num- 
type were approved for the Royal ber of acres under poppy cultivation in 
Navy, and it is believed that they will Bengal during 1898-9 was 564,000, 
prove adequate for the services required being the largest in the decade, and an 
of them. increase of 24,000 on the previous year ; 
that the number of chests of opium 
{NDIA—LIGHT RAILWAY SCHEMES. | manufactured in the Bengal Govern- 
Sm JOHN LENG (Dundee): I beg | ment factories in 1898-9 was 54,192 as 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for | against 46,834 in 1897-8, being larger 
India whether the Government of India, than any other year in the decade ; and 
pursuant to Lord Curzon’s wish to | that the payments made to cultivators 
extend economically constructed lines | of the poppy in Bengal by the Indian 
in the rural districts, has signified its |Government in the same year amounted 
willingness to accept the co-operation of to Rx.2,217,786 as against Rx.2,021,536 
local Indian capitalists in the promotion in the previous year, being the largest 
of such light railways, and also in the amount in the decade ; and, seeing that 
construction of district and village works the pass duty on opium exported from 
for water storage and irrigation channels ; | the Malwa States was lowered in 1897 
has it been brought to his notice that | to Rs.500 per chest, being the lowest 
early in 1899 a company or syndicate figure at which it has stood for nearly 
applied to the Indian Government for forty years, in order to overcome the 
sanction to construct several light rail- competition of other crops and prevent 
way lines in or adjoining the district of | the poppy from being driven out of culti- 
Ganjam in the northern portion of the | vation in those States, whether he pro- 
Madras Presidency, most of which lines | poses to take any steps to discourage the 
would serve as feeders to the East Coast | increased growth and manufacture of 
tailway, and, seeing that revised esti- | opium in India. 
mates amounting to 14 lakhs for the 
construction of one of these projected) Lorp G. HAMILTON: I am aware 
lines, forty-seven miles in length, in- that the area under poppy cultivation 
tended to connect Russeli-coonda with | in Bengal in 1898-9 was larger than in 
Ganjam near the coast ,were submitted | any other year of the decade, and that 
many months ago, will he explain why | the quantity of opium produced was 
the Government approval or disapproval | considerably larger than it was in the 
has been delayed ; and, in view of the | preceding year, mainly owing to a good 
fact that one such light railway has agricultural season. But the production 
been laid already by a local zemindar | of 1898-9 was greatly below that of 
up to the limits of his own domain, | several successive years of the preceding 
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decade, nor was the quantity of opium 
manufactured for export and for internal 
consumption in 1898-9 as great as the 
average 
during 1898-1890. 


Questions. 


As the production 


of opium in India varies greatly from | 


year to year, and has not increased, but 
diminished on a comparison of the decade 


ending 1899 with the decade ending , 


1889, I see no reason for taking such 
action as is suggested. 


AFGHAN TRIBAL FEUDS. 
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| Government propose to give any medal 
‘for Admiral Seymour’s march, the de- 
| fence of the Legations, or relief of Pekin. 


Questions. 


quantity annually exported | 


Lorp G. HAMILTON : His Majesty’s 
Government do propose to give a medal 
to all who have been engaged either in 
the operations leading to the relief of 
Peking or in its defence. The project of 
an International decoration is under con- 

sideration, but it has not assumed such a 
form as to enable me to make any state- 
ment about it. 


Mr. CAINE (Cornwall, Camborne) : | 


On behalf of the hon. Member for West | 


Derbyshire, I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for India whether he has re- 
ceived any official report as to an attack 
made upon a party of South Waziri 
Militia on the road between Kajurikach 
and Khasmir Kar, and whether the 
attacking party were tribesmen of the 
same Pathan race as the militia regiment 
under British officers which was attacked; 
and whether he can give an assurance 
that, under the military arrangements 
for the trans-frontier portion of the new 
province recently created, care will be 
taken to avert the danger of these 
Afghan levies under the Political Depart- 
ment being entangled in tribal and other 
blood feuds which necessitate military 
expeditions into these regions. 


Lorp G. HAMILTON: I have re- 
ceived a report of the incident to which 
the hon. Member refers. The attacking 
and the attacked party were of different 
tribes, but both were Pathans. The hon. 
Gentleman may be sure that every care 
is taken to avoid entanglement in tribal 
warfare, and that the recent military 


arrangements tend to diminish this 
danger. 
CHINA—DEFENCE AND RELIEF OF 


THE LEGATIONS—WAR HONOURS. 

*Sir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean): I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for India whether it 
has been proposed by any Foreign Govern- 
ment that an International decoration 
should be granted to the troops of the 
various nations who have taken part in 
the recent operations in China, or that a 
star should be given for the defence of 
Peking ; 


and whether His Majesty’s 


QUARANTINE REGULATIONS IN 
ROUMANIAN PORTS. 

*Mr. HAIN (Cornwall, St. Ives): 1 
beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 
for Foreign Affairs whether he is aware 
that British steamers on arrival at Rou- 
manian ports, although mot from any 
infected place, have recentiy been placed 
under quarantine for ten days because 
they had passed Constantinople without 
taking sanitary guards on board ; and 
that this new Roumanian regulation 
was quite unknown to shipping agents 
at Constantinople ; and whether, having 
regard to the detention of British vessels 
and to the cost imposed (£14 per steamer) 
for so-called sanitary fees, he will cause 
representations to be made to the 
Roumanian Government with a view to 
these restrictions being abolished. 


THe UNDER SECRETARY oF 
STATE ror FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Vis- 
count CRANBORNE, Rochester): Certain 
British steamers were placed in quaran- 
tine at Sulina under the circumstances 
stated, but were subsequently released 
on representations being made by His 
Majesty’s Minister, by direction of the 
Foreign Office. It is not known whether 
shipping agents at Constantinople were 
aware of these quarantine regulations. 
The quarantine at Sulina against Con- 
stantinople has now been abolished. 


BONDED WAREHOUSES—FORTIFYING 
WINE. 

Mr. JAMES O’CONNOR (Wicklow, 
W.): I beg to ask Mr. Chancellor of the 
Exchequer whether, when wine becomes 
bad in bond, the trader is allowed to 
fortify it with proof spirit ; if so, is the 
spirit so used liable to a duty of 11s. per 
proof gallon; whether the full duty 
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is charged upon it when it is used to 
fortify deteriorated wine, and, if not, 
how much duty per gallon is charged ; 
whether he is aware that the wines more 
liable to become bad in bond are of an 
inferior class, and can he state to what 
degree traders are permitted to add 
alcohol to wines in bond. 


Questions, 


Tae CHANCELLOR or tHe EXCHE- 
QUER (Sir M. Hicks Beacu, Bristol, W.): 
Under the Warehousing Code, traders 
may, on application, fortify wine in a 
bonded warehouse, by the addition of 
spirit to an amount not exceeding 
10 per cent., provided that the wine, if 
entered for home consumption, is not 
raised to a greater strength than 40 per 
cent. of proof spirit. It is not for the 
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to prevent in future the loss which the 
Exchequer has annually sustained. 


Sir M. HICKS BEACH: The com- 
parative slowness of the collection in 
England is due to the difference in the 
system of collection, and it could not be 
assimilated to the system in Scotland 
without material changes in the law. 
There is no reason to suppose that the 
delay in getting in the taxes in England, 
as compared with Scotland, results in any 
ultimate loss to the revenue. 


Questions. 


DEATH DUTIES ON 
ESTATES. 

THe Master or ELIBANK (Mid- 
lothian): I beg to ask Mr. Chancellor of 
| the Exchequer whether, in view of the 


OFFICERS’ 





revenue authority to say whether the | sums accruing to the State from death 
wine has deteriorated. The operation | duties levied on the estates of officers of 
being performed in bond, no duty is| the Regular and Auxiliary forces who 
charged on the spirit used, but the wine | have died on active service, he will so 
duty of 1s. 3d. or 3s. a gallon, according | amend the Finance Act that a rebate 
tothe percentage of proof spirit, is charged | calculated on an actuarial basis be granted 
on the whole quantity of the fortified in respect of these duties; and, if so, 
wine when it is delivered for home con-| whether he will consent to make such 
sumption. I believe that the general | alteration in the Act retrospective as 
opinion is that inferior wines are natu-| regards the last two years. 
rally more liable to deterioration, either | 
in or after leaving bond, than those of a} Sir M. HICKS BEACH: No, Sir, lam 
superior class. | not prepared to propose such an Amend- 
/ment as is suggested in the question. 
Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.): Is it} The subject was dealt with only last 
not the fact that the spirit very often used | year by a clause which was unanimously 
~ this purpose is German spirit, worth | accepted. 
about 8 ; 
ees | In reply to a further question~ 
Sir M. HICKS BEACH: I think not.) Sir M. HICKS BEACH said that if the 
| hon. Gentleman would refer back to the 
debate he would get all the information 
he required. He was not prepared 
to propose any amendment to the law. 


[AXATION—COLLECTIONS IN ENGLAND 
AND SCOTLAND. 

Mr. M‘CRAE (Edinburgh, E.): I beg 

toask Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer 


whether, having regard to the fact that| WELSH GOLD-MINING ROYALTIES. 





of the total amount of income-tax, in- 
habited house duty, and land tax leviable 
or the year ended 31st March, 1901, 
nly 32 per cent. of the amount levied 
in England was recovered by 31st 
anuary, as against 67 per cent. of the 
kmount levied being recovered in Scot- 
ind, and that at 28th February only 
3 per cent. had been recovered in Eng- 
ind, as against 93 per cent. collected in | neni tha’ waitin 

cotland, he can state what action he I : 7 

intends to take to remedy this inequality | Str M. HICKS BEACH: The royalty 
(treatment of the two nationalities, and | first charged on the Gwynfynydd Gold 


Mr. MOSS: I beg to ask Mr. Chan- 
_cellor of the Exchequer whether he can 
| state what was the amount of royalty 
first charged by the Government to 
Mr. Pritchard Morgan when the Gwyn- 
'fynydd Gold Mine, situated near Dol- 
gelly, North Wales, was first opened ; 
and what is the amount of the royalties 
paid in the aggregate to Government 
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It was subsequently reduced to one- 
fiftieth, or 2 per cent., in common with 
all other gold mines on lands within 
which the Crown does not own the base 
metals. The aggregate royalties paid 
to the Crown on that mine since it was 
opened, being a period of thirteen and a 
quarter years, amount to £2,242 16s. 5d. 


Mr. MOSS: I beg to ask Mr. Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer whether he can 
state what is the total amount paid to 
the Government for take notes, 
and leases of gold mining properties in 
North Wales other than the Gwyn- 
fynydd Gold Mine, and what is the total 
product of gold in North Wales. 


fees, 


Sik M. HICKS BEACH: The total 
amount paid to the Crown in the 
year to 3lst March last for fees was 


£141 9s. 6d., and for dead rents and 


royalties, £2,131 16s. 2d. The total 
product of gold for that year was 


11,6093 ounces. Nothing was received 
from the Gwynfynydd Mine for the year 
in question. 


CENSUS—LIVERPOOL POPULATION 
ESTIMATE. 

Mr. WARR (Liverpool, East Toxteth) : 
I beg to ask the President of the Local 
Government Board whether his atten- 
tion has been directed to the statement 
in the annual summary, published by 
the authority of the Registrar General, 
that the death rate in Liverpool during 


1900 was 25°7, and that in Cardiff 
13°8, these places being referred to as 
having respectively the highest and 
lowest death rate, and whether he is 
aware that this statement is contained 
in a report, dated the 2&th March, 
1901, although the attention of the 


Xegistrar General had previously been 
called by the Liverpool Corporation to 
errors in his method of estimating popu- 
lations ; and, seeing that the result of the 
Census taken three days after the date 
of the report shows that the Registrar 
General has made an error of upwards 
of 30 per cent. in the estimation of the 
population of the two places, whether he 
will direct that in making future esti- 
mates the Registrar General shall take 
into consideration information given to 
him by the Liverpool authorities in 
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Mine was one-thirtieth, or 34 per cent.) order to prevent a recurrence of such 


Questions. 


mistakes. 


THe PRESIDENT or THE LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. Watter 
Lona, Bristol, S.): I am aware of the 
facts referred to in the first paragraph 
of the question. I may observe, how- 
ever, that the Registrar General gave the 
estimates of population under reserya- 
tion. He informs me that he is always 
willing to give consideration to the 
representations of local authorities with 
respect to estimates of population, but 
that he could not undertake to estimate 
the population for any particular town 
on the basis prescribed by the local 
authority concerned. 


CENSUS—CLASSIFICATION OF LONDON, 

Mr. HENRY HOBHOUSE (Somerset- 
shire, E.): I beg to ask the President of 
the Local Government Board if he ean 
arrange that, in the Census Reports 
and in other statistical Returns relating 
to local government areas, the admini- 
strative county of London shall be 
classified with the large towns rather 
than with the other administrative 
counties, so as (as far as possible) to 
distinguish between urban and_ rural 
populations. 


Mr. WALTER LONG : In any returns 
of the kind referred to in the question 
the administrative county of London 
must, | think, be treated as an admini- 
strative county; but in the summary 
tables of the Census Report particulars 
with regard to London will be shown 
separately from those with regard to 
other administrative counties. This will 
admit of its being readily classified with 
the county boroughs. In the statistical 
Returns issued by the Local Government 
Board, particulars as to the admini- 
strative county of London are also 
separately given. 


TUBERCULOSIS. 

Mr. FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick): | 
beg to ask the President of the Local 
Government Board whether he is aware 
that the late medical officer of health for 
the City of London stated in his annul 
report to the Corporation, 1900, that 
| he would condemn all carcases affected 
\by localised tuberculosis ; and, in view 
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of the statement of the Royal Commission 
on tuberculosis that such meat may be 
eaten with impunity, and seeing that the 
late medical officer of health for the City 
of London was paid part of his salary by 


the Local Government Board, will he) 


state what steps the Board will take. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: I am aware 
of the statements made on this suvject 


by the late medical officer of health for | 
the City of London in his report for 1899, 


but I am not responsible for the views 
which he entertained. I may add that 
no part of his salary was paid by the 
Local Government Board. 


COAL MINING STATISTICS. 

Mr. M‘'KENNA (Monmouthshire, N.): 
I beg to ask the President of the Board of 
Trade whether, with regard to the Paper 
recently circulated, numbered 179, and 
entitled Statistics relating to Coal Mining, 
he can state on what principle of calcula- 
tion the estimated number of persons 
employed in coal mining, stated for 
various years on page 4, is arrived at ; 
whether it is an estimate of the total 
number of individuals who may have 
heen employed for any period in each 
year; whether it is an estimate of the 
number of individuals employed through- 
out the whole year, or whether it is an 
estimate of the number of individuals 
who would have been required if each of 
them had been employed throughout 
the whole year. 


Mr. WALTER LONG (for Mr. GeraLp 
Batrour): As stated in the Return, the 
estimate is based on the statistics pub- 
lished by the Home Office of persons 
employed under the Coal Mines Regula- 
tion Act after making a deduction for 
those engaged in raising minerals other 
than coal. I am informed by the Home 
Office that their statistics are obtained 
from the coal owners, who are required 
by the Coal Mines Regulation Act to make 
an annual return of the number “ 
narily employed during the year.” 


SCHOOL ACCOMMODATION IN DOVER. 
*Mr. GRAY (West Ham, N.): I beg to 


ask the Vice President of the Committee | 


of Council on Education whether his 
attention has been called to the fact that 
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| notice was published in Dover in Decem- 
| ber last that the Board of Education con- 
sidered that 950 additional school places 
were required in that borough; and, 
seeing that numbers of children are 
unable to find accommodation in any 
one of the voluntary schools of the 
borough, whether he can state what 
steps are being taken to provide educa- 
tion for these children. 


THe VICE PRESIDENT oF THE 
BOARD or EDUCATION (Sir J. Gorst, 
Cambridge University): Notice was 
issued as stated in the question, and the 
Board of Education are of opinion that 
the necessary accommodation is being 


supplied. 


ST. JOHN’S CULVERT SCHOOLS, 
DARWEN. 

*Mr. GRAY: I beg to ask the Vice 
President of the Committee of Council 
on Education whether he is aware that 
it is alleged that in the last statement of 
accounts made by the managers of St. 
John’s Culvert Schools, Darwen, the 
salary of the teacher was entered as £25 
in excess of that really received by him 
as teacher, and that this £25 represents 
the amount paid for services as organist 
and choirmaster ; whether the inclusion 
of the salary of organist in the school 
account is contrary to the explicit instruc- 
tions contained on the form in question 
and also a misuse of the school income ; 
and whether he will cause inquiry to 
be made in this case, and also instruct 
the auditors of school accounts to inquire 
into the validity of the vouchers submit- 
ted to them. 


Sir J. GORST: No; the accounts 
contain no such statement. The answer 
to the second paragraph is in the affirma- 
tive. In reply to the third paragraph, 
I have to say that there does not appear 
to be any ground for inquiry. The 
accounts were audited by a chartered 
accountant. 


*Mr. GRAY: May I ask on what 
the right hon. Gentleman bases his 
statement as to the first part of the 
question ? Has any attempt been made 
to verify or otherwise the allegations ? 


Sir J. GORST: 
/on the accounts themselves. 
' tain no such statement. 


My reply is based 
They con- 


( 
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I beg to ask the Vice President of the 
Committee of Council on Education 
whether he will state on what grounds 
the accommodation of the All Saints’ 
School in Bradford is now recognised 
for 816 by the Board of Education instead 
of 746 as formerly. 


Sir J. GORST: The Bradford All 
Saints’ School has for some years been 
recognised for 797 children, not 746 
as has been alleged by the Bradford 
School Board. Last February the Sched- 
uled accommodation came up for revision 
in the ordinary course, and as the num- 
bers were found to have been incorrectly 
calculated the recognised accommoda- 
tion was revised accordingly, and the 
usual formal notification was sent to 
the Bradford School Board. 


PUPIL TEACHERS’ CENTRAL 
CLASSES. 

Mr. HARWOOD (Bolton): I beg to 
ask the Vice President of the Committee 
of Council on Education whether he has 
now made further inquiry into the 
refusal of the Board of Education to 
pay evening school rates for subjects 
other than chemistry taken at the Bolton 
Pupil Teachers’ Central Classes, not- 
withstanding that under date 29th Sep- 
tember, 1899, the Board of Education 
sanctioned, under paragraph 14 (a) of 
the Science and Art Directory, a scheme 
for payment at evening rates; and, if 
so, what is the result of that inquiry. 


Sir J. GORST: Yes, I have made 
inquiry; and I find that payment at 
rates of evening attendance was only 
allowed, in accordance with the Regula- 
tions of the Board of Education, in the 
case of such teachers and pupil teachers | 
as had received practical instruction in a 
subject in which they were also receiving 
theoretical instruction. 


BOLTON 


EDUCATION DEPARTMENT—DUTIES 
OF CONSULTING ARCHITECT. 
Mr. STANLEY WILSON (Yorkshire, | 
E.R., Holderness): I beg to ask the | 
Vice President of the Committee of | 
Council on Education whether _ his 
attention has been called to the fact that | 
the Education Department hold that it | 


{COMMONS} 


ALL SAINTS’ SCHOOL, BRADFORD. | 
Mr. WANKLYN (Bradford, Central) : 
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is no part of the duty of their consulting 
architect to grant interviews to persons 
submitting plans for the approval of the 


Questions. 


| Department, and whether he will arrange 


that, in future, interviews shall be 
granted when required to any person 
or public bodies submitting plans to the 
department, in order to facilitate the 
approval of the plans and the erection 
of schools in accordance therewith. 


Sir J. GORST: The arrangement is 
that persons submitting plans see one 
of the assistant secretaries, who calls in 
the architect if his advice is required. 


SCOTTISH BOARD SCHOOLS—PRIZES 
FROM PUBLIC FUNDS. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY: I beg to ask the 
Lord Advocate, in view: of the fact that 
the money expended in the purchase of 
prizes by Scottish school boards for 
children attending board schools is 
exigible from the general community in 
the form of school rates, is it in accord- 
ance with the Scottish Education Code 
that children attending Government 
inspected denominational schools should 
be denied a share of these prizes or a 
proportion of the money annually allo- 
cated for that purpose. 


*THE LORD ADVOCATE (Mr. A. 
GRAHAM Murray, Buteshire): While 
school boards are, so far as I am aware, 
entitled to provide prizes for children in 
attendance at schools under their own 
management, there is nothing in the 
Education Code or the Acts upon which 
it is founded which would entitle them 
to provide such prizes for children in 
schools not under their management, 


‘or to allocate any portion of the school 


fund for that purpose. 


SASINE OFFICE, EDINBURGH. 

Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): | 
beg to ask the Lord Advocate, as repre- 
senting the Secretary for Scotland, 
having regard to the fact that the 
Departmental Committee which was 


appointed to inquire into the registration 


system adopted in the Sasine Office, 
Register House, Edinburgh, reported 
in October, 1897, that the Search Sheet, 
which, when introduced, was estimated 
to effect an annual saving of £2,405, had 
actually resulted in an annual loss of 
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$2,700, will he say whether he will take 
steps to reorganise the work so as to 
prevent this loss ; and will he state the 


123 May 1901} 
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county council have made no communi- 


Questions. 


/cation to the Board on the subject, and 


number of deeds annually registered by | 


the public, and consider the advisability 
of reducing the charge made for regis- 
tration. 


*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: The 
Report mentioned does not bear out the 
allegation made in the first paragraph of 
the question. 
keeper of the Sasine Office that the 
Search Sheet has effected the saving 
originally contemplated as the four 
oficial searchers, with their staff of 
cderks, have been abolished, and searchers 
are now issued by means of the Search 
Sheet by the ordinary established staff, 
which has also been reduced from 
ninety-two clerks to seventy-five, not- 
withstanding a great increase of business. 
Nor is it accurate to represent as loss the 
cost of the Search Sheet, which has other 
valuable advantages beyond its function 
in facilitating the issue of a search to a 
private individual. The answer to the 
first paragraph is therefore in the nega- 
tive. The number of deeds recorded is 
published annually in the Judicial 
Statistics. There no proposal to 
revise the charges for registration, which 
are very moderate, and have been 
acquiesced in by the legal profession 
without objection for several years. 


is 


ROADS IN ROSS-SHIRE. 


Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord 
Advocate, as representing the Secretary 
for Scotland, whether the Congested 
Districts Board has received from the 
Ross-shire County Council an application 
for a grant for the construction of a road 
at Badluachrach, Little Lochbroom ; 
and, seeing that the people of the district 
have already constructed a portion of 
the road by free labour, will the request 
for a grant receive the Board’s favourable 
consideration. 


*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: I 
understand from the Congested Districts 
Board that in November last they 
received a local application for a grant of 
the whole cost of the road referred to by 
the hon. Member, and that they sug- 


gested that the case should be laid before | 


the county council. Since then the 


I am informed by the | 


until they do so, no decision can be arrived 
at, as responsibility for further main- 
tenance cannot be secured otherwise than 
by co-operation of the county council. 


SCOTTISH CONGESTED DISTRICTS. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord 
Advocate, as representing the Secretary 
for Scotland, whether he is aware that 
the cottars and crofters of the townships 
of Snishvale, Howbeg, and Howmore 
held a meeting on the 14th inst. to con- 
sider what steps should be taken to secure 
land from the extensive farms of the 
South Uist estates, and that on a subse- 
quent date they proceeded to the farm 
of Bornish, tenanted by a non-resident, 
which they marked out for crofts and 
house sites, and expressed their determi- 
nation to take possession of the land 
unless otherwise acquired for them ; is 
he aware that this tenant is also tenant 
of the farm of Ormielate, on the same 
estate, and that the late proprietor of 
South Uist had promised to give the 
people the farm of Bornish prior to his 
death ; will he say whether the Con- 
gested Districts Board have made any 
efforts to acquire any part of these lands 
for the purpose of settling the landless 
cottars and crofters of the above town- 
ships; and will he consider the expe- 
diency of sending a member of the 
Crofters Commission to the district, as 
well as to Bernera, Island of Lewis, for 
the purpose of making inquiry into the 
condition of the people. 


*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: The 
answer to the first two paragraphs of 
the hon. Member’s question is in the 


affirmative, except that 1 have no know- 
‘ledge of the promise by the late pro- 


‘the benefit of those who 


prietor which is referred to. As regards 
the last two paragraphs, I can only 
repeat what I have already said in this 
House, that such steps will be taken by 
the Secretary for Scotland, in consulta- 
tion with the Congested Districts Board, 
as he thinks expedient, but he cannot 
undertake any exceptional measures for 
are either 
breaking the law or threatening to do so. 


Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord 


| Advocate whether he is aware that for 
| 
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several years it has been the practice 
of the Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland to visit the congested | 
districts for the purpose of personally | 
inquiring into the condition of the 
people ; and, seeing that good has re- 
sulted from these visits, will the Secre- 
tary for Scotland visit the western 
islands of Seotland during the Whitsun- 
tide recess, so that he may become 
personally acquainted with the condi- 
tions of life among the landless cottars, 
crofters, and fishermen who have for 
some time past been agitating for land 
at fair rentals. 


! 


*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: I am 
unable to state what are the personal 
arrangements of the Secretary for Scot- 
land for the Whitsuntide recess. 

Mr. WEIR: Will the Lord Advocate 


himself go ? 


*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: Per- 
sonally, I have made other arrange- 
ments. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY: Is the hon. 


Member in order in stating in a question | 
that good has resulted from visits of 
the Chief Secretary to the West of Ire- 
land ? 


CHARITY COMMISSIONERS — RETURNS 
OF SALES OF REAL PROPERTY. 
Sir WALTER FOSTER: I beg to) 

ask the Member for Tunbridge, as repre- 
senting the Charity Commissioners, if he 
can state how the £530,898 obtained 
during the year 1900 by the sale of 
real property of charities is made up, 
giving the number of acres of land 
sold and the amount realised by the 
sale of house property, building land, 
and agricultural land separately. 


Tue PARLIAMENTARY CHARITY | 
COMMISSIONER (Mr. Grirritu Bos- | 
cAWEN, Kent, Tunbridge): The sum | 
of £530,898 referred to by the hon. | 
Member represents the aggregate amount | 
produced by 302 sales of real property | 
in the year 1900. About two-thirds of | 
this total was realised by twenty-four | 
sales, including that of the school for | 
the indigent blind in Southwark for | 


£140,000. The further particulars asked | 


{COMMONS} 


direct 
/names and qualifications shall be sub- 
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for by the hon. Member could only be 
ascertained by a detailed analysis of the 
contents of the files of papers relating 
to each sale order, the preparation of 


'which would require very considerable 


time and labour, and the materials for 
which are not in all cases in the office. 


Sir WALTER FOSTER: May I ask 
whether the hon. Member will be willing 
to have a Return of the matter mentioned 
in the last paragraph of the question 
made ? 


Mr. GRIFFITH BOSCAWEN: No, 
The Commissioners cannot assent to 
such a Return, as it would involve the 
expenditure of much time and cause a 
diversion of part of the staff of the office 


from their regular duties. 


PROMOTIONS TO POSTMASTERSHIPS-— 
POWERS OF SUPERVISORS. 

Mr. DALY (Monaghan, 8.): I beg 
to ask the Secretary to the Treasury, 
as representing the Postmaster General, 
whether all established officers have the 
right of applying for vacant postmaster. 
ships through the medium of their 
immediate supervisors ; and whether, if 
such supervisors have the power to select 
the papers of certain candidates and to 
refuse to forward the others to head- 
quarters, the Postmaster General will 
in future that all candidates’ 


mitted by the local officials. 


Tue FINANCIAL SECRETARY 10 
THE TREASURY (Mr. AvusTEN CHAl- 


| BERLAIN, Worcestershire, E.): Any estab- 


lished officer of the Post Office is 
entitled to apply through his superior 
officer for any postmastership which is 
notified to be vacant, and all such appli- 


/cations are forwarded to headquarters 


for decision. 


PUBLIC HOLIDAYS IN THE POST 
OFFICE. 

Mr. HAY (Shoreditch, Hoxton): | 
beg to ask the Secretary to the Treasury, 
as representing the Postmaster General. 
whether telegraphists in the employ o 
the Post Office are to be granted a days 
leave on 24th May, in common with the 
rest of civil servants ; and whether, a 


telegraph offices cannot be closed, some 
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arrangements will be made so that those 
operators who are compelled to remain 
on duty on the day in question may be 
compensated by receiving a day in lieu 
during the forthcoming summer. 


The following questions also appeared 
on the Paper on the same subject :— 


Sr FRANCIS EVANS (Maidstone) : 
To ask the Secretary to the ‘Trea- 
sury, as representing the Postmaster 
General, whether he can explain why 
postal telegraph clerks are not to receive 
the day’s leave granted to all Govern- 
ment servants on 24th May, 1901, by 
the King ; and whether the Postmaster 
General will direct that all operators 
shall receive a day’s leave of absence, 
either on 24th May or on some subse- 
quent day during the summer of 1901. 


Captain NORTON: To ask the 
Secretary to the Treasury, as repre- 
senting the Postmaster General, whether, 
in view of the King’s Decree that 24th 
May is to be observed as a holiday in 
all public offices, post office servants 
who are required to attend on that day 
will be given a day in lieu thereof, instead 
of receiving payment as was the case on 
National Mourning Day. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : 
Only those officers of the department 
will enjoy the privilege of a holiday on 
the 24th instant who can be spared 
from their duties without inconvenience 
to the public service. It has never been 
possible to grant this privilege to the 
telegraphists and other members of the 
operative staff, whose attendance is 
required on the day in question ; nor 
has it been customary to give them 
another day’s holiday in lieu, and it is 
not intended to make any change on 
this occasion. 


MEAL RELIEFS IN THE CENTRAL 
TELEGRAPH OFFICE. 
Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN (Kilkenny) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary to the Treasury, 
as representing the Postmaster General, 


whether he is aware that during the week | 


ending 11th May a clerk was employed 
in the Central Telegraph Office, London, 


on the fourth Dublin wire from 4 p.m. | 


to 11.45 p.m., during which period he 
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received no relief for meals, having to eat 
his food whilst engaged in the trans- 
mission of messages ; and, seeing that this 
clerk, being away from home from 
3 p.m. to 1 a.m., had no proper meal time 


during this period, whether the Post- 


master General will take steps to provide 
a system of relief clerks, so that men 
performing duties from 3 p.m. to 11 p.m. 
and 4 p.m. to 11.45 p.m. may have an 
opportunity to eat their meals. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : Yes, 
Sir, the Postmaster General is aware of 
the facts stated, and he has under con- 
sideration a scheme for providing relief 
for meals on the late evening duties. 


POSTAL CLERKS’ DEPUTATION TO THE 
POSTMASTER GENERAL. 

Mr. JAMES O'CONNOR: I beg to 
ask the Secretary to the Treasury, as 
representing the Postmaster General, 
whether he can state when it is his 
intention to give his decision upon the 
points brought under his notice by a 
deputation of two sorting clerks, repre- 
senting the United Kingdom Postal 
Clerks’ Association, on the 31st July, 
1900 ; and whether he will take steps 
to have that decision conveyed to the 
staff. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: A 
reply will shortly be sent to the members 
of the deputation. 


NEW POSTAGE STAMP DESIGNS. 

Mr. ELLIS GRIFFITH (Anglesey) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary to the Treasury, 
as representing the Postmaster General, 
whether the designs for the new postage 
stamps have been entrusted to an 
Austrian sculptor ; and, if so, whether 
this is due to the fact that there is no 
British artist competent for the work. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : It 
is the case that the portrait of His 
Majesty which has been used in the 
preparation of the designs to appear on 
the new postage stamps is by a foreign 
artist, there being in existence an excel- 
lent profile portrait executed only last 
year by an Austrian sculptor, Mr. Fuchs, 
who is now resident in London. It is 
not to be inferred that no British artist 
was considered to be competent for the 
work. 
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Mr. ELLIS GRIFFITH: Who had 
the right of selecting the artist ? 


Questions. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: I 


must have notice of that question. 


Lord BALCARRES 
Chorley) : What form of inquiry or com- 
petition took place by which the un- 


suitability of British artists was deter- | 


mined ? 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: I 
have expressly stated already that the 
unsuitability of British artists is not 
to be inferred from the choice made. 


Dr. FARQUHARSON: Was the 
opinion of the president of the Royal 


Academy or other leaders of the artistic | 


profession taken before the selection 
was made 2 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: I 
have already said twice that I must have 
notice of any further questions. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: Do 
Courts employ British artists ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, 


foreign 


order ! 


SUNDAY OPENING OF MUSEUMS— 
ENGAGEMENT OF OFFICIALS. 


CotoneEL MILWARD (Warwickshire, 


Stratford-upen-Avon): I beg to ask the’ 


First Commissioner of Works whether 
the condition under which the national 
museums and art galleries in London 
were opened on Sundays, which was to 
the effect that no officer shall be required 
to attend on more than six days per week, 


and that anyone who may have con- | 


scientious objections shall be exempt 
from Sunday duty, has been in practice 
adhered to. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : The 
condition referred to was communicated 
to the heads of the several museums and 
galleries at the time that the Sunday 
opening was agreed to, and no instance 
has been brought to my notice of that 
condition not being observed. 


FEMALE TYPISTS IN THE CIVIL 
SERVICE. 
Mr. T. M. HEALY: I beg to ask the 


Secretary to the Treasury whether his 


{COMMONS} 


(Lancashire, | 
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| attention has been directed to a memo- 
-randum, dated 14th September last, 
‘attached by the Civil Service Commis. 
‘sioners to the form of application for 
female typewriters in the Civil Service, 
stating that an official nomination js 
required for these situations, but that 
the Civil Service Commissioners can give 
no information as to the persons from 
whom, or the means by which, such in- 
formation may be obtained: and will he 
state the meaning of this statement, and 
how such nominations are made. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: 
Candidates for the post of female typist 
‘are nominated by the head of the parti- 
cular Department in which a vacancy 
occurs, and the persons so nominated 
are then submitted to the Civil Service 
| Commissioners for examination. I am 
communicating with the Civil Service 
‘Commissioners as to the wording of the 
notices issued by them. 


IRISH LAND ADMINISTRATION— 
EVICTION NOTICES. 

Mr. FLYNN: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether his attention has been 
called tothe Return of the number of 
eviction notices, under Section 7 of the 
Act of 1887, for the quarter ending 
31st March, 1901 ; whether he is aware 
that of the total number, 619, 27 were 
filed in Kerry, 22 in Galway, 51 in Cavan, 
43 in Donegal, and 120 in Mayo; and, 
in view of such figures, whether the Bill 
recently introduced by the Government 
will be extended so far as to confer on 
the Congested Districts Board the right 
of compulsory purchase in regard to 
estates which cannot be acquired at 
reasonable prices under the present law. 


Tue CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE 
LAND (Mr. Wynpnam, Dover): No, 
Sir, I do not think the Bill can be ex 
tended in that direction. 


Mr. FLYNN: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether, in view of the recent 
Return showing that during the quarter 
ending 31st March there were 619 
eviction notices filed under Section 7 
of the Land Act of 1887, he will consider 
the wisdom of inserting a clause in the 
new Bill repealing this section. 
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Mr. WYNDHAM: No, Sir. | Local Registration of Title Act, 1891, 
}and is not included in the costs and 

ARRANMORE ISLAND LAND APPEALS. | expenses of a sale under the Land Pur- 

Mr. BOYLE (Donegal, W.): I beg to | chase Acts. The fee is only incurred 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord | 1 the tenant purchaser requires a land 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is | Certificate. 
aware that the sittings of the Land Court 
for hearing the land cases listed for) STREET PREACHING IN GALWAY. 
hearing from Arranmore Island, county) Mr. T. M. HEALY: I beg to ask the 
Donegal, have been fixed at Dungloe, | Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
and that the tenants will have to come) of Ireland whether he will explain why 
a distance of four miles to the nearest Mr. M‘Clung, a clerk in Galway Gaol, 
port. Burtonport, and thence have to who has had to be cautioned more than 
walk a distance of four miles by road to once for attending street preaching in 
Dungloe ; and whether, seeing the in-| Galway which led to riots, and refused 
convenience and expense this will entail | to obey the orders of the department, 
on the tenants, and considering that has been removed to Mountjoy Prison, 
there is a petty sessions court in the Dublin; will Mr. M‘Clung now be 
Island of Arranmore for the holding allowed to attend similar meetings in 
of monthly petty sessions, steps will be the Phoenix Park and elsewhere ; and 
taken in the interest of these tenants to why have the Government overlooked 
have the place for hearing the land cases | this man’s disobedience to orders. 
altered from Dungloe to the Island of 
Arranmore. Mr. WYNDHAM: Mr. M‘Clung was 

transferred to Mountjoy Prison because 

Mr. WYNDHAM: The Land Com- he disobeyed an order to abstain, for 
missioners inform me that Dungloe has | obvious reasons, from taking part in such 
hitherto been found to be, and is, the) services in Galway. So far as the prison 
most convenient place for hearing cases authorities are aware he has not taken 
arising in the district mentioned in the part in similar services in Dublin, but 
question, having regard to the con- any such action must be judged in each 
venience of all parties concerned. If case with a regard to the circumstances. 
the hon. Gentleman wishes to make It would not be proper to forecast the 
any further representation I will look | view the authorities would take. 


= Mr. T. M. HEALY: Why was not 


this gentleman dismissed ? 


SIR W. STYLE’S ESTATE IN CO. 
DONEGAL. 

Mr. BOYLE: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether he is aware that in the 
sale by Sir William H. M. Style of his 
land in Cloghan, county Donegal, to his 
tenants under the Land Acts, the land- sci dies nines aaa di aia blab 

a ae ’ 4 rU ARK ALNS —UASH uy 
lord undertook to pay all the tenants CATHERINE MILLER. 


costs in reference to the sale and purchase, oa nee ae . 
and that the Irish Land Commission ‘Mr. CULLINAN (Tipperary, S.): 1 
now seek to charge each tenant a sum beg to ask the Chiet Secretary to the 
of 10s. before issuing a land certificate ; Lord Lieutenant of Ireland if his atten- 
and whether, considering that the land- | #0” has been called to an application 
lord was to pay all costs, steps will be at the Newtownstewart petty sessions, 
taken to have these land certificates | 0” 16th May, by the Reverend Peter 
teak tn Clos Gehenta seal te tees the | 1P8e: for the committal of Catherine 
cost of the same deducted from the | Miler, aged : to a agrneaee 
purchase money payable to the landlord. | Schoo » on the ground that she was 
ae | wandering about and under improper 
Mr. WYNDHAM: The fee of 10s. is | guardianship ; whether he is aware 
prescribed by the rules issued under the | that the applicant deposed that the child 
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Mr. WYNDHAM: We considered 
the punishment of transferring him 
was quite sufficient for the offence. In 
other respects he is a very zealous and 
capable officer. 
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lived alone with her grandfather, who 
was unable to look after her; that she 
spent her time wandering about in a 
filthy state; and that this evidence was | 
corroborated by Constable Burns ; and 
seeing that the magistrates declined to 
grant the application, whether he will 
direct the magistrates to forma'ly com- 
mit the child at the next petty sessions. 


Questions. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I am informed 
that the hearing of the application to 
commit this child to an industrial school 
was adjourned by the magistrates to the 
next petty sessions to enable the Reverend 
Mr. Tracy to produce further evidence 
in support of his application. The 
Government cannot give any directions 
to the magistrates, as suggested. 


ROYAL IRISH CONSTABULARY — RE- 
TIREMENTS ON PENSION. 

Mr. M'DERMOTT (Kilkenny, N.): 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland if he can 
state whether the Inspector General ‘of 
the Royal Irish Constabulary has any, 
and, if so, what powers to enable him 
to compel constables who are of good 
character and are still able and willing 
to serve in the force to retire on pensions. 

Mr. WYNDHAM: Under Section 3 
(b) of the 46 and 47 Vict. cap. 14, the 
Inspector General may require a con- 
stable who has completed a service of 
twenty-five years to retire on pension, 
if he considers such retirement necessary 
in the interests of the service. 


Mr. FLAVIN: But if a man isin 
good health, has a good character, and 
no charges are made against him, ought 
he to be compelled to retire ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: TI cannot inter- 
fere with the discretion of the Inspector 
General in the matter. 


Mr. FLAVIN: Does it not happen 
that in the case I have in mind the man 
so retired is a Catholic ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order ! 


STRANGFORD DISPENSARY DISTRICT. 


Mr. WILLIAM JOHNSTON (Belfast, 
8.): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to 
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the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether 
his attention has been called to the action 
of the Downpatrick Board of Guardians, 
who, though informed by the medical 
officer of the Strangford dispensary 
district that a woman had died after 
childbirth from want of being attended 
by a properly qualified midwife, still 
refuse to make such appointment ; and 
whether the Local Government Board 
will take steps to prevent a recurrence 
of such an event by compelling the 
guardians to provide a properly qualified 
midwife for the Strangford district. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The reply to the 
first paragraph is in the affirmative. 
The Board has frequently urged the 
guardians to appoint a midwife for this 
district, but the guardians have not so 
far complied with that advice. The 
Board will again insist on the propriety 
and urgency of making such an appoint- 
ment. 


CAVAN FAIR RENT APPEAL. 

Mr. M‘'GOVERN (Cavan, W.): I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether he 
can state how many fair rent appeals 
from the county of Cavan are new 
pending in the Irish Land Commission 
Court ; when did the Chief Land Com- 
mission hold a court in Cavan; and 
when does it again intend to hold a 
court there for the purpose of hearing 
appeals. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: ‘The reply to the 
first inquiry is, 636, and to the second. 
24th April, 1900. No date has been 
fixed for the next appeal sitting at Cavan. 


CASE OF DANIEL MORONY. 

Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, 
E.): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary 
to the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland if he 
can state the circumstances attending 
the arrest and imprisonment of Daniel 
Morony, of Caher, Feakle, county Clare, 
on 20th May. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Daniel Morony 
was arrested in January last for the 
offence of endeavouring to kill salmon 
with an illegal instrument. He was 


‘convicted at Feakle Petty Sessions on 


the 18th January and required to pay 
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to undergo two months imprisonment. | 
He lodged an appeal to quarter sessions, | 
but failed to prosecute it, and, having | 
refused to pay the fine, he has been | 
lodged in’ prison. | 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: Will 


dependent on him? Will he consider 


the advisability of mitigating this very | 


long sentence ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM, Any representa 
tion put forward will be considered. 
But the offence is a very serious one. 


ALLOTMENTS IN IRISH URBAN 
DISTRICTS. 


Mr. POWER (Waterford, E.): I beg | 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord | 


Lieutenant of Ireland whether, seeing 
that no law at present exists in Ireland 
for providing allotments for artisans 
and workers living in towns, he will take 
steps to place those living in cities and | 
towns in Lreland in as good a position in | 
this matter as those living in cities and | 
towns in Great Britain. 

Mr. WYNDHAM : I cannot undertake 
to introduce legislation on the subject 
this session. 


IRISH RURAL AUXILIARIES AND 
LABOURERS’ COTTAGES. 
Mr. CREAN (Cork, 8.E.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether auxiliary 


{23 May 1901} 


a fine of £4 with costs, or, in | 
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Lieutenant of Ireland whether he can 
state the Local Government Board scale 
of fees for medical men attending inquests; 
whether Dr. Synnott only received one 
guinea for attending several days at two 
inquiries regarding the Dodder mystery 
case ; and whether he will cause the 


: . - | matter to be reconsidered. 
the right hon. Gentleman take into) 


consideration the fact that this man is | 
very poor, and that he has a large family | 


Mr. WYNDHAM: No scale of fees is 
prescribed by the Local Government 
Board in such cases. The fee of one 
guinea paid to Dr. Synnott for his ser- 
vices at the post-mortem examination is 
fixed by the Coroners Act of 1847, which 
expressly charges such fees upon local 
rates, and any alteration in the scale of 
| fees could only be effected by legislation. 
| The Government has no power to supple- 
_ ment these fees out of public funds. 


DAVID FINLAY’S ESTATE, CO. CAVAN. 

Mr. M'GOVERN: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether he can state by whose 
| authority the receiver and solicitor on the 
estate of the late David Finlay, in the 
county of Cavan, entered into provisional 
agreements with the tenants to purchase 
'their holdings through the Irish Land 
| Commission over four years ago, and 
| under what authority these agreements 
‘to purchase were to be carried out ; and 
| has the receiver or solicitor been asked 
| for any explanation as to why the sales 
| were not proceeded with, and can he 
/explain the cause of the delay in Judge 
| Ross’s Court of bringing this and other 
‘estates to the sale during the past ten 
| years. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The receivers in 


‘a : “1 
rural postmen in receipt of the small sum | L , 
of 2s. 6d. or 3s. per week, but who spend | all such cases act on their own initiative, 
the greater portion of their time at | but in accordance with the known desire 





agricultural labour, are eatitled to apply 
for cottages under the Labourers 
(Ireland) Acts. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: A person tem- 
porarily employed as a postman, and | 
mainly on agricultural work, would 
appear to come within the very wide 
definition of ‘‘ agricultural labourer ” | 
contained in Section 4 of the Labourers | 


Act of 1886. 


|of the Land Judge to facilitate sales. 
|The tenants on the Finlay Estate signed 


provisional agreements to purchase their 


holdings about three years ago, but 
since these agreements were signed 
considerable difficulty has been  ex- 


perienced in the equitable distribution of 
turbary. The receiver and surveyor 
are at present engaged in endeavouring 
to carry this through. Every effort is 
being used to expedite the matter. 





MEDICAL FEES AT IRISH INQUESTS. | 
Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN: I beg to | 


ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord | 


HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE, IRELAND. 
Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.) : I beg to ask 
Mr. Attorney General for Ireland whether 


2L2 
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any regulations have been made by the | 
Judges of the High Court in Ireland | 
under the provisions of the Judicature 
Acts for the distribution of business. 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


THe ATTORNEY GENERAL For 
IRELAND (Mr. ATKINnson, Londonderry, 
N.): The distribution of business in the 
high court in Ireland is, where not 
otherwise regulated by statute, regu- 
lated by the rules of court made on the 
recommendation of the judges in 1891. 
These rules have been laid before Parlia- 
ment. Further rules are in course of 
preparation. 


CHARITABLE LOANS (IRELAND) ACT, | 


1900. 

Mr. DILLON: I beg to ask Mr. 
Attorney General for Ireland whether 
he is aware that at Dromore, county | 
Tyrone, the resident magistrate in pro- 
ceedings for recovery of debt under the 
Charitable Loans (Ireland) Act, 1900, 
habitually orders the clerk to calculate 
amount due at seven and a half per cent. 
interest on amount of bill at last re- 
newal; that in making out account the 
overcharges for the six years period 
mentioned in the Act are not deducted 
from amount of the note; and that the 
bench refuses in all cases to allow the 
amount for which decree is given to be 
paid in instalments as provided in the 
Act ; and whether he can give a copy of 
the instructions given to the clerk to 
guide him in making out accounts in 
these cases. 


Mr. ATKINSON: No instructions 
have been issued by the Loan Fund 
Board to the clerks of these societies of 
the nature indicated in the question. 
The Board have refused to express any 
opinion to these clerks as to the inter- 
pretation of the statute, this being a 
matter upon which each society must, 
if necessary, consult its own legal 
adviser. If the magistrates in any par- 
ticular case are considered to have acted 
illegally or exceeded their jurisdiction, 
the party aggrieved has his remedy. 


Mr. DILLON: The right hon. Gentle- 
man has completely misunderstood my 
question, which was as to the action of 
the resident magistrate, and not that of 
the Loan Board. 
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Mr. ATKINSON: Yes; I misappre- 
hended the nature of the question. | 
am not aware that the magistrate has 
given any instruction to the clerk in re- 
gard to the mode in which he should 


, : 
| proceed in making out the accounts. 


Mr. DILLON: I will repeat the ques- 
tion, because I have not been told if 
seven and a half per cent. is charged, 
and whether the allowances mentioned 
in this particular instance were made. 


DUBLIN POST OFFICE—SALARIES OF 
TELEPHONE OPERATORS. 

Mr. NANNETTI (Dublin, College 
Green): I beg to ask the Secretary to 
the Treasury, as representing the Post- 
master General, whether he is aware 
that the two female telephcne operators 
who were transferred from the National 
Telephone Company’s central office in 
Dublin to the General Post Office in 
May, 1897, have since that time received 
but two increments of salary, and being 
still without established appointments 
have no right of pension ; and that their 
work is as important as that in large 
English towns, where operators, simi- 
larly transferred, have received increases 
of salary, and have therefore been selected 
for exceptional treatment ; and whether, 
in view of the fact that the salaries of 
the two operators mentioned are 13s, 
and 14s. per week respectively, and lower 
than that received by female telegraph- 
ists who entered the service since the 
date mentioned, and than that of opera- 
tors who have from time to time assisted 
them, he will, pending the settlement of 
the question of pay for telephone opera- 
tors, at once grant these officers an in- 
crease which shall be retrospective. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : The 
Postmaster General is aware of the posi- 
tion of the two female telephone operators 
referred to by the hon. Member, but it is 
not the case that their work is as im- 
portant as that of operators similarly 
transferred who have received larger 
increases of salary. Such larger in- 
creases have been granted only to tele- 
phone operators—whether in England, 
Ireland, or Scotland—who are regularly 
performing supervising duties. As re- 
cently stated in this House, the general 
question of the pay and position of tele- 
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phone operators is under consideration, | apply equally to all those whose home 
and will be settled very shortly. In the|is elsewhere than in London. The 
meanwhile the Postmaster General can-| appointments for women clerks at Dublin 
not deal with the case of the two young | and Edinburgh are filled by transfer 
women in question apart from the rest|from the London establishment ; and 
of the staff, or make any promise at the| those who apply to be thus transferred 
present moment regarding their position. | have as a matter of course to accept the 
Dublin and Edinburgh scale, the maxi- 
NENAGH STAMP DISTRIBUTOR. mum of which is slightly lower than in 
Mr. P. J. O'BRIEN (Tipperary, N.) : London, in view of the lower cost of living. 
I beg to ask the Secretary to the Trea- 
sury, as representing the Postmaster 
General, whether he can state the cause 
of the delay in the appointment of stamp 
distributor for Nenagh, North Tipperary; 
whether he is aware that for several 
months past stamps can only be obtained | @UEEN’S COUNTY POSTAL ARRANGE- 
irom the office of the officer of Excise MENTS. 
during two hours of the day, causing! Dr. MacDONNELL (Queen’s County, 
inconvenience to traders and professional Leix): I beg to ask the Secretary to the 
men, as also the public ; whether any | Treasury, as representing the Post- 
application has been received by the| master General, whether his attention 
Department from a suitable person for | has been called to the delay in the delivery 
the appointment ; and if he will take| oF Jetters in the Newtown district of 
steps to have the vacaney filled without Queen's County; whether the alleged 


Mr FLAVIN: By what ingenious 
method of calculation have the Post Office 
Authorities ascertained that London 
air is purer than that of Dublin ? 


further delay. grievance has been acknowledged by 


sh alte ns . »z,. | the postal authorities ; and, can he state 
Mr. AUSTE) CHAMBERLAIN : This os arrangements to remove this de- 
appointment rests with the Treasury. Ft tisha waveice wilh iis completed. 
regret the delay which has unavoidably 
occurred in making the necessary in-| yp AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: 
quiries, and I hope that the vacancy | phe Postmaster General has lately autho- 
will be filled up very shortly. rised an arrangement under which 
Newtown and the neighbourhood will 
IRISH GIRL (CLERKS IN THE POSTAL | be served by mail car instead of, as hither- 
nm prgrilicnc I ‘ to, by postmen on foot. Under the 
Mr. THOMAS O DONNELL (Kerry, arrangement, which will be carried out 
“sad i beg as ask the ceaseeary se the as soon as the contractor has provided 
Nae ge representing the Postmaster a suitable car, the morning de ivery 
eneral, whether he is aware of the! yi) be made nearly two hours earlier 
hardship inflicted on Irish girls who} and the afternoon despatch an hour 
succeed in winning places as clerks in sill ig teal Gees 
the Post Office by being compelled to ‘ as 
come to London while the same training 
and work can be had in Dublin; and, | IRISH POST OFFICE SAVINGS BANK 
seeing that those girls if they wish to BUSINESS. 
go back to their own country are reduced| Mr. THOMAS O’DONNELL: I beg 
£10 in their yearly income while they | to ask the Secretary to the Treasury, as 
do exactly the same work in Dublin as| representing the Postmaster General, 
in London, whether he will take their} whether he will explain why the money 
ease into consideration. spent in looking after the business of 
Irish depositors in the Savings Bank 
Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN :| Department of the General Post Office 
The work on which women clerks are|is not spent in Dublin instead of in 
employed is of necessity to a great extent | London; and, whether he will take 
performed at headquarters; and Irish| steps to transfer this Department with 
candidates who accept such appointments | its staff of clerks to Dublin in the near 
are under no disability which does not | future. 
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Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN:) Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I have con- 


By keeping the Irish Post Office Savings 
Bank accounts in London together with 
the English and Scotch accounts, it is 
possible, with very little delay and trouble, 
to allow money to be deposited in and 
withdrawn from these accounts in any 
part of the United Kingdom. The 
diminution of this facility, which would 
aris® from transferring the Irish accounts 


to Dublin, would give rise to much | 


dissatisfaction, and the Postmaster 


General does not propose to take any steps 


in that direction. 


FACTORY AND WORKSHOPS BILL. 

Sir = FORTESCUE 
(Yorkshire, W.R., Shipley): I beg to ask 
the First Lord of the Treasury whether he 
has received a_ representation 
Members of this House, jointly with the 
Parliamentary Committee of the Trades 
Union Council, in favour of an early 
day being fixed for the Second Reading 
of the Factory and Workshops Bill, 
and whether he can now state approxi- 
mately the date for the Second Reading. 


THe FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. BALrour, Manchester, 
E.): I have received the representa- 
tion referred to in the question. I 
should hope that on a comparatively 
early day an opportunity may be afforded 
to send this Bill to the Grand Committee, 
but, of course, it will be quite impossible 
for the Bill to pass this year if it is to 
occupy any length of time. As far as I 
can ascertain, it is not likely to be dis- 
cussed at length. 


*Smrr CHARLES DILKE: In the 
House ! 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Yes. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY said there was 


strong objection to the laundry clauses. | 


LICENSING LEGISLATION. 
Mr. TAYLOR (Lancashire, Radcliffe) : 


I beg to ask the First Lord of the Trea- | 


sury whether it is proposed to give 
facilities for the passing into law of the 
Bill to prevent the sale of intoxicating 


liquors to children under sixteen years_ 


of age. 


FLANNERY | 


from | 


sidered whether it would be more con- 
venient to make a statement on this 


‘subject now or when I ask for further 


facilities for Government business, as | 
shall have to do after the Whitsuntide holi- 
days. I have come to the conclusion that it 
would be more convenient to follow the 
latter course, and when I move the 
motion on an early day after the House 
reassembles I shall be prepared to make 
a statement on this and kindred subjects. 


SCHOOL TEACHERS—SECURITY OF 
TENURE—LEGISLATION. 

CapTaIn NORTON : I beg to ask the 
First Lord of the Treasury whether he 
can state when he hopes to redeem 
his partial pledge, given in August, 
1900, with respect to the introduction 
of legislation for giving security of tenure 
to teachers in public elementary schools, 
whose grievance has been increased by 
the passage of the Superannuation Act. 


Mr. TAYLOR: I beg also to ask the 
right hon. Gentleman a similar question 
which stands in my name. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: As I have 
said, I ean make no statement on this 
subject now. 

DECLARATIONS OF HEADS OF 
STATES. 

CotonEL NOLAN (Galway, N.): I 
beg to ask the First Lord of the Trea- 
sury whether he can state the reason 
for the delay in furnishing the Return 
of the Declarations of Heads of States, 
ordered by this House 20th February. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Yes, Sir, the 


information has been received ,and | 


hope the Return will be presented ina 


very few days. 


METRIC SYSTEM. 

Mr. BRIGG (Yorkshire, W.R., Keigh- 
ley): I beg to ask the First Lord of the 
Treasury if he has noticed the Report ot 
the Consul of La Rochelle, in which it 
is said that the neglect of the metric 
system is a great stumbling block to 
many branches of trade with the United 
Kingdom, and whether he will assist to 
bring about such changes in our system 
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989 Adjournment of the 


of weights and measures as are suggested 
in the Report referred te. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The Act of 
1897 removes the restrictions which 
formerly existed on trade weights and 
measures, and the use in trade of the 
metric system. A number of metric 
standards have been already approved 
by an Order in Council of May, 1898, 
alter being verified by the Board of 
Trade. 


NEW MEMBER SWORN. 
Daniel Daniel Sheehan, esquire, for 
the County of Cork (Mid-Cork Division). 


PUBLIC LIBRARIES BILL [Lords]. 

tead the first time; to be read a 
second time upon Monday, 10th June, 
and to be printed. [Bill 203.] 

ADJOURNMENT OF THE HOUSE 

(WHITSUNTIDE). 

THe FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. BaLrour, Manchester, 
E.): | have to move— That to-morrow 
the House at its rising do adjourn till 
Thursday, the 6th of June, and that at 
the conclusion of Government business 
Mr. Speaker do adjourn the House 
without question put.” I do not think 
this is a motion which requires any very 
long defence, but perhaps a few words of 
explanation may shorten the discussion. 
It has been suggested that the holidays 
should not extend to Thursday week, 
but that the House should reassemble on 
Monday week. In view of the fact that 
we have a great deal to do before the 
session comes to an end, I have con- 
sidered very carefully whether that 
proposal would be for the convenience 
of the House, and I have come to the 
conclusion that it would not be. In the 
first place, Monday is not a very con- 


venient day to fix for the reassembling | 


of the House, and it is specially incon- 
venient for those Members who live far 
from London and who go to Scotland 
or Ireland, or 


view of Government business, by meeting 
on the Monday instead of Thursday we 


should sacrifice three days of the holi- | 


days and only get at most a day and 
a half of Government time. I say a day 
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even further afield, for | 
their holidays. Then, from the point of | 
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‘and a half because no doubt we should 
' have a right to the Tuesday sitting, but 
a part of that would certainly be taken 
up by a motion to adjourn over the 
Derby. In view of the nature of the 
business that stands for the Wednesday, 
I am not sure that we should not be 
witnesses of the unwonted spectacle of 
the motion for the adjournment over 
Derby Day being moved from a 
very unexpected quarter on this side of 
the House, whether from those who 
want to go to the Derby or those who 
/want to avoid discussing the Deceased 
Wife's Sister Bill. It is certain that 
part of Tuesday's sitting would be ex- 
pended in that most unprofitable dis- 
cussion, and that the sacrifice of three 
days holidays would only result in a 
relatively small modicum of gain for 
the conduct of Government business. 
Therefore there is no case on that side 
of the question for meeting on Monday. 
There remains the question whether 
we should or should not meet on Wed- 
nesday, or at such a period that Wednes- 
day would be a day on which private 
Members’ business could be discussed. 
The only precedent I am aware of is 
that in connection with an Education 
Bill, which was brought in by the hon. 
Member for Sunderland, and which 
met with universal acceptance from both 
sides of the House, and passed without 
serious discussion or controversial debate 
on the first Wednesday after the holidays. 
It is quite evident that that Wednesday 
was employed in practical legislation. It 
is equally evident that next Wednesday 
week would not be employed in practical 
legislation at all. One of my _ hon. 
friends asked me whether we might not 
meet on Wednesday in order that the 
second Order of the day, which has refe- 
rence to Church discipline, might be 
discussed, but whatever else happens on 
that day the second Order certainly will 
not be reached. I may go further and 
say that all who are familiar with the 
movement and currents of Parliamen- 
tary business are perfectly aware that 
the first Order on that Wednesday will 
not be concluded at 5.30 p.m. There 
are already forty-five Amendments on 


‘the Paper, and that at a period when 


no one supposed that the Bill was coming 
‘on; and if it becomes a practical cer- 
‘tainty that the Bill is to come on, L 
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should be surprised if these Amendments | 


do not show an extreme facility for 
multiplication, and there would be no 
chance of the Bill being got through. 
If it did not get through on that day 
there would be no chance of its passing 
into law this session, because there are 
other private Bills before it, which would 
make it absolutely out of the question 
that further progress could be made 
with the Bill. Therefore I think nothing 
will be gained for private Members by 
meeting before Thursday week. For the 
reasons which I have given | think that 
the proposal to meet on Thursday week 
is one which will commend itself to all 
parts of the House, and in _ these 
circumstances I have 
moving the motion which stands in my 
name. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That, to-morrow, the House at. its 
rising do adjourn till Thursday the 
6th of June, and that at the conclusion 
of Government business Mr. Speaker do 
adjourn the House without Question 


put.”—(Mr. A. J. Balfour.) 
Sirk BRAMPTON GURDON (Norfolk, 


N.): I rise to protest against this con- 
tinued invasion of the rights of private 
Members. A few weeks ago we might 
naturally have expected that the House 
would adjourn on Tuesday last until 


this day week. That would have 
enabled hon. Members to avoid the 
holiday traftie both before and after 


Whitsuntide, and gentlemen who wished 
to attend the Derby or the Oaks could 
have returned to town for the purpose. 
| had made arrangements in the belief 
that yesterday would have been the first 
day of the holidays, and I daresay many 
hon. Members did the same. The Sale 
of Intoxicating Liquor to Children Bill, 
the Deceased Wife's Sister Bill, and th e 
Church Discipline Bill are all down for 
Wednesday, June 5th, None of these 
Bills are party Bills in any sense of the 
word. I should be sorry to claim for 
any one party a monopoly of the principle 
involved in the Sale of Intoxicating 
Liquor to Children Bill. The Deceased 
Wife’s Sister Bill has the support of a 


large majority of hon. Members on the | 


other side of the House, and the Church 
Discipline Bill has also got friends on 


Mr. A. J. Balfour. 


\ 
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both sides. Unfortunately, these Bills 
are very strongly opposed by a small 
section of the House representing the 
English Church Union, which seems to 
assume to itself the whole business of the 
country, and in order that these Bills 


‘may be postponed the whole House have 


no hesitation in! 


been put to the inconvenience of sitting 
until Friday, and going to their homes 
in the traffic preceding the bank holiday. 
We heard a great deal from the right 
hon. Gentleman as to the continuous 
pressure of work. I should have thought 
that would have been a reason for 


'meeting on Monday week instead of 


Thursday week. I think 1 may speak 
for hon. Members on both sides when | 
say that our desire is to get through the 
work of the session as quickly as possible, 
and get away early in August. | do not 


' believe that the House ‘eares for these 


prolonged cheap trip holidays. | What- 
ever the front benches may think, I am 
of opinion that hon. Members sitting on 
the back benches do not care to spend 


‘their holidays at Margate or Rosherville 


Gardens, but would rather get home as 
early as possible in August. The right 
hon. Gentleman has said that there is no 
use proceeding with the Deceased Wife's 
Sister Bill, but I do not think that he has 
read that Bill or the Amendments to it. 
It is in a form which has not been pre- 
viously submitted to the House ; it has 
been very carefully modified and carried 
to the extreme verge of conciliation, and 
has been read a third time in the House 
of Lords. If the right hon. Gentleman 
will look at the Amendments on the 
Paper he will see that they can hardly 
be regarded as bona fide Amendments. 
I think most of them would be ruled out 


of order, and it would be perfectly easy 


to get that Bill through Committee on 
the first Wednesday after the recess. If 
such a Bill has no chance of getting 
through, then no private Member's Bill 
can ever be carried through the House. 
[ ask the House if that is right or con- 
stitutional. The First Lord of the Trea- 
sury spoke with some contempt of 
private Members’ Bills, and he said it 
was hopeless for any Member to put 
down a Bill if it did not get through 


Committee before Whitsuntide. But 
right hon. Gentlemen on the front 


benches should leave private Members to 
make a House for themselves, and to go 
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on with Bills that are demanded by the | 
country. Ithink that isa very moderate 
request tomake. I will move an Amend- 
ment that the words ‘* Wednesday, 5th,” 
be substituted for “ Thursday, 6th,” 
but I do not wish to press it if the right 
hon. Gentleman will give me an assurance 
that he will not take Wednesdays after 
Whitsuntide until, say, the middle of 
July. I do hope I shall get some satis- 
factory assurance from the First Lord 
of the Treasury. [ am not asking for 
any advantage. I am only asking that 
private Members should be allowed to 
put their Bills before the House, and 
have them discussed on their merits. | 
beg to move my Amendment. 


Mr. CHARLES McARTHUR (Liver- 
pool, Exchange): I rise to second the 
Amendment, as a protest against the 
action of the Government in depriving 
private Members of the opportunity 
of bringing forward subjects which, 
I venture to say, are of great importance 
at the present time. ‘Two reasons have 
been given for the proposal to extend 
the Whitsuntide holidays over a day 
on which various subjects of impor- 
tance are set down for discussion. ‘The 
first is that it is a private Members’ day, 
and the second is that it is Derby day. 
I do not wish to say anything objection- 
able of that great opportunity for national 
sport, but I think there are a sufficient 
number of Members in the House of 
Commons who would sacrifice pleasure 
on that oceasion to attend, if oppor- 
tunity were given them, to urgent 
measures. The First Lord of the Trea- 
sury, perhaps quite unintentionally, 
discounted the importance of private 
Members’ business, but the business 
to be brought forward on that particular 
Wednesday affects matters of temper- 
ance and Church government, matters 
which enter very deeply into the social 
life of the people, and compare very 
favourably even with the measures 
which have been occupying the time 
of the House during the present session. 
You may multiply the Fleet and the 
Army, and raise vast sums for national 
expenditure, but if you neglect the social 
life of the people, allow the religious 
sense of the people to become impaired, 
their respect for law and order to be 
undermined, and allow our national 
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character to deteriorate, you are per- 
mitting evils which none of these 
measures can prevent or avoid. ‘That 
is the work which is being done, | regret 
to say, by a large section of the Church 
of England at the present moment, 
and the Church Discipline Bill is in- 
tended to prevent it. 1 may direct 
attention to the abortive attempts which 
have been made to bring this subject 
before the House. The hon. Member 
for Flintshire brought forward an 
Amendment which would enable it to 
be discussed, but that was blocked. At 
a later period an hon. Member brought 
in a Bill, but the date of the Second 
Reading was included in the Easter 
holidays in the same way as the date 
on which this Bill is down is included 
in the Whitsun recess. I would remind 
the House that on the 10th May, 1899, 
the Church Discipline Bill, in a form 
very similar although not identical with 
the Bill of this present session, was 
brought before tms House for Second 
Reading, and the Attorney General of 
that day, now Lord Alverstone, put for- 
ward this Amendment— 

“That this House, while not prepared to 

accept a measure which creates fresh offences 
and ignores the authority of the bishops in 
maintaining the discipline of the Church, is of 
opinion that, if the efforts now being made by 
the archbishops and bishops to secure the due 
obedience of the clergy are not speedily 
effectual, further legislation will be required to 
maintain the observance of the existing laws 
of the Church and Realm.” 
Who can say for a moment that the 
efforts of the bishops and archbishops 
have been successful? I quite admit 
that they have made some efforts, and 
that some success has attended their 
efforts, but on the other hand | say. 
notwithstanding all, that the evil is a 
growing one. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
hon. Member is now discussing the 
merits of a Bill upon the Order Paper. 
That is a thing he is not entitled to do. 


Mr. CHARLES McARTHUR: Of 
course, I defer to your ruling, Sir, but 
[ hope I am in order in giving the reasons 
why I think it is a matter of urgency 
that this matter should be dealt with, 
and that if it is not dealt with great 
danger will arise. 
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*Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member | precedented majority of 118. The ordi- 
may express an opinion that the matter | 


is urgent and ask the House to adopt 
that opinion, but he cannot for that 


purpose speak on the merits of a Bill | 


and argue the necessity of it. 


Mr. CHARLES McARTHUR: I will 


not attempt to do more, Sir, than to | 


My 


state the case in a general way. 
reasons are these--— 


nary Opposition behind me all voted for 
the Bill ; the overwhelming majority of 


the hon. Members on the Irish benches 


voted for it, and although it is true that 


the whole opposition to it came from 
'the Conservative side of the House, so 


great was the feeling upon those benches 
in favour of it that if everybody on 
this side had abstained from voting 


‘the Bill would still have been carried 


iby a majority of four to one. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Gentleman | 
|took part in the division that it took 


appears now to be going into the very 
matters which I have said cannot be 
discussed upon this motion. 


Mr. CHARLES McARTHUR: Then 
I will omit all I intended to say on the 
subject. I regret that I cannot give 
the House the reasons for the urgency 
of this measure, and I regret that the 
Government do not see their way to 
give us the opportunity of discussing 
the Chureh Discipline Bill. 
say that at the present time the people 
are looking to Parliament to deal with 
this matter. They have lost confidence 
in the bishops, but they have still con- 
fidence in this House, which they look 
to to put an end to what is really becom- 
ing a national scandal. 


Amendment proposed— 


“To leave out the words ‘ Thursday, the 6th 
of June, and insert the words ‘ Wednesday, 
the 5th of June.’ ”—-(Sir Brampton Gurdon)— 
instead thereof. 


Question proposed, ‘‘ That the words 
‘Thursday, the 6th of June,’ stand part 
of the question.” 


Mr. CROMBIE (Kincardineshire) : 
As the Bill to prevent the sale of intoxi- 
cating liquor to children stands second 
on the Paper for Wednesday, 5th June, 
[ may perhaps be allowed shortly to 
state what the position of that Bill is. 
No Bill, whether introduced by Liberals 
or Conservatives, has ever been received 
by the House with more confidence. 
The Bill is a non-party bill, and it cannot 
be made a party measure except by 
some unwise action on the part of the 
Leader of the House, which I do not 
think is likely to take place. This Bill 
passed its Second Reading after a very 


full debate on Wednesday, by the un- | 


So great 
was the number of hon. Members who 


forty minutes to get through the lobbies, 


'and then it was impossible to send the 


Bill upstairs. I am not an old pariia- 
mentary hand, and I do not pride my- 


self upon my ability to pilot a Bill through 


May | just , 


the House, but I have taken advice upon 
this subject, and I amr. told that the 
only way to get a Bill like this through 
the House is to send it upstairs. How 
does the Bill stand at present} It will 
be second Order on Wednesday, the 5th 
of June. The Order before it is the 
Church Discipline Bill, which might be 
got through and sent upstairs in half 
a hour. I admit it is a forlorn hope 
at best, but it is the last hope we have 
of passing this Bill, and no doubt the 
Government takes considerable pleasure 


in depriving us of our only remaining 


opportunity. What am I to do under 
these circumstances ? I have said that 
a great majority of hon. Members oppo- 
site arein favour of this Bill, and I might 
go further and say that a considerable 
number of hon. Gentlemen opposite are 
determined that it shall pass into law. 
[ have only to mention the names of the 
hon. Members for Norwood, Manchester, 
and others, to show that there is this 
determination, but what is my position ! 
Am I going to ask them to vote against 
the Government now in order to pre- 
serve this forlorn hope! I do not think 
I can, and I will give the reason why. 
I very much wish that the Leader of 
the House had seen his way to make a 
statement, but he has told us it is incon- 
venient, and he is the best judge of the 
convenience of the House. I do not 
wish to press him further, but for my 
part I have been nine years in _ this 
House, and I have sat opposite to the 


‘right hon. Gentleman both when he 


has been Leader of the House and when 
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he has been Leader of the Opposition, 
and, although I disagree with him in 
political matters, I will say I never saw 
him do anything that would mislead 


the House of Commons. He _ has 
given no pledge that the Government 
is going to take up this Bill, but 


there is an understanding on both sides 
of the House that the Government is 
going to do something, and, in the face 
of such an understanding I do not 
believe the right hon. Gentleman would 
deprive us of our last opportunity of 
doing something. That being so, I could 
not ask hon. Gentlemen to vote against 
his motion. I shall vote for him, but on 
general grounds I think it is a most 
inconvenient thing for the House of 
Commons to have these short holidays 
at Whitsuntide and Easter. I myself 
would far rather see those holidays 
shortened, and the general period of the 
session curtailed at either the beginning 
or the end. 


Mr. SETON-KARR (St. Helens): I 
am going to support the Amendment of 
the hon. Gentleman on general grounds. 
First of all, because I think it is rather 
alonger holiday than the usual—— 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Not at all. 


Mr. SETON-KARR: I am speaking 
to the best of my recollection. I think 
there has been atendency on the part of the 
Government to encroach upon the time of 
private Members, and upon that ground 
I support the amendment. To come 
to particular matters,on Wednesday, the 
Sth, there are some very important 
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Bills to be dealt with. In the first place, | 


there is this minor reproach against the 
Government that they have adjourned 
over the 5th because they want to go to 
the Derby. I do not believe myself 
that the right hon. Gentleman him- 
self is animated by any such reason, 
although that may be the reason 
adopted by hon. Members opposite, but, 
passing over that, I happen to have a 
Bill down for Second Reading on that day 
—the Salmon Fisheries (Ireland) Bill. 
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sion that I have ever secured anything 
like a first place, and I am very sorry to 
think that by the action of the Govern- 
ment my one opportunity for bringing 
it on for discussion is now to be taken 
away. It is nota private Bill in the ordi- 
nary sense, because it is a Bill the outcome 
of the Report of a Select Committee, 
and |] venture to think that the preven- 
tion of its discussion will inflict an injus- 
tice on Ireland. With regard to the 
Church Discipline Bill, 1 am very sorry 
indeed, because, although it is unlikely 
that that Bill would have been reached 
on the 5th if the House sat, I think it is 
a matter on which the Government 
should take the earliest opportunity of 
stating their views. I happened to be 
down in Lancashire ten days ago, and 
had the honour to preside at a large 
meeting, when a resolution was passed 
by 400 delegates by no means hostile to 
the Government, but calling attention 
to the principles of the Bill and urging 
upon the Government the advisability 
of some action being taken. I mention 
this fact in order that His Majesty's 
Government may understand that there 
is a very ardent desire amongst a large 
body of electors, a great number of whom 
are supporters of the Government, to 
have a precise statement of the intentions 
of the Government with regard to this 
Bill. For these reasons I feel compelled, 
much against my will, to support the 
Amendment which has been moved with 
the object of shortening the proposed 
holiday. I think on general grounds 
it is necessary for private Members on 
both sides to protest—although usually 
it does not amount to much as far as 
results are concerned—when we think 
our time is being unduly taken from us 
by the action of right hon. Gentlemen 
on the front bench. The two front 
benches are always in league on this 
subject when it is a question of a private 


|Member’s Bill as against the exigencies 


Ifthe House sits it may not come on, but | 


if the House does not sit it cannot possibly 
be reached. I have frequently intro- 
duced that Bill to the House during the 
last ten years, and this is the first occa- 


of public business. I submit that this 
is not a party question at all. The main 
fault very often lies in the fact that the 
Government of the day try to pass 
more measures than there is time for. 
It is perfectly clear to anybody who 
examines the records of our legislation 
that.many of the most useful and valu- 


able Acts have been passed on the initia- 


j 


tive of private Members. I have ven- 
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tured to protest against the proposed | 
prolonged holiday not because we do not | 


want a holiday, but because it cuts out 
some extremely important measures 
from the serious consideration of the 
House. 


*Mr. PURVIS (Peterborough) : I wish 
to address to the Government a few 
words on the belated condition of the 
Beer Bill, which passed its Second 
Reading two months ago by a majority 
of 112. Onalmost every night since the 
27th March I have tried to raise the lid of 
the stony sarcophagus in which this Bill 
is being suffocated in order that it might 
escape to life in the Committee on Trade 
upstairs. Last Tuesday, in reply to the 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
Sleaford, the First Lord of the Treasury 
said the time had not arrived for making 
any definite statement as to the fate of 
the Bill. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 

question before the House is that of sub- 
stituting ‘Wednesday, the 5th,” for 
“Thursday, the 6th June,” in the 
motion. The Beer Bill is not down for 
Wednesday, the 5th of June, and the 
hon. Member will not be in order in 
referring to it. 


*Mr. PURVIS: To seek intentionally 
to infringe the rule of the House would 
he the last thing | should think of doing. 
My object is to show that, if the House 
met on the Wednesday, the Government 
might perhaps grant an hour of the time 
at their disposal in order to facilitate the 
progress of this Bill. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member 
will not be in order in pursuing that 
subject. 


*Mr. PURVIS: Then, Sir, I will not 


pursue it further than to say that the | 


people of the country are becoming from 
day to day more earnest in their inquiries 
as to the fate of this Bill. The Govern- 
ment will be doing a great—— 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order ! 
reference to the Beer Bill is irrelevant 
to this Amendment. 


*Mr. PURVIS: Then I will not make | 


any further remarks. 


Mr. Seion-Karr. 
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Any | 
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Si H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 


(Stirling Burghs) : The principal matter 
of regret, it seems to me, is that the right 
hon. Gentleman the Leader of the House 
has deferred until after Whitsuntide 
making any statement at all of the 
intention of the Government in regard 
to the Sale of Intoxicating Liquors to 
Children Bill. No one can doubt, not 
only from what has happened in this 
House, but from the state of feeling 
which we all know to exist in the 
country that this measure is one of 
first-rate importance, and one in which 
the most intense interest is felt. Con- 
sidering the number of weeks which 
have elapsed since the Bill went through 
its previous stage, the right hon. Gentle- 
man might by this time have made up 
his mind as to the course of the Govern- 
ment with regard to its As my hon. 
friend in charge of the Bill has pointed 
out, supposing the whole Opposition had 
gone out, the Bill would still have been 
carried by a majority of four to one of 
Members sitting on the Government side 
of the House. That fact alone takes the 
measure entirely out of the region of 
party controversies and jealousies, and, 
considering the number of weeks which 
have passed since then, | regret the right 
hon. Gentleman did not see his way to 
make the statement for which we are 
anxiously awaiting as to the fate of the 
Bill. With regard to this particular 
question of the Wednesday, which 
affects that Bill indirectly, the first Order 
to come under the consideration of the 
House would be the Deceased Wife's 
Sister Bill. The right hon. Gentleman 
has pointed out, with considerable 
naiveté, that there are forty-five Amend- 
ments to that Bill on the Paper, and that, 
therefore, the Bill has no chance of being 
passed. But is it not a remarkable fact 
that out of those forty-five Amendments 
no fewer than twenty-six or twenty-seven 
are in the names of two Members—the 
noble Lords the Member for Greenwich 
and the Member for South Kensington ! 
Those two Members are to be able, 
therefore, to obstruct the business of the 
House because of the natural affection 
for them of the Leader of the House, or 
some other reason, and their eccentri¢ 
_and exaggerated action, designed for this 
| very purpose, is to be the means of com- 
| pelling the House to abandon the oppor- 
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tunity of utilising this particular day. | 
[am one of those who think it is high 
time we were done with this farce of 
adjourning over Derby Day. The 
general sense of the House has con- 
demned the practice, and surely there is 
no virtue in Derby Day that it should be 
regarded as holy or sacrosanct. Here is 
an opportunity of transacting useful 
business without interfering with Govern- 
ment business, of getting something out 
of the way, whether it be the Deceased 
Wife’s Sister Bill, if it is rationally 
treated, or the Children’s Bill, and of 
making some advance in our business in 
this session, when so little advance has 
been made in business of any kind, and 
[regret very much that the Government 
will not help us. I am not going into 
the merits or the extraordinary history 
of the Deceased Wife’s Sister Bill. I 
have been thirty-two years in this House, 
and I remember that the Deceased Wife's 
Sister Bill was a popular article of diet for 
the House night after night thirty-two 
years ago. It has been affirmed and 
reafirmed, and still it hangs in the wind. 
Let us. then, make the great sacrifice of 
actually sitting on Derby Day, abandon 
the altogether exploded and discredited 
holidav on Derby Day, and devote the 
time to pushing forward a measure on 
which the favourable mind of the House 
has been expressed times without number. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I must have 
been very unfortunate in my mode of 
expressing myself to-night, because, 
although I attempted to explain exactly 
how business stood, and the reasons for 
the course the Government have pursued, 
[ apparently made no impression on the 
right hon. Gentleman the Leader of the 
Opposition. He seems to think that the 
reason why we are adjourning for ten 
days is that there is a Derby Day. That 
is not the case. In my opinion ten days 
is an ordinary and fair holiday. Those 
ten days, it has been suggested, might 
have begun on Tuesday last and ended 
on Monday week. That, no doubt, 
would have saved Wednesday, 5th June, 
but last Wednesday would have been 
sacrificed, and it would have made no 
earthly difference, so far as the general 
body of the House is concerned, which of 
the two Wednesdays was taken. 


Sr BRAMPTON GURDON: It 
would have been after Whitsuntide. 
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the hon. Gentleman that the Deceased 
Wife’s Sister Bill certainly would not 
have been the first Order on that day. 
If there was any idea that the House 
was not going to adjourn over that day 
other Bills would have had precedence, 
and the hon. Gentleman would not even 
have had the place which he thinks 
might have led to the passing of the Bill. 
Let hon. Members, therefore, put entirely 
out of their minds the idea that the 
motion has anything to do with the 
Derby Day, except this—that by _his- 
torical tradition of the House, whenever 
the Derby Day falls as it does this year, 
a certain amount of time is taken up in 
discussing whether the House should 
or should not adjourn over the Derby 
Day. Such a discussion is a great waste 
of time, and it is avoided by the course 
I have adopted. Had the ten days run 
as the right hon. Gentleman desires, 
from the Tuesday to the Monday week, 
that waste of time would have been 
permitted. Therefore, | think there is a 
distinct advantage. The right hon. Gentle- 
man complains that I have not made 
a statement about the Bill relating to 
the sale of intoxicating liquor to children. 
In the course of my parliamentary ex- 
perience I have never heard a statement 
made by any Government with reference 
to a private Bill until after the Whitsun- 
tide holidays. I should have thought 
that the House might have waited until 
I came down to the House on Monday 


fortnight before pressing this ques- 
tion. This proposal is wholly unpre- 


cedented at this period of the session. 
It has never been made, and | do not 
think it is convenient that it should be 
made now. The right hon. Gentleman 
seems to think that the Government 
are somehow standing in the way of this 
legislation on Wednesday week. If the 
House adjourns for ten days, two Wednes- 
days must be sacrificed. The House 
might meet on the Wednesday, but it 
has not been the practice. It has met 
once only in my experience for a Bill 
about which there was a general agree- 
ment, and I challenge the right hon. 
Gentleman, who has been thirty-three 
years in the House, to say whether he 
remembers any Government returning 


for work on a Wednesday, except on one 


occasion, when we returned to deal with 
the Member for Sunderland’s Bill. [An 








1003 Adjournment of the 
Hon. Member: There was another | 
occasion.| If there was, I know the 


occasions are very few and very rare 
indeed. The course which I am asking 
the House to pursue is that which has 
been endorsed by every Leader of the 
House, to whichever party he belonged, 
and by no one more consistently than by 
the Leaders of the party to which the 
right hon. Gentleman belongs. I hope 
that under the circumstances the House 
will settle this question at once, as the 
Government are most desirous to enter 
on the discussion of the Budget, which 
is the main business of the evening. 


Mr. CHAPLIN (Lincolnshire, Slea- 
ford): I desired to say a word or two 
on the subject raised by the hon. Member 
for Peterborough, but I understand it 
would now be out of order, and, therefore, 
will raise it upon the main question. | 
should not have said a word upon this 
question if the Leader of the Opposition 
had not referred to what he called “ the 
disereditable practice of adjourning for 
the Derby Day.” I think that requires 
some explanation, and I will submit to 
the House one or two reasons for my 
belief that the right hon. Gentleman was 
not well advised in regard to the language 
he used in reference to that festive oc- 
easion, I have heard the adjournment 
for the Derby Day moved by the Leaders 
of both sides of the House. I would 
remind the right hon. Gentleman that 
Mr. Gladstone spoke of the Derby Day 
in very different terms from those em- 
ployed this day by the Leader of the 
Opposition. The right hon. Gentleman 
may urge that the Derby to-day is a 
very different thing from what it was in 
days gone by. It is different in two 
respects only. I do not think that the 
horses are quite so good as they used to 
be, and I am certain that the betting is 
much less than it used to be many years 
ago. Ido not know whether this reason 
is an improvement or the reverse in the 
opinion of the right hon. Gentleman, 
but when the right hon. Gentleman 
spoke of the Derby Day and its associa- 
tions in the way he did, I differ from him, 
and I am delighted to think that my view 
is supported by the opinion of men in 
the Liberal party more representative 
than the Leader of the Opposition him- 
self. yom 


Mr. A. J. Balfour. 
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Mr. M‘KENNA (Monmouthshire, N.):] 


do not know why the subject of the 
Derby Day has been raised upon this 
occasion. It happens that frequently 
the Derby Day discussion has not had 
precedence, and consequently the question 
could not be raised. I think, Mr. Speaker, 
that that has been your ruling. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I am not aware 
that I have given any ruling on the 
point. I think I am right in saying 
that there was an occasion recently upon 
which the adjournment was not moved, 
but I do not think I have given any 
ruling j 


Mr. M‘KENNA: Upon one oceasion 
the motion was down, but it was not 
given precedence, and it did not come 
up for discussion. The First Lord of the 
Treasury has stated that this holiday 
is the usual length. Whether that state- 
ment is accurate or not—I do not mean 
to say that it is intentionally inaccurate— 
depends upon the meaning given to 
the word “usual.” If he means by 
“usual” that so long as he has_ been 
Leader ot the House he has always 
given the House long holidays his state- 
ment is strictly accurate, but if we go 
back to the time when Mr. Gladstone led 
this House we find that so far from giving 
iong holidays’ of this kind at Easter 
and Whitsuntide, if a long holiday was 
given at Easter a short holiday was 
given at Whitsuntide. The right hon. 
Gentleman has invariably given these 
long holidays. Now what are the reasons 
which the right hon. Gentleman stated 
in his opening observations as to why 
these holidays should be so long? He 
said that if we met earlier we should have 
to spend time in taking the Tuesdays and 
Wednesdays. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I never said 
that. 


Mr. M‘KENNA: We know very well 
that hardly any of the Bills introduced by 
private Members have the least chance 
of passing. Nevertheless, we adhere to 
our parliamentary rights, and _ insist 
upon having as much _ parliamentary 
time as possible. What reason is there 
for giving this long holiday, except the 
reason given by the right hon. Gentle- 
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man that this long holiday is for the] and we shall probably be kept here till 


convenience of the House? The con-/the middle of September. 
venience of the House in this case means | 


the convenience of the Ministers. [Min- 
isterial cries of ‘‘ No, no.”] That is so, 
and we are to have long holidays in 
order that Ministers shall not be at the 
pains of doing their work in this House. 


[‘No, no.”] We met this year later | 


than is customary for this House to meet. 


We had an excessively long holiday at | 


Easter time, and we are having an 
excessively long holiday now, having 
regard to the length of the Easter holi- 
days. Under the leadership of the right 
hon. Gentleman we are fast losing the 
habits of business which characterised 
this House under former leaders, and 
why we are told now that it is for the 
convenience of the House to have 
long holidays I cannot understand. | 
trust my hon. 
division. 


Dr. FARQUHARSON — (Aberdeen- 
shire, W.): 1 do not wish to appear 
ungrateful to the right hon. Gentleman 
after his liberal treatment, but I support 
this Amendment because I have come 
to the conclusion that these long holidays 
are upsetting the mental equilibrium of 
hon. Members. No sooner do we get 
back from one set of holidays than we 
are called upon to go away to enjoy or 


endure another set, and I am bound to | 


say that these continuous holidays are 
extremely unsettling to my own mental 
condition. I should like to point out 
how the matter stands. 
friend who has just spoken told us, we 
have met this vear later than usual. 
We met on 14th February, and sat for 
thirty-one days. We then went for our 
Easter holidays, when the weather was 
damp and cold and dreary, and when holi- 
day making was very unpleasant. We got 
back again, and we have sat for twenty- 
five days more, after which period we 
are so exhausted that we are compelled 
to come now and ask the House to give 
us another fortnight, and yet we are 
told that we are pressed with work. 
We have had continually the suspen- 
sion of the Twelve o’clock Rule, and the 
time of private Members has been filched 
from them upon almost every occasion. 
I suppose we shall soon have what is 
called ‘‘the massacre of the innocents,” 


As my hon. | 


It would be 
very much better for us to finish our 
work, and break up earlier. I have no 
doubt that Ministers are hard worked. 
I think our friends below the gangway, 
| who are carrying out what they consider 
‘to be their duty in this House, work 
very hard, but Lam sure that the ordin- 
‘ary rank and file of this House cannot 
complain of a demoralised mental con- 
dition from sitting here looking on 
lazily while all the work is done by 
others, and it is very difficult for us to 
| keep up this delusion before our constit- 
uencies under the circumstances. How 
is it possible for us to keep up the delusion 
of being hard worked when we are 
obliged to have these continuous holidays, 
instead of getting through with the 
work of the House ? 


friend will go to a'| 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) : 
If this House is disposed to meet too late 
and separate too early, and to multiply 
holidays, it follows that His Majesty's 
Government have to resort to the obvious 
method of the closure, and that the credit 
of this House will suffer more in the 
future than it has suffered in the past. 
When Members come into this House 
they should resolve to do their duty by 
the House, and should not seize with 
such avidity at every excuse for taking 
what are called holidays—holidays not 
from their own work, but the work of 
‘the country. The ‘‘ massacre of the inno- 
cents,’ of which the hon. Member has 
spoken, will not take place this year. 
There are no innocents to massacre. As 
to the Deceased Wife’s Sister Bill and the 
Sale of Liquors to Children Bill, they 
have already been massacred in advance 
by the Leader of the House. They were 
not his own offspring. I must make one 
/remark as to the way in which my right 
‘hon. friend proceeded to dispose of the 
| Bills. He demonstrated that the House 
|could not pass them, and consequently 


not be discussed. My belief is that the 
Bill that does most good in the House is 
not the Bill that is passed but the Bill 
| that is discussed. If you pass a Bill you 
'may make many blunders, but if you 
| discuss a Bill you inform the country as 
|to the legislation which is proposed. 
| But it is a very important matter that 


| came to the conclusion that they should 
| 
| 
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the Minister in charge of the business of | ment to take all its own time, and in 
this House should give us time to do the | addition to that, to give it power to with- 
business we are required to do. I do/ draw from the eoateol of the House ques- 
say that this has not been the case in this | | tions of finance, as in the case of the 
instance. I say that we have been called | death duties, the result will be a more 
upon to do business we could not do in | discredited and less powerful House of 
the time the Minister has left us to do it | Commons, and a more powerful Ministry, 

in. The result has been, firstly, an odious | in a position to control the revenues, 

resort to the closure; secondly, the |The final tendency of that will be, espe- 
constant suspension of the Twelve o’clock | cially with conscription looming in the 
Rule—the Twelve o'clock Rule may be | distance, to do away with the House of 


said almost to have ceased to exist—and, | Commons, and leave the Ministry in full 
The tendeney 


Adjournment of the 





thirdly, as I have already said, the very | power in the country. 
great discredit of this House. I ask| will be to have a military de -spotism, or 
hon. Members who are impatient at | an absolute, not monarchy, but ministry, 


these remarks to remember that this 
House has been the great security of good | 
and if the 


Question put. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 196 ; Noes, 





government in this country, 
House is to allow His Majesty's Govern- | 
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| Jones, William (Carnarvonsh. ) 
| Joyce, Michael 
Kay-Shuttleworth, RtHnSirU. 
Kitson, Sir James 
| Labouchere, Henry 
Lambert, George 
| Langley, Batty 
| Layland-Barratt, Francis 
| Leamy, Edmund 
| Lecky, Rt. Hon. Wm. Edw. H. 
| Leese,SirJosephF(. Accrington) 
| Lloyd-George, David 
| Lough, Thomas 
| Lundon, W. 
MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
Maclver, David (Liv erpool) 
| M‘ Arthur, William (Cornwall) | 
M‘Crae, George 
M ‘Dermott, Patrick 
| M‘Govern, T. 
| M‘Kenna, Reginald 
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Mappin, Sir Frederick T. 

Markham, Arthur Basil 

Mather, William 

Mooney, John J. 

Morgan, J. Lloyd(Carmarthen 

Morley, Rt. Hn.John(Montrose 
| Morton, E. J. C. (Devonport) 
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Welby,Lt.-Cl. A.C. E.(Taunt’n 
Welby,SirCharlesG.E (Notts. } 
W hiteley, H( Asht’n-und-Lyne 


| W hitmore, Charles Algernon 


Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Wills, Sir Frederick 

Wilson, Arthur 8S. (York, E.R.) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson- Todd,Wm.H. (Yorks. ) 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E ‘Ra Batk 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Wortley, Rt. Hn. C. B.Stuart- 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Young,Commander(Berks,E. ) 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES — 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


Moss, Samuel 

Murphy, J 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 
Nolan,Col. JohnP. (Galway,N- 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Norman, Henr 

Norton, c apt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
0’ Brien, K. (Tipperary, Mid) 
O’Brien, Patrick Lomein 3 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N. 
O’Conuor, James( Wicklow, W. 
O'Connor, T. P. (Liv erpool) 
O’ Dowd, ‘John 

O’ Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 

Oo Kelly, James‘ toscommon, N 
O'Malley, William 

Oo Shaughnessy, P. J. 
Partington, Oswald 

Paulton, James Mellor 
Pease, Sir Joseph W.(Durham 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
Price, R obert John 

Priestley, Arthur 

tea, Russell 

teckitt, Harold James 
Reddy, M. 

Redmond,John E.( Waterford) 
tedmond, William (Clare) 
teid, Sirk. Threshie (Dumfries 
Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
Roe, Sir Thomas 

Russell, T. W. 

Seott,Chas. Prestwich (Leigh) 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Sinclair,Capt. John (Forfarsh. 
Smith, Samuel (Flint) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Stevenson, Francis S. 
Sullivan, Donal 

Taylor, Theodore Cooke 
Thomas, Alfred (Glamorgan, E. 
Thomas, D. Alfred (Merthyr) 
Thompson, DrEC(Monagh’nN 
Thomson,F. W. (York,W. R. 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tomkinson, James 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Wallace, Robert 
Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 
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Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Wavson, Eugene (Clackmannan 
Weir, James Galloway 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
White, Patrick (Meath,North 


Adjournment of the 


Main Question again proposed. 


Mr. CONOR O’KELLY (Mayo, N.) : 
I wish to call attention to the recent 
action of the Attorney General in 
regard to the demolition of certain huts. 
in county Mayo. In view of the fact 
that one of my colleagues has already 
a notice on the Paper in regard to this 
subject, and also in view of the fact 
that the motion of the hon. Member 
for West Waterford cannot come on 
until after the holidays, I ask you, Mr. 
Speaker, whether I would be in order 
in bringing the subject before the House 
on the motion for adjournment. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member 
cannot deal with that subject on the 
present motion because of the notice 
upon the same subject which stands 


in the name of the hon. Member for 
West Waterford. It is quite true 
that if this motion were carried, that 


hon. Member’s motion would be practi- 
cally wiped off the Paper, but Iam not 
able to assert that it will be carried, 
or to treat it as if carried. The hon. 
Member will not be in order in discussing 
the subject embodied in the motion in 
the Notice Paper. 


Mr. CONOR O’KELLY: May I ask, 
if the hon. Member for West Waterford 
were to withdraw the motion which 
now stands in his name, would I be in 
order in referring to the subject ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: No; it has been 
frequently ruled that if a notice of 
motion stands on the Notice Paper on a 
particular day, it cannot be withdrawii 
forthe purposes of that day. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) : 
May I be allowed to put a question on a 
point of order. We are all well ac- 
quainted with the repeated rulings 
from the Chair that motions standing 
on the Notice Paper prevent the subject | 
matter of that motion being discussed 
on the motion for the adjournment | 
of the House after questions. But I 


{COMMONS} 


Whiteley George (York,W.R. | TELLERS FOR THE NoEs— 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Williams,Osmond(Merioneth) | 

| Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Yoxall, James Henry 
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Sir Brampton Gurdon and 
Mr. Charles M‘Arthur. 


wish to ask you, Mr. Speaker, whether 
there ever has been a ruling that that 
practice shall apply to a motion for 
adjournment over the holidays such as 
the motion we are now discussing, 
The immemorial practice has been that 
on the motion for adjournment over the 
holidays it has been open to Members 
to discuss practically everything. Of 
course, I am only speaking from my own, 
no doubt, imperfect recollection and 
limited experience, but I do not reeall 
any oceasion on which it has been ruled 
that a notice on the Paper is a bar to the 
discussion of any particular subject on 
the motion for the adjournment over the 
holidays. I ask, Mr. Speaker, if your 
ruling is based on precedent, or is an 
absolutely new ruling ? 


Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): On a ques- 
tion of order, if the motion were for the 
adjournment over the recess at the end 
of the session of Parliament, and a notice 
were on the Paper for the discussion 
of any particular subject at an * early 
day.” would that prevent a Member 
in the discussion from alluding to the 
subject matter of that motion ! 


*Mr. SPEAKER: This is no new 
ruling. I myself have ruled in precisely 
the same way on the occasion of a 


motion for adjournment over a_ short 
recess; and | believe that in doing so 
I acted in accordance with precedent. 


*Mr. NORMAN (Wolverhampton, 8.): 
I rise to call the attention of the House to 
what [ venture to think is a matter of 
grave national concern, and a matter 
about which great surprise, and | think 
I may add, considerable alarm have been 
felt in the country. I allude to the state 
of the reserve of small-arm ammunition 
at a recent period. The reserve of small- 
arm ammunition has played rather a 
prominent role in recent political history. 
It will be in the recollection of the House 
that six years ago there was a discovery 
which occasioned so much horror and 
dismay on the part of right hon. Gentle- 
men who were then in opposition, but 
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are now in office, that it resulted in the 
overthrow of the Government. But I 
think that even greater surprise and 
much greater alarm was occasioned in 
the mind of that perspicuous friend of 
the First Lord of the Treasury— 
the man in the street when he 
opened his daily newspaper and found 
that after the Unionist Government had 
been four years in office, and nearly four 
months at war, the sum total of the 
reserve of small-arm ammunition in this 
country consisted of 3,300 individual 
cartridges. A more startling and ex- 
traordinary revelation was never made 
in this country upon such a subject. I 
suppose the House realises what a reserve 
of 3,300 cartridges is. According to the 
equipment regulations, every rifle in the 
country, whether in use or in store, 
should be provided, I believe, with 400 
rounds of ammunition, so that the 


reserve at the time represented an equip- | 


ment of just about eight rifles—a cor- 
poral’s guard. [Cries of “Oh!”] That 
is to say, that in a time of war the total 
reserve of ammunition for the safety 
of the British Empire could have been 
placed, I believe, in one of the despatch 
boxes on the Table of the House. In 
1895 the reserve of ammunition con- 
sisted of ninety-two millions of rounds, 
und at that time we were at peace with 
all the world, and had the expectation of 
peace. Moreover, in the minds of ex- 
perts, there was very considerable doubt 
about the keeping qualities of the cordite 
then being used, and the right hon. 
Gentleman, now the Leader of the Oppo- 
sition, had the full support of his military 
advisers for the amount of cartridges 
that it was deemed necessary to have in 
stock. I think a comparison of these 
facts is sufficient to justify me in calling 
the attention of the House to the matter. 

But did such a state of affairs as a 
reserve of 3,300 cartridges really exist ? 
[ do not mean was the statement of the 
right hon. Gentleman the First Lord of 
the Treasury true in the letter, because, 
of course it was, but was it true in the 
spirit ?* Was it true that, in spite of 
anything that could be done, in spite of 
the best technical advice, and the most 
patriotic and devoted efforts of the 
members of the Government, and in 
spite of all the factories working seven 
days a week, and twenty-four hours a 
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day, it was unavoidable, it could not 
be helped, that the reserve stock of 
ammunition of this country could be 
put in one of these despatch boxes? I 
think I can show that it was not so, 
but rather that human nature 
and political controversy being what they 
are, such a statement is more likely to 
ee been made for the purpose of 
| 

| 





causing those who heard it or read it 
to be ready to alter their political action, 
by playing perhaps upon their patriotic 
fears. It could hardly have been made 
in order to induce the country to place 
greater confidence in those who had 
| left it in that position. Such reasoning 
/seems to me to be of such a topsy-turvy 
{character that I, for my part, cannot 
| understand it. It would be on a par 
| with a physician who asked us to place 
ourselves under his care because he had 
killed his previous patients, or an engineer 
who should seek a contract on the 
ground that his previous bridges had 
broken down. To prove that I am 
right in my suggestion that the state- 
ment was not true in the spirit, I think 
I shall be correct in saying that the Small 
Arms Factory at Woolwich is capable of 
turning out four millions rounds a 
week, Kynoch’s three million rounds, 
and other smaller services can supply 
| five millions more, making a total of 
‘from ten to twelve million rounds. If 
| the reserve stood at 3,300 rounds atia 
| certain time it was necessary to know— 
not only the day and the hour, but even 
ithe minute at which it stood. Because 
| if that statement were true at 2°15 
on any day, it was not true at 2°16. If 
jat 2°15 there were only 3,300 rounds 
|in reserve, a minute afterwards there 
pots be 4,750; at 3°15 there would 
k 
| 





| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


e 85,550, at dinner time 435,000, and 
next day at the same hour there would 
be one and three quarter millions. Now, 
[ say, we must look behind the actual 
literal statement that the reserve was 
only 3,300 cartridges in order to under- 
stand with what purpose such a startling 
statement was made to the country. 
If that statement was true in the letter, 
as I am quite sure it was, why was it 
true? Was it true because the huge 
reserve of 170 millions cartridges was 
insufficient ? Was it true because the 
demands of the war were infinitely 
greater than all the sources of supply ? 
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That is what we want to know. 
not, on the other hand, because the 
Government had pinned its faith to a 
species of ammunition which was known 
to be technically unsuccessful and which 
was repudiated by the growing humani- 
tarian sentiment of the time? That is 
the real question, | venture to think, 
at the bottom of this matter of the 
deficiency of the small arm ammunition 
reserve. Was there not in existence a huge 
reserve of Mark IV. ammunition? Was 
not South Africa supplied with Mark 
IV. ammunition and almost only with 
Mark IV. ammunition shortly before the 
outbreak of the war? Was not Mark 
IV. ammunition sent out to South 
Africa after the outbreak of the war, 
and were not millions and_ millions 
of rounds of Mark IV. ammunition 
brought back from South Africa after 
the war had broken out? Was it not 
for that reason, and that reason alone, 
that the country was denuded of ammu- 
nition, that the equipment regulations 
were per.orce set at defiance, that from 
one end of the country to the other 
every little source of supply—almost 
every handful—of cartridges had _ to 
be called in, to be sent to the front ? 
Was it not because the authorities had 
pinned their faith toa bullet which, on the 
one hand, had shown a perverse tendency 
to expand in the barrel of the rifle rather 
than in the body of the enemy, and 
secondly because the Government had 





not foreseen, even after The Hague 
Conference, that when they proposed 


to use this ammunition there would be 
such an outery that they would be com- 
pelled to withdraw it for ever ? 

With all respect, I venture to think 
that an explanation—a considerable ex- 
planation—is due on that point. I tried 
to get that explanation by question on 
Monday to the Secretary of State for 
War, but it proved impossible for me 
I also wished to ask him whether 
confidential ‘departmental information 
might be used controversially for a 
purely party purpose in a debate in the 
House, and at the same time not be a 
fitting subject for a bona fide request 
for information across the floor of the 
House. He replied that it would not be 
advantageous in the public interest to 
make any statement on this point, that 
is to say, 

Mr. Norman, 


to do so. 
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Now 


‘the right hon. Gentleman, I hasten to 


he sheltered himself behind | above 


add, has himself been entirely consistent 
in this matter. During the debate 
which resulted in the fall of the last 
Liberal Government he did not ask for 
information on this point. But there is 
a higher authority in this House, and in 
it at the present moment, than the right 
hon. Gentleman. The First Lord of the 
Treasury, speaking in the debate on 
June 21st, 1895, said— 

“The discussion had shown that little was 
to be gained by hiding facts which embarrassed 
nobody but the critics of the Government, and 
least of all foreign nations—” 


and the 
“He thought the right hon. Gentleman (now 
the Leader of the Opposition) might on this 
occasion very properly break through the tradi- 
tions of the War Office with regard to this 
secrecy—traditions which he did not inventand 
for which he was not responsible—and give the 
Committee some further infor mation. By doing 
that he would tend to ge men’s minds, and 
at the same time put the Committee in posses- 
sion of facts which were necessary to enable 
them to criticise the acts of the Government. 
He had no desire that it should be thought that 
he was casting discredit on the right hon. 
Gentleman or his officials when he said that he 
entertained some suspicion with regard to the 
facts whic ch were concealed from parliamentary 
criticism.’ 
That is precisely the attitude which | 
am venturing to take to-day, and | 
shield myself, | hope not unsuccessfully, 
behind the very high and parliamentary 


right hon. Gentleman added— 


authority of the right hon. the First 
Lord of the Treasury. That is_ pre- 


cisely my demand—I hope | may say 
our demand—on this occasion. We want 
him to ‘‘ break through the traditions 
of the War Office, traditions which 
he did not invent and for which he is not 
responsible.” We want him “to quiet 
men’s minds and put the House in 
possession of facts which are necessary 
to enable them to criticise the acts of 
the Government.” We, too, “ entertain 
some suspicion with regard to facts 
which are concealed from parliamentary 
criticism.’’ Therefore I venture to appeal 
to the Secretary of State for War, re- 


_minding him of his own remark at that 


time, that to have practically no reserve 
of ammunition is the height of 
impolicy. I appeal to him to tell the 
House frankly when, how, and why 
this lamentable collapse occurred, and, 
all, I venture to appeal to the 
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First Lord of the Treasury to make it 
clear to the House, once for all, that 
departmental information which is not 
too sacred or too secret to be used to 
score a party point shall also not be too 
sacred or too secret to be frankly explained 
to the House and the country. 


Mr. TREVELYAN (Yorkshire, W.R., 
Elland): I hope the House will allow 
me to keep it from a final decision on 
this motion for a few minutes while | 
raise a limited part of a great question. 
| want to speak for a few minutes about 
the 20,000 Boer prisoners that we have 
now got in our safe keeping, and what 
1 have to say will be rather by 
way of interrogation than by way of 
criticism. The question of the way we 
are treating the Boer prisoners has never 
been discussed at any length in the 
House. I think the reason is that in the 
opinion of the people of this country we 
are treating these prisoners of war—as 
far as all questions of their material 
condition is concerned—better than 
prisoners of war have ever been treated 
before. Compared with the way the 
French prisoners were treated by the 
Germans, above all compared with the 
way in which the Northern Americans | 
were treated in the horrible prisons of the | 
South, we give to the Boers in the | 
matter of food, in the matter of shelter, | 
and in the matter of medical attendance | 
more than prisoners of war ever had | 
before. But there are one or two very | 
evil rumours afloat, and | want to ask 
the Government one or two questions 
regarding them. There has been a 
rumour with reference to the shooting 
of a prisoner at St. Helena. It has been 
said that that prisoner was shot un- 
necessarily ; but [ am aware that the 
Government have answered that the 
prisoner wasshot at St. Helena endeavour- 
ing to climb over a fence before daylight, 
I wish to ask the Government whether 
they would mind publishing the verdict 
of the coroner’s jury at St. Helena on 
the matter, because it is rumoured on 
good authority that that was not the 
reason why the prisoner was shot. 

There is another subject I desire to 
mention. I am afraid we are risking 
th loss ef our reputation for the com- 
paratively good treatment of our 
prisoners of war hitherto. In St. 





' 
} 
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Helena and Ceylon the prisoners live in 
healthy countries, under comparatively 
healthy conditions ; but within the last 
few weeks the Government have deter- 
mined to send a large number of prisoners 
to stations in India, which have been 
chosen apparently for no other reason 
than that they are the hottest that can 


be found. I should like to ask the 


, Government if they can give us informa- 


tion as to what the ordinary temperature 
of these stations is, and their level above 
the sea. It is, no doubt, not impossible 
for white men to live in these places, 
and the Government have said that 
British regiments have lived there. 
Under what conditions? Under every 
attention that can be paid to them, and 
in well-built barracks. Yet there is a 
difficulty in keeping British soldiers 
there. Why, then, choose to confine Boer 
prisoners in places where it is difficult for 
white men to live healthily! Why choose 
places where it is difficult for men to live, 
the hottest places you can find in the 
whole of the Empire, which has got 
within it all the temperate countries? | 
think one place is as near the Equator 
I ask why this 
danger should be incurred of sending 
white people to tropical countries? We 
are running a very serious risk. It is 
perfectly true that it may be a successful 
experiment, and that many of these 
prisoners may not die, but where men’s 
lives, for which we are responsible, are 
concerned, we ought to send them where 
there is a certainty of their living healthy 
lives, and we ought not to run the chance 
of what may be the greatest disgrace to 
this country. There is another side to 
this question to which | wish to refer, and 
that is the way in which the prisoners 
are occupying their time. I believe that 
the Government have recently under- 
taken to give them certain opportunities 
for education, a large number of them 
being utterly ignorant rustics. That is a 
very valuable advantage, and | am glad 
the Government are doing it ; but | do 
wish that the Government could see 
their way, now that the war is not over, 
and that the prisoners will not be in- 
carcerated merely for a short period 
while the war is being finished, as we 
at first supposed, but may be confined 
‘or another year, to give them full 
occupation for their hands. The Govern- 
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ment may be doing that ; but, if they are, 
I wish they would take the country a 
little more into their confidence. There 
is no reason for secrecy in the matter. I 
do not think the country at large wishes 
to be over critical, but they do want to 
know what is the character of the treat- 
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ment which is being given to these 
prisoners. Of course, this country is 


determined to give no promise whatever 
with reference to the object for which 
the Boers are fighting—that is to say, to 
give them back their independence. 
But I do ask the Government whether 
they cannot try and meet them in another 
way. These men are most of them 
farmers, and if they are not assisted 
when they go back to South Africa they 
will be absolutely ruined men. They 
know that their farms are mostly burnt, 
that their stock is gone, and that they 
will fall into the hands of money-lenders 
if they are not assisted. Now, the 
Government have, by their dealings 
with General Botha, shown that they 
realise the importance of the economic 
resettlement of the country. They have 
practically declared it to be their policy to 
resettle the country after the conclusion 
of the war, and I ask whether it would 
not be a good thing to let these men, 
who are eating out their hearts in cap- 
tivity, know that, although they cannot 
get the political idea for which they 
fought, they will be assisted to start 
again without suffering the economic 
ruin which many of them now regard 
as inevitable. We have a great oppor- 
tunity. We have two-thirds of the male 
part of the population of these two 
countries in our safe keeping, and we 
have a great opportunity of teaching 
them before they return to their own 
countries that we are determined to 
treat them fairly in the matter of govern- 
ment and in the matter of the economic 
conditions of their country. I think it 
would be unfortunate if we did not do 
everything we could to show them that 
it is the desire of the Government to 
send them back with good prospects. 


Masor RASCH (Essex, Chelmsford) : 
The hon. Member who has just sat down 
has been theorising in his usual way, 
more especially as regards geography, 
but I may tell him that the Boer prisoners 


are infinitely better treated than our 


Mr. Trevelyan, 
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own men. My object in rising is to say 
a few words in support of the suggestion 
of the hon. Member for South Wolver- 
hampton. I think the House is indebted 
tothe First Lord of the Treasury and to 
the hon. Member for having brought the 
question of our reserve of ammunition 
before it. What is the situation? When 
Lord Lansdowne had been Secretary of 
State for War for four years, when he 
could do everything he liked at the War 
Office, he said that it struck him that we 
were £4,000,000 worth of stores deficient. 
What are stores? They are not merely 
nails or biscuits. They are waggons, 
accoutrements, rifles, guns—=in_ fact, 
everything needed for the upkeep of an 
army. Now we are told that there was 
a deficiency of ammunition, and that 
there were only 3,300 rounds in reserve 
on a certain day in 1899, which was as 
much as half a battalion of infantry 
would use in a couple of hours. | do not 
wish to labour the subject, but I will say 
that I feel I owe a sort of apology to the 
right hon. Gentleman the Leader of the 
Opposition, because inthis House, in June, 
1895, I took a certain course which led me 
into the lobbyin the train of the right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for Guildford. 
The right hon. Gentleman, | am_per- 
fectly certain, must feel that it is rather 
hard that the noble Lord the Secretary of 
State could steal a horse while he himself 
was not allowed to look at over the fence. 
But I never could understand the ways 
of the War Office. Even the scheme of 
the Secretary of State for War fades into 
insignificance as compared with the 
quantity of reserve ammunition two 
and a half years ago, which | think is 
full worthy of the consideration of the 
House. 


Mr. LAMBERT (Devonshire, South 
Molton) : I would not venture to intrude 
on the House were it not for the import- 
ance of the subject which | desire to 
bring before it. It is the question of the 
slaughtering of cattle in South Africa. 
At the present time winter is approach- 
ing, and if the cattle which have been 
used for breeding purposes in South 
Africa are slaughtered for food, naturally, 
when the war comes to an end, there will 
be no cattle left, and the country will 
have to be restocked. I asked a ques- 
tion on the 19th April of the Financial 
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eas to what |I am informed that if they do 
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not 


consideration was being given to the im- | succumb to lung sickness they will all 


portance of keeping a stock of climatised 
eattle in South Africa. The noble Lord 
replied that the local authorities were 
alive to the importance of the question, 
and that Government stock farms were 
being established. I had a communica- 
tion from the Transvaal, dated the 26th 
April, which stated that no stock farms 
had been established at that date, which 
was seven days after I had received the 
reply [ have referred to. My informant 
may have been mistaken, but at any rate 
the point is of very considerable im- 
portance, and I hope instructions will 
be sent to South Africa that these stock 


farms, if not already established, should 
be established. If cattle are being 


slaughtered for the food of the troops, | 
cannot imagine a more deplorable state 
of affairs than will exist when the war is 
and the Boers come home to their 


over, 

farms. Everyone who has any ex- 
perience of cattle knows that it 
takes a very considerable time to 
acclimatise cattle, and I believe that 
in the Transvaal it is even more diffi- 


cult than in other parts of South Africa. 
A statement has been made in the 
public press that if you want to bring 
cattle from a neighbouring colony into 
the Transvaal, the loss through death 
will he about 20 per cent., and if you 
take them from this country the loss 
will be something between 50 per cent. 
and 80 percent. [understand also that 
the military authorities are selecting 
the best conditioned cattle for slaughter, 
and they are often the most useful for 
breeding purposes. I am_ told also 
on extremely good authority—that of 
an Englishman who has been in the 
Transvaal for twenty years —that lung 
sickness and pleuro-pneumonia are very 
prevalent, and that healthy and diseased 
cattle are herded together. We all 
know how infectious pleuro-pneumonia 
is, and if healthy cattle are herded with 
diseased cattle they will all share the 
same fate. I am also informed that the 
Boers in winter used to bring their 
cattle down from the high districts to 
the low districts for the purpose of 
keeping them alive, and that this is not 
being done at the present time. All 
the stock captured is now being kept 
in Johannesburg and the vicinity, and 


| 
| 


die of cold and starvation. I do not 
blame the military authorities or Lord 
Kitchener. After all, he has enough 


/to do to look after the military affairs 


In my 


In fact, he seems to 
have more than he can do. I hope 
these matters will be put under the 
control of some practical person who 
understands stock. Military officers do 
not understand stock, and I cannot 
blame them for that lack of knowledge. 
opinion it is more important 
that stock should be cared for than 
that the gold mines should be opened. 
Gold can be extracted at any time, but if 
the stock is allowed to die you will hardly 
ever be able to replace it. I cannot 
conceive any question more important 
to the future of South Africa than to 
keep alive its stock in order that the 
Boers on their return may be able to 


of the country. 


resume their ordinary avocation. Hon. 
Gentlemen opposite will agree that 


nothing more disastrous could happen 
than that the country should be denuded 
of its stock. Therefore I venture to 
bring the subject before the House, and 
I hope the Government will give it im- 
mediate attention. 


Mr. BRYCE (Aberdeen, 8.): As the 
Secretary of State for War will no 
doubt answer the points that have been 


mentioned, I will refer to one matter, 
with reference to which | should be 
glad to have an assurance from him. 


It relates to the employment of armed 
bands of Zulus to raid territories on the 
borders of Zululand. I had better read 
to the House a short statement made 
on the subject by Mr. Brunner, the 
member for Zululand in the Legislative 
Assembly, which appeared in Saturday’s 
newspapers. He says— 


“Steps have been taken with the cognisance 


of the highest military authorities in the 
country to let loose the natives upon the 


already demoralised enemy, permission being 
given to them to loot and plunder. The 
natives of Zululand have been instructed by 
military officers to arm and invade the Vryheid 
district. Thousands of head of Boer cattle 
were brought in and handed over to Colonel 
Bottomley, and the Zulus were allowed 10 per 
cent. of all the plunder. As a result of this. 
action the Dinizulu and Usibebu tribes are 
again upon the war path. Telegrams of 
| protest have been sent to the Prime Minister, 
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after protest to the military authorities, but 
believed Colonel Bottomley had greatly ex- 
ceeded the instructions given in the original 
order.” 

I put a question to the right hon. Gentle- 
man upon this subject, and I understand 
that by his answer he carried the matter 
somewhat farther than he did at first, 
and showed that Lord Kitchener and the 
War Office are becoming alive to the 
danger of this matter. It is quite 
evident that a serious error has been 
committed. Who is to blame for that 
error is a matter we shall be able to 
determine when we receive the corre- 
spondence which I hope there will be no 
disinclination on the part of the Govern- 
ment to produce ; but the point I wish 
to have some information upon now is 
whether these proceedings have been 
stopped, and that no officers are author- 
ising or encouraging the Zulus to raid 
the country, or, if it is going on now, 
whether instructions will not be sent at 
once to put a stop to it. The reason | 
attach so much importance to the matter 
is this. One of the greatest efforts that 
have been made by both combatants in 
this war has been to keep the natives 
out of it, and those efforts have been 
attended by success ; and it is only due 
to our officers to say that they have 
done their best to make our position, 
already deplorable as it is, better by 


not bringing the Zulus into this 
war. The action to which I refer 


has excited a strained feeling among 
the loyal British subjects. They deplore 
this action, because in the first place 
they feel that it is certain to excite very 
bitter sentiments between both parties 
in the colonies, and that racial passions 
will be far more excited if black men 
are allowed to take part in military 
operations, if only to the extent of raiding 
cattle. In the next place, there is 
another danger which will be apparent 
to all those who know something of the 
past history of Zululand. Zululand 
is divided among a number of chiefs, 
and the Zulus, of all the South African 
races, are the most warlike and the 
fiercest in their wars. Under the wise 
administration of Sir Marshall Clarke 
and other British officers, Zulus have 
been brought to abandon their warlike 
habits, and the greatest peace and tran- 
quillity has reigned there for a great 


Mr. Bryce. 
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and the latter replied that he had sent protest | 
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number of years. To arm the Zulus 
again, and send them out to raid the 


| country, is perfectly certain to rekindle 


the old war fire, and to endanger the 
safety of Zululand. I think it is this, 
quite as much as anything else, that has 
so alarmed the peaceful and loyal in- 
habitants of Natal, and has made them 
resent the proceedings reported to us, 
As I understand, the Prime Minister of 
Natal has done his best to stop these 
proceedings, and, in a telegram that was 
sent by the Prime Minister, it is stated 
that the Natal Government would not 


rest until the utilisation of the Zulus 
has been satisfactorily explained. | 


earnestly hope that the right hon. 
Gentleman will be able to tell us that 
these proceedings are entirely stopped, 
or that, if that is not the case, he will see 
to it that nothing of the kind is allowed 
to take place in future. 


*Sir ALFRED HICKMAN ( Wolver- 
hampton, W.) said he rose to call atten- 
tion to the large purchases of materials 
which were being made by railways 
under the control of the Pritish Govern- 
ment. He thought he would be able 
to show that these purchases had not 
been made on business principles, and that 
there had not been due regard to effi- 
ciency, to public safety, or real economy. 
In the first place he desired to refer to 
the purchase of locomotive engines 


by the Burmese Railway Company. 
This company had guarantees trom 
the Indian Government, and __ had 


covenanted to equip the railway with 
rolling stock, plant, and machinery 
to the satisfaction of the Secretary ot 
State, who might from time to time 
alter or improve the equipment. The 
half-year’s report of the locomotive 
department for 9th May, 1900, speaking 
of twenty new engines purchased trom 
the Baldwin Works, Philadelphia, says— 

‘“Some of their details are beginning to 
show early signs of wear and want of strength, 
and that cheapness in first cost 1s not true 
economy. The coupler bars are made of the 
same treacherous stuff, and iwo have already 
broken and caused train-partings.” 
The senior Government inspector, on 
dth August, 1900, reported of the same 
engines— 

“Some of the details show want of strength, 
and parts supposed of cast steel proved ot very 
inferior metal and workmanship Repairs had 
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been required much in excess of what was; manufacturer was asked to supply 
necessary with locomotives received from | material of a far superior character to 
English makers.” > : meee P 
peas _ |anything required by any English rail- 
Mr. Johnson, acting for the locomotive way company, and the material accepted 
superintendent, said on 10th September, | was such as no English railway company 
( . . ‘A 3 
1)00— would suffer to run on their line. 


beta twin a te Maas Baldwin He desired se tell the House the story ot 
locos), to enable them to take sufficient wood | the Gokteik Viaduct which had recently 
to last. between wood-fuelling stations. The | been erected on the Burma Railway 
Moghals burnt 35°5 per cent. more per| by an American firm. The prices quoted 
aie and 23 pee eent ore et by the American firm were lower and 
This was for five months on all services. We | the time for erection less. So far as the 
continue to be troubled with the result of | time had gone there had been no com- 
cheap work in these engines. Seven coupler plaint. A gentleman appointed to in- 
bars have broken during the half year.” ‘ Se he a A; 
aye eg tie spect the erection of this viaduct reported 
Similar experiences had arisen in regard} on 4th September, 1900, that he had 
to Belgian engines which had been bought | only examined 40,000 rivets out of 
for the Egyptian railway. The chief 100,000. He tested a portion of Bent 
engineer reported— No. 23 and found the rivetting was not 
“In the locomotives of British make the | so good as previously. From the end of 
boiler tubes ran on the average 252,000 miles | June until September he said that he had 
ayainst only 146,000 of the Belgian engines, ; . 5 : 
attended to by the same men and using the had little or no time available totest rivets. 
same coal and water. The price of the | This viaduct was the highest in the world. 
— eu gsi lag a ee The whole structure of the bridge rested 
besides labour, had cost £382 per engine upon what appeared to bea most slender 
more. It will be readily understood how | support composed entirely of steel, and 
short-sighted has been the policy of accepting | the photos of the bridge made it look 
the lowest offer. ° | more like a spider’s web across a great 
These independent reports, one from | gorge than anything else. At this time 
Egypt and the other from India, had been | a new inspector was appointed named 
received, and yet these purchases were | Constable, and he found that the 
sill going on. Only last month the | rivetting was being done by coolies 
Caleutta Port Commissioners bought a | of the cow-keeping class. He said 
parcel of nine locomotives of the Pitts-| that these men were not only entirely 
burg Locomotive Company. The Eng- | inexperienced for the work, but were 
lish price was £1,549, and the American | physically incapable of doing what 
price £1,378. He submitted that no| was required of them. He reported 
English railway company or anybody | this to his superior and marked certain 
with experience would suppose that the | portions of the viaduct which he found 
American locomotives were the cheapest. | to be bad. In the meantime the bad 
He could only suppose that one Govern- | work was going on. Failing to obtain 
ment Department did not see the reports | any redress whatever, he stopped the 
sent home by the other. He did not | work going on, and he was then super- 
think that English manufacturers always | seded. Mr. Constable, having been 
had a fair chance. An inquiry was sent | superseded, came to this country, and he 
out from the Burmese Railway for 1,247 | said he would pledge his professional 
sets of wheels and axles. The tests | reputation that he would prove that this 
stipulated for were of an almost impossible | bridge was unsafe and such as no engineer 
character—chemical and mechanical, | ought to pass. He offered to go out 
even prescribing the mode of manu-|there without fee or reward to prove 
facture. The prices quoted for these | the charges he had made. The American 
wheels and axles were no doubt high | record of bridge building was a very bad 
prices, and no doubt a considerable time | one, and yet we went on buying American 
was required to make them; but the | bridges. Having regard to the awful 
order was given to an American firm, | results, not only in money but human life, 
and the Americans were allowed to supply | involved in the safety of these bridges, 
common steel, with their own tests, and | it seemed a small thing indeed to appoint 
even cast iron wheels. The English {someone to investigate Mr. Constable's 
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report, and he hoped the Secretary of 
State for India would see his way to grant 
the application, and see his way to pub- 
lish these reports, so that every Govern- 
ment department might know what 
was going on. He hoped the noble 


Adjournment of the 


Lord would also endeavour to impress on | 


his subordinates the fact that low prices 
were not necessarily true economy. t 


Mr. BROADHURST (Leicester): 
Before the right hon. Gentleman the 
Secretary of State for War replies, may 
I ask whether, having regard to the 
fact of the enormous services rendered 
in South Africa by the railway servants, 
drivers, firemen,and guards, any arrange- 
ment has been made for the suitable 
acknowledgment of those great services, 
and whether honours will be con- 
ferred upon them of a similar character 
to the honours conferred on the 
other forces in the field, and if any 
substantial reward of material value 
will be given them. I think we all 
agree that these men deserve the highest 
recognition for the services they have 
rendered, and I trust the Government 
will, if they have not already done so, 
work out some scheme so that these 
men shall have full, complete, and 
equitable recognition of the risks they 
ran daily in the discharge of these very 
important duties. Without the discharge 
of those duties the operations of the 
Army in various parts would have been 
impossible. Therefore, if the hon. 
Gentleman has not yet considered the 
question, I hope he will go into the 
subject and consider it and make a 
statement with regard to it at a later 
period of the session. While on my 
feet I would also like to ask a question 
of the Secretary of State for the Colonies. 
I read the other day a statement to the 
effect that some kind of syndicate was 
being formed in the colonies to obtain 
black labour for the mines on the Rand, 
which is to be distributed very much 
in the manner of coal, according to the 
proportion of payment made. If that 
be the fact, I appeal to the Secretary 
of State for the Colonies to exercise his 
great authority to prevent anything 


t+ In The Times of the 1st June, page 13, 
appears a letter addressed by the Secretary of 
State for India to Sir Alfred Hickman, reply- 
ing to the speech here reported. 


Sir Alfred Hickman. 


{COMMONS} 
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‘like the re-establishment of slavery in 
that part of the world. It is a matter 
of considerable importance to labour, 
and I think it is a matter which seriously 
requires the attention of the right hon. 
Gentleman. 


Mr. BRODRICK rose, but gave place to 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN, 
who said: I imagine and hope the right 
hon. Gentleman rose for the purpose 
of endeavouring to close the discussion 
upon this branch, or at any rate to deal 
with the discussion that has passed upon 
the various questions arising out of 
South Africa. I do not know whether 
he or the Colonial Secretary would be 
able on the present occasion to make a 
statement upon the general state of 
affairs in South Africa, as to the position 
we are in and the progress made, and to 
give some explanation of recent events, 
and give some indication of the policy 
and objects of the authorities in South 
Africa with regard to the prosecution 
of the war. What I mean is this. This 
is one of the occasions upon which we 
may ask for information of this kind. 
I do not think there ever has been a 
war on a great scale in which the general 
public has been little informed. 
Whether it is necessary or not, we will 
not now inquire, but I think the people 
of this country have been extremely 
patient and have shown a great deal 
of forbearance and restraint in re 
maining for weeks and months with 
such imperfect information. The same 
observation applies to China, though it 
is more limited in its scope. The other 
day we had a statement from a respon- 
sible Minister of the Crown upon the 
subject of China. I do not know whether 
the right hon. Gentleman could make 
a similar statement on this occasion. 
If not, I hope we shall not remain week 
after week in the same condition ot 
ignorance in which we are, and _ that 
some opportunity will be taken to give 
some explanation and indication of the 
course of conduct pursued by those 
in office in South Africa, and some 
indication of the Government's general 
view of the prospects. 


sO 


*THue SECRETARY or STATE For 
WAR (Mr. Broprick, Surrey, Guild 
ford): A number of questions have been 
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asked me as to the situation in South 
Africa, and I think in dealing with 
them, I had perhaps better commence 
with the smallest first. With regard to 
the questions of the hon. Member for 
Leicester, | hope no section of indi- 


Adjournment of the 


viduals who have borne a share in the | 


war will be forgotten when the time 
comes to give rewards. But, at the 


ame time, I must call attention to the | 


{23 May 1901} 


| demands. 
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I do not think that anything 


}which had to do with party was intro- 


duced into the debate. But the right 
hon. Gentleman opposite thought it 


‘right to interject an observation with 


fact that an enormous number of men | 


have been engaged on the lines of com- 


munication in various capacities in con- 
nection with so large an army as we 
have in South Africa. 


Mr. BROADHURST: Not a_ large 


number of engine-drivers. 


*Mr. BRODRICK: No; 
number of individuals, and anything we 
do for any particular class must bear 
ome relation to what we can do as a 
whole. The efforts made and the strain 
placed on the class of railway servants 


recognition. 
Now. Sir, this discussion was opened 


regard to the state of affairs in 1895. 
That undoubtedly led us into some 
little party discussion, but I look 
upon the matter one that has 
nothing to do with party at all. {Cheers. | 
As I am challenged by that cheer, let me 
remind the House that before ever I 
brought this subject forward in the 
House, in the time of the Liberal Govern- 


as 


/ment, I submitted the whole of the facts 
|in a private letter to the right hon. 
'Gentleman, who was then at the War 


_ Office, and which I quoted. 


Whatever 


| | did in the matter at that time was from 


but a large | 


/not what I rose to say. 


is 


But that 


a sense of public duty. 
I thought it 


right to answer the right hon. Gentle- 


by the hon. Member for South Wol- | 


verhampton, who seemed to attach 
of the question as to the supply of cart- 


ridges, to which allusion was made by 


day. 
ems to permeate the hon. Gentle- 
man's mind, that the object of intro- 
dueing the subject was to make party 
ise of it. All those who remember 
what passed on that occasion will know 


man upon this point. But the hon. 
Member for South Wolverhampton said 


4, | Wwe had been guilty of manufacturing 
to whom the hon. Member alludes will | aie = 
not be forgotten, and will receive full | 


what was technically known as Mark IV. 
ammunition with a soft-nosed bullet, but 
that we had not used this ammunition in 
South Africa. That is true. We with- 
drew it from South Africa, first, because 


'in 1899 the bullet was found to some 
undue importance to certain aspects | 


extent to strip in the barrel, and secondly, 
because bullets which could be brought 


ss : ae | in any degree under the term “ explosive 
the First Lord of the Treasury the other Das) ] 

ie | bullets 
Let me clear away an idea that | 


were censured by The Hague 


Conference. That kind of cartridge was 


‘consequently withdrawn from South 


| 


that the First Lord of the Treasury | 


was advocating the necessity of our 
giving full attention, not only to the 


increased supplies which might be neces- | 


ary for the defence of the Empire, but 
ilso to the maintenance of the reserve 


4% stores, and he, one by one, took the | 


chief items of increase which have raised 


our Army Estimates from £18,000,000 | 


to £30,000,000, and justifying them in 
the gross asked the House whether, in 
each item as he brought it forward, it 
Was necessary to make a 
In the course of that review he came 
to the question of stores, and mentioned 
that we were brought to a low ebb at 
one period of the war by unexpected 





reduction. | : 
/a greater number of cases pouches have 


Africa and elsewhere. The Leader of the 
House truly stated the other day that, 
having regard to these withdrawals, the 
supply of ammunition was brought to a 
very low ebb. But there is a large 
amount of that ammunition remaining 
which is available for practice, and has 
been, and is being, used for that purpose. 
In this connection I may remind the 
House that we had a campaign in Chitral 
in which it was found that the bullet did 
not stop the enemy ; it was necessary to 
find a bullet which would stop the 
enemy. In the present war our antago- 
nists have had to act in a similar way, | 
presume, from the same reasons, but in 


been taken containing bullets the heads 
of which had been cut off for that pur- 


pose. 
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| 
) 


Mr. DILLON : The enemy took them 
in great numbers from your troops. 


*Mr. BRODRICK : Of whom a good 
many were Irish! But this sort of sug- 
gestion at the expense of British soldiers 
is not worthy to occupy the attention of 
the House. But, on the main point, we 
have been attacked because, as it has been 
said, the late Government having been 
turned out on a Parliamentary Vote, we 
followed in the wake of the late Govern- 
ment. ‘The hon. Member for the Chelms- 
ford division of Essex said he felt he 
ought almost to make an apology to the 
right hon. Gentleman the Leader of the 
Opposition for having voted against him 
on that occasion. Iam sure he need not 
make any such apology, because, no 
matter what Government happens to be 
in power, if the division is on an Army 
subject, my hon. friend is always found 
on the side opposed to the Government. 


Major RASCH : Not always. 


*Mr. BRODRICK: Well, nearly always. 
When he attacked Lord Lansdowne for 
following in the wake of the late Govern- 
ment he ignored the fact which has been 
brought before the House on more than 
one occasion—that Lord Lansdowne 
accumulated a store of ammunition 
nearly double in amount of that accumu- 
lated by the late Government, and yet, 
owing to the withdrawal of Mark LV., 
we found a difficulty in keeping up the 
supply. 


Mr. NORMAN: I am sorry to inter- 
rupt, but the right hon. Gentleman 
misconceives my point. Ido not recollect 
that the First Lord of the Treasury said 
in his speech that the smallness of supply 
was due to the withdrawals. The right 
hon. Gentleman said that the smallness 
of the quantity was in spite of the fact 
that factories were working twenty-four 
hours a day and seven days a week. | 
believe the suggestion that it was due to 
withdrawals was first made by myself 
this afternoon. 


-*Mr. BRODRICK: That is so, but 
the hon. Member has most exaggerated 
views as to what factories and private 


be done ; and, what is more, it takes many 
months before factories can arrive at 
their full output. All I can say is this— 
I believe the Government laid in a store 
of ammunition which, tested by any 
table or standard, must be considered 
adequate. Then we entered upon a 
campaign which has been far beyond 
anybody's expectations. The First Lord 
of the Treasury was well advised, | 
think, in calling attention to the fact 
that it is not a time to be grudging a 
large expenditure for Army supplies 
when we so recently found ourselves 
running short. That was my right 
hon. friend’s point. In order that the 
hon. Gentleman may have the anxiety 
he professes allayed as to the present 
condition, I have great satisfaction in 
telling him that, in spite of the demands 
of the war, despite all the claims of South 
Africa, we have in the country a con- 
siderably larger reserve now than we 
had at the commencement of the war, 
and that reserve is being increased by 
several million rounds 1 week, at a pace 
that will build up such a reserve as we 
have never had in the country before. 
One word on the remarks of the hon. 
Member for Elland with regard to the 
Boer prisoners. I need hardly reply 
at any length, for he admitted that the 
general treatment of the prisoners was 
all that could be desired, but he made 
attack upon our sending prisoners to 


' Ahmednagar, accusing us of _ selecting 


the hottest place in India. Well, the 


Equator cannot be moved to suit our 
/econvenience. I do not know whether 


the hon. Member is a great traveller, 
but with my own small experience ol! 
travel I could undertake to find many 
places from which he would be very glad 
to find himself transferred to Ahmed- 
nagar. I can only say that the Govern 
ment of India, with the fullest desire 
to do their best for the prisoners, and to 
save a long journey from the coast at 
the hot time of the year, chose Ahmed- 
nagar as a healthy and appropriate 
place. I sincerely hope t will prove to 
be so. Then the right hon. Gentleman 
the Member for South Aberdeen made 


an attack upon us with regard to Zulu 


firms can produce. He said ten or} 


raids for cattle. 


Mr. BRYCE: I asked a question; l 


twelve millions a week, but that cannot | did not make an attack. 
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*Mr. BRODRICK: Then the right | 
hon. Gentleman’s manner when he asks | 
a question is so very like his manner | 
when he makes an attack that I was | 
unable to detect the difference. I have} 
not the advantage of speaking from | 
Papers. for I only heard this afternoon | 
that the right hon. Gentleman intended 
to raise the subject. If I recollect the 
tdegrams aright, the Zulus who were 
allowed to collect stock in the neighbour- 
hood of their border were unarmed. If 
that be so—as I believe it is—the whole 
ase Which the right hon. Gentleman 
makes out of armed Zulus being encou- 
raged to raid Boer territory falls to the 
ground. He talked of letting loose 
natives on an already demoralised enemy. 
There is no question of the kind. 


Mr. BRYCE: Those are not my words. 
[ quoted those as being words that ap- 
peared in The Times, as spoken by a 
member of the Legislative Assembly of 
Natal; they were not my own words 
at all. 


The right hon. 
(rentlerman very fond of giving 
us quotations. We have had_ three 
speeches during the session in which 
there have been a series of quotations 
which he has not been able to make good. 


*Mr. BRODRICK: 


1s 


Mr. BRYCE: As the right hon. Gen- 
tleman makes such a statement I must 
ak him to substantiate it. [Cries of 
“Withdraw.’’] 


*Mr. BRODRICK : I cannot without 
referring to the right hon. Gentleman’s 
speeches. and | cannot be expected to 
have references to the right hon. Gentle- 
man’s speeches ready. I simply give 
my recollection. The right hon. Gentle- 
man has made two or three very strong 
speeches during this session on the state | 
f affairs in South Africa, and he has 
not always been able to make good the 
statements therein contained. 


Mr. BRYCE: But give the proof. 


*Mr. BRODRICK: The right hon. 
Gentleman will find that I am correct 
by referring to Hansard. Some of the 
statements [ have refuted myself. But 
what I desire to say with reference to 
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the Zulus is this. We are discussing 
the matter, as I informed the right hon. 
Gentleman this afternoon, in the absence 
of correspondence and solely upon the 
few telegrams which have passed, and 
from these we find that what occurred 
was this. The Zulus were allowed to 
protect their own border against incur- 
sions by stray Boer bands, and they 
were allowed by British officers to assist, 
unarmed, in collecting stock outside 
their frontier. This was objected to by 
the Prime Minister of Natal, and Lord 
Kitchener took action in the matter. 
Whether that action gave complete satis- 
faction or not I do not yet know, but, at all 
events, it appears to have given satisfac- 
tion. He appears to have considered 
the matter with great care so that Zulus 
should not be encouraged in raiding. 
I cannot help saying betore I leave this 
subject that we in this country have 
great reason to be proud of the way in 
which our officers and men have be- 
haved in regard to the natives and the 
manner in which they have kept natives 
out of any active participation in hostili- 
ties. 


Mr. BRYCE: That is exactly what 1] 
said. 


*Mr. BRODRICK: I think the right 
hon. Gentleman put a good deal more 
stress on the other side, and seemed to 
have a disposition to dwell on any occasion 
there might be for criticism, rather than 
to express the satisfaction we feel that 
the British standard of conduct with 
regard to natives has been maintained 
under very great difficulties in all parts 
of South Africa. 

Then, Sir, the Leader of the Oppo- 
sition has asked for a_ statement 
upon the general course of the war. 
It is quite reasonable that at intervals 
Parliament should ask for an assurance 


that every effort is being made to bring 


the war to a conclusion, and that it 
should be made aware of any special steps 
which the Government may have taken 
at a particular moment to that end. 
But the moment chosen for the inquiry 
is not a very useful one, and for this 
reason. Sir A. Milner is expected hourly 
in this country, and naturally it is 
the desire of the Government to commu- 
nicate with him, their chief administra- 
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tive officer in South Africa ; and what 
may pass between the Government and 
Sir A. Milner will no doubt be impor- 
tant, while the information we obtain 
from him in conversation will be much 
greater than we can receive by telegraph. 
So far as the War Office is con- 


Adjournment of the 


cerned, every communication from Lord | 


Kitchener proves that he is satisfied that 
steady progress is being made. The great 
area of the war, the great dispersion of 
the Boers in small parties, undoubtedly 
tends to the prolongation of operations, 
but I ask the House to note that these 


operations have been conducted on our | 


part within the last few weeks with a 
minimum of loss—that in itself is 
satisfactory—and also that the number 
of Boers who have surrendered is out of 


all proportion to the number killed or | 


wounded. Stores and ammunition taken 
and the destruction or capture of guns 
from the enemy indicate that the process 
of exhaustion, on which a great deal must 
depend, is going forward, and with 
some rapidity. At the same time we are 
fully aware of the desirability, mentioned 
by the hon. Member for South Molton, 
of avoiding the depletion of stock in 
the country, so that we may lay a 
foundation for the future return of 
the population. But if the right 
hon. Gentleman will defer his question 
for a short period we shall be in a 
much better position to give the informa- 
tion for which he asks. It is the winter 
season, and the operations of the various 
columns, with their equipment, by Lord 
Kitchener must, of course, have very 
important results in the conduct of the 
war. Those new columns have only 
recently been formed. I am glad to say 
the new troops which have arrived, in 
Lord Kitchener’s opinion, more than 
justify any anticipation that might have 
been formed of them, and I am myself 


satisfied that, while everything has been | 


done which lies in the power of the 
Government to support Lord Kitchener, 


there is every disposition on his part, by | 


a most judicious treatment of the heavy 
administrative affairs which now lie on 
him, to do all that he can towards a 
rapid couclusion of the war. I trust 
that the House of Commons will, there- 
fore, continue to us for a brief measure 
the confidence which must be placed in 
the Government in these circumstances, 


Mr. Brodrick. 
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' following conclusion— 
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(and will believe that although the 
reports we are able to give are meagre, 
yet that operations have reached the 
phase in which reports necessarily cannot 
be very full or very exciting. We have 
given substantially to the House of 
Commons almost all the information 
which has been given to us as regards 
the progress of the war; we desire to 
make no concealment ; we have given a 
very full statement of the whole progress 
of events in South Africa, and in those 
| circumstances I trust we shall be accorded 
that measure of confidence which js 
necessary to us to prosecute the war. 


Mr. M‘KENNA: I rise for the pur 
pose of calling attention to the appoint. 
ment of a Birmingham doctor as one of 
His Majesty's inspectors of — schools, 
[Cries of “Oh, oh!” and * Divide.”] 
If hon. Members will allow me to con- 
tinue, 1 can assure them they will 
be very interested in this case before 
it is finished. They will discover, as in 
most things which hapyen in Birming- 
ham, there is a good deal behind it. 
This is the case of a doctor—Dr. Henry 
Ward Irvine—who was brought before 
the General Medical Council on a charge 
which I will read, because it will enable 
the House to understand at once the 
position of affairs. 

[The hon. Member read the charge, 
which was to the effect that Dr. Irvine 
had accepted the office of consulting 
physician to an institution at Birming- 
ham, and approved of or acquiesced in 
extensive advertisements by that institu- 
tion setting forth his qualifications and 
special ability, and inviting the public 
to consult him at a reduced fee. } 

The House will immediately understand 
that in so doing this medical prac 
titioner had committed a serious offence 
against the rules laid down by the 
medical profession. He was doing some- 
thing which is considered to be beneath 
the dignity of the profession, namely. 
he was touting for practice by means 
of advertisements. His conduct was 
brought before the Medical Council, and 
after hearing evidence for and against 
this Dr. Irvine, theo Cuncil came to the 


“The President informed Dr. Irvine that 
the charge which he had been required to 
| answer had been proved to the satisfaction ol 
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the Council; that the further consideration of | 
the charge proved against him had been 
adjourned until the May session; that the 
Council regarded the conduct complained of 
as being of a serious character; and that in 
adjourning thecase it gave him an opportunity 
to reconsider his position.” 

[ am quoting from the report of the 
General Medical Council, and the pro- 
ceedings to which I have referred took 
place on November 29th, 1900, and will 
be found recorded at page 119. The 
House will perceive that the situation at 
this moment was this: A medical prac- 
tioner had been suspended—I think that | 
is the correct word to use ; at any rate, 
the case against him had been adjourned 
until the May session, in order to allow 
him to clear his character of the charge 
made against him. The charge was a 
serious one. The body which brought 
the charge against him, and which had 
adjudicated in the case, is a statutory 
authority, with power given to it by 
Parliament to adjudge in cases of this 
kind. The gentleman is a medical man, 
properly qualified, and, if we may rely 
upon the advertisement issued in Bir- 
mingham, of considerable medical attain- 
ments. What happened? During the 
period between the hearing of the case 
and the time fixed for its further con- 
sideration, this gentleman withdraws 
from the medical profession, and is 
appointed one of His Majesty's inspectors 


ot schools. 
An Hon. Memper: Why not ? 
Mr. MKENNA: I will tell the House 


why not. His Majesty's inspectors of 
schools ought not to be appointed from | 


doctors who are under a charge of 
delinquency. Have we no_ greater 


regard for our schools than that we are 
content to put in the prominent post 
of inspector of schools a man who is 
qualified as a doctor and not as a school 
inspector, and a man who, in his own 
profession, has been brought under the 
ban of the properly-constituted authority, 
and is practically suspended for the time | 
being? Is that as ufficient answer to | 
the hon. Gentleman who asked me 
“Why not”? I might more properly 
ask this House, Why was the gentleman | 
appointed as a school inspector—why | 
is it the moment you touch a case from | 
Birmingham you always—{‘* Oh, oh !’] | 
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—yes, you always have to inquire more 
deeply into the causes which lead to this 
or that preferment or promotion? I 
should be glad if the Vice-President will 
tell me whether, when this appointment 
was made, he was aware that this gentle- 
man was a doctor who had been brought 
before the General Medical Council for 
conduct which they regarded as being of 
a serious character—— 


Sir FORTESCUE FLANNERY (York- 
shire, Shipley): Might I ask whether 
there was any other charge against this 
doctor than that of advertising ? 


Mr. M‘KENNA: It is within the 
recollection of the House that in opening 
my observations I read the charge from 
beginning to end. If the hon. Gentle- 
man wishes to reply to me he will have 
an opportunity of so doing, but he cannot 
suggest that I have concealed anything 
from the House in this matter. It is true 
there is one thing I have not mentioned— 
I have not given the names of the persons 
who were interested in this doctor, nor 
have I referred to any name in that con- 
nection, and I do not see that there is any 
reason for my doing so. 


THe SECRETARY or STATE For THE 
COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN, Bir- 
mingham, W.): I think you had better. 
As the whole speech is an insinuation, I 
think we had better have the charge 
with the names. 


Mr. M‘KENNA: I am astonished 
that the right hon. Gentleman is so sensi- 
tive. He has not hesitated on any 
occasion to charge a number of us with 
being traitors, and, for my part, I confess 
that, having been charged by the right 
hon. Gentleman with being a pro-Boer, 
Little Englander, and traitor—charges 
of which the right hon. Gentleman has 
not the least shadowy substance of proof 


| —I am not very concerned as to what he 


says, whether as to the names he wishes 
me to read or as to the charges he brings 
against me. But if the House is anxious 


'to have the names of the witnesses called 


in defence of this doctor I am perfectly 
willing to read them. ‘The first witness, 
as far as I ean gather from the proceed- 
ings, called in defence of Dr. Irvine, was 
Mr. William Cooke, J.P., Alderman of 
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the city of Birmingham, Chairman of 
the Hospital Saturday Fund. 

Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : And Chair- 
man of the Liberal Association. 

Mr. M‘KENNA: That 
formation is not given me in this book. 


The next witness was Mr. W. S. Aston, 
A.C.A., hon. secretary to the Institution. 


Adjournment of the 


Perhaps the right hon. Gentleman can | 


give us some further information as to 
him. The third witness was Mr. Arthur 
Chamberlain, J.P. There is no 
description given of him. Those are, so 
far as | know, the only three witnesses 
who were called in defence of Dr. Henry 
Ward Irvine, but I have no doubt that 
the right hon. Gentleman. as he seems to 
be familiar with the persons who were 
called as witnesses in the case, will be able 
to give the House some explanation as to 


who recommended this medical officer | 


for the post of school inspector, and how 


it was that the President or the Vice- | 


President of the Council ever heard of 
the name of this Birmingham doctor as 
qualified for the post. I have no doubt 
that either the right hon. Gentleman or 
the Vice-President of the Council will be 
able to give the House the fullest informa- 
tion on this very delicate case. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : 
listened to a speech which is characteristic 
both of the hon. Gentleman who has made 


it and of the quarter of the House from | 


which it proceeds. The hon. Gentle- 


man, displaying in his face the awful | 
sign of serious emotion, asked the House | 


to deal with a mystery which required 
the deepest and closest investigation. 
He pointed out to the House that, as it 


coneerned Birmingham, it would be a | 


matter of the greatest interest, and that 
the most attentive consideration would 


be required of the influences connected | 


with that city. In the course of his 
speech he stated that there were names 


which he might have mentioned, but 
which he was willing to withhold, in| 


connection with this extraordinary con- 
spiracy, and from beginning to end there 
was an insinuation by the hon. Gentle- 


man, which I cannot characterise in par- | 


liamentary terms, that something under- 
hand and wrong had been done at Bir- 


mingham, and, of course, the Member | 


for West Birmingham was concerned. 
> 


Mr. M‘Kenna. 
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| I knew nothing about any intention to 
| introduce this matter. The hon. Gentle- 
man when he desires to attack me of 
course never gives me notice, but in the 
present instance | know something of 
the matter, and I shall be very glad to 
give the facts to the House. | know 
| nothing whatever about this gentleman, 
Dr. Irvine—whom I have never seen, 
whom I have never spoken toin my life— 
|except what the hon. Gentleman has 
said as to his being appointed inspector 
of schools. I have never recommended 
him or suggested him, nor had I even 
heard of his name until the hon. Gentle- 
ain introduced it. My right hon. 
friend the Vice-President of the Council 
| will explain this part of the matter, and 
| will no doubt state to the House why 
| this Gentleman was appointed inspector 
of schools. But now as to the story. It 
is unfortunate, really, that hon. Gentle- 
'men below the gangway cannot attack 
the Secretary of State for the Colonies 
without attacking other people. After all, 
the Secretaryof State for the Colonies does 
not mind, but it is a distinct abuse, in 
/my opinion, of the privileges of the 
House to bring in the names of people 
who are in no way connected with the 
| Secretary of State for the Colonies, and, 
in attacking the Secretary of State for 
the Colonies, to level charges and in- 


| sinuations against other persons. What 
has the hon. Gentleman done with 


respect to Dr. Irvine? He represents 
to the House of Commons that Dr. Irvine 
is under a ban, that his character is under 
consideration by the Medical Council. 
There is not an atom of foundation 
for that. If the hon. Gentleman had 
made the slightest inquiry he would 
know that the only charge against the 
gentleman is that of having infringed 
what | may call the trade union rule 
of the medical profession. He woud 
have known that there was abso utely 
nothing against his private character. 


Mr. M‘'KENNA: I never alleged it. 
The right hon. Gentleman has stated 
that I used the phrase “‘ under a ban.” I 
never used that phrase. I repeated 
ithe exact charge in the words of the 
charge, and I added not one jot or one 
tittle to the charge. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : The inter- 


ruption of the hon. Gentleman only 
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shows with how little care he brings| made. The complaint was carried to 
hischarges. The hon. Gentleman forgets | the Medical Council, and the Council, as 


what he said himself. I understand, gave as their decision 
that if this gentleman did not retire 
Mr. M‘'KENNA: No, I do not. from the position to which he had been 


appointed in connection with this charit- 

Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: I am | able association they would do something 
in the recollection of the House. The }—I suppose strike him off the list. I 
hon. Gentleman spoke of this doctor as| have forgotten exactly what it was. 
being a delinquent. He spoke dis-| There is the whole charge against this 
tinctly of his character having been | gentleman, and there is the whole punish- 
inquired into by the Medical Council, he | ment that could by any possibility have 
spoke of him as being suspended. It is | been inflicted upon him. What I know 
perfectly ridiculous under those circum- | to have been the case is this—that Dr. 
stances now to say that if I had allowed | Irvine, for good reasons no doubt, 
this charge to remain unanswered this | thought it his duty to bow to the decision 
gentleman would not have been under | of the Medical Council, and he did give 
suspicion of having done something un- | notice to the association that he would be 
worthy of his profession or his character | unable to continue his services to the 
as a gentleman. Now what is the} charity, and I believe he has retired 
history? The history is this. Certain| from this appointment. I believe the 
gentlemen in Birmingham, among whom | association has either already appointed, 
were prominent my brother, Mr. Arthur | or intends to appoint, another gentleman 
Chamberlain, and Mr. Alderman Cooke, | of professional eminence, and I hope 
the chairman of the Liberal Association, | they will find someone who will carry 
and other gentlemen of all politics in | out the eminently beneficial objects they 
Birmingham, devised a new charity for | have in view. There is the whole story. 
Birmingham, as to which I will say | It is in connection with a story like this, 
nothing, except that at all events it was | a story of a charity in which men of all 
devised absolutely and entirely from | classes and all politics in Birmingham 
philanthropic and charitable motives, | are concerned, that the hon. Gentleman 
and the object was to secure for the work- | gets up and with an air of mystery 
ing classes of Birmingham the advan-| wishes to make the House believe that 
tages of consultation with eminent| he has discovered a plot in which the 
practitioners which they could not get | Secretary of State for the Colonies is 
under existing circumstances without | concerned. 


payment beyond their means. The ob- Sir WALTER FOSTER (Derbyshire 
ject was to secure a gentleman of high Ilkeston) : ee aenthiie ol? thie Jae. 
professional reputation as consulting | which amounts almost to a serious 
physician to whom this charitable a | easel: we ought not to be led astray 
stitution would be able to send the upon a personal issue. In opening this 
working people who might be in need | (is¢ my hon. friend below the gangway 
of his services. Dr. Irvine was chosen. simply brought forward an_ instance 
The mere fact that he was chosen by | without making any personal references. 
such a society is, I think, in itself some [Ministerial cries of “Oh: ob "1 Well 
indication of his professional standing.|; —. 1... . feet: . 
The moment he was chosen the greatest 
possible objection was taken on behalf 
of the medical profession. I do not wish 
to go into these matters, but it must be 
evident to the House that the appoint- 
ment of a gentleman to a position of this 
kind might have the effect of injuring 
the business of other private practitioners, 
of those, in fact, who up to that time 
had been receiving higher fees for 
similar work. I think it is not at all} Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: He was 
unnatural that that complaint should be | not struck off. 


VOL. XCIV. _—[FourtH SErigs.] 2N 








I was here all the time and I did not 
hear any. He mentioned no names, but 
upon this point I am within the recol- 
lection of the House. He mentioned no 
names except to bring forward this fact, 
that a member of the medical profession, 
by a statutory judicial body, had been 
placed in the position of being struck 
off the register of an honourable pro- 
fession for conduet—— 
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Sir WALTER FOSTER: 


was in a position to be struck off. Prac- 


{COMMONS} 
Well, he | 
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Medical Council considered to be unpro- 
fessional conduct. Under this section 


tically he is yet a prisoner under remand. | of the Act of Parliament the Medical 


[Ministerial cries of “Oh, oh!” ] I 


Council may direct the registrar to erase 


must ask, Mr. Speaker, the House to | anybody’s name from the medical re- 


give me an opportunity of putting this | 
‘if the law is bad then it is the duty of 


matter right. I do not know Dr. Irvine, 
and I am, in this respect, in the same 
position as the right hon. Gentleman 
opposite. But I have an advantage 
as an old member of the General Medical 
Council which only one other Member of 
this House has. There is another 
Member of this House who is a 
member of the General Medical Council. 
I allude to the Member for the University 
of Edinburgh, who, I have no doubt, 
will tell us the views of the General 
Medical Council on this question. The 
Medical Council has power under the 
Medical Act to inquire into the conduct 
of medical men, and this is an important 
duty, not only in the interests of the 
profession, but still more in the interests 
of the public. They are bound to keep 
the medical profession pure, and any 
man brought before them has to be 
charged with infamous conduct in a pro- 
fessional sense. [Cries of “ No, no!”’| 
I think we shall get to close quarters 
mamoment. The Act says that if any 
registered medical practitioner should be 
convicted in England or Ireland of any 
felony or misdemeanour, or in Scotland 
of any crime or offence, or should after 
due inquiry—which has been held in this 
rase—be judged by the General Council 
to have been guilty of infamous conduct 
in any professional respect, certain con- 
sequences should follow. Those are the 
words of the statute. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: Does the 
hon. Gentleman say that to take lower 
fees than are usual is ‘infamous 
conduct ”’ ? 


Sir WALTER FOSTER: It does not 
lie in my power to give any definition 
of infamous conduct. The definition is 
given by thirty eminent men, five repre- 
senting the Crown, and including repre- 
sentatives of each University, and they 
have to define what infamous conduct is. 
They have defined it in this case, and 
they have found the man guilty. [AN 
Hon. Member: What was he guilty 
of 1] He was guilty of what the General 





gister. That is the state of the law, and 


the Government to alter it. This Act 
has not only been on the Statute-book 
since the year 1858, but it has been 
amended over and over again since that 
time, and there has never been any 
attempt to strike these words out. What 
happens? This gentleman goes to Bir. 
mingham, where he accepts an appoint- 
ment. I say nothing about the institu- 
tion, for that is not my business, but the 
business of the General Medical Council. 
The General Medical Council, after due 
inquiry, considered that the charges 
made against this doctor of unprofes- 
sional conduct were proved, and they 
stated in their judgment that they were 
proved. I heard of this trial, and I heard 
the result afterwards. What happened ! 
Out of kindness for this gentleman the 
General Medical Council, as is their 
practice in some cases, did not proceed 
to exact the full penalty of striking his 
name off the register. They remanded 
him. as it were, to come up for judgment 
in six months. I am myself largely 
responsible for this mode of action, 
because I think a summary decision in a 
case of this kind sometimes does an in- 
justice, and it occasionally happens that 
the Council go back on their decision 
out of pity or kindness, or after further 
consideration of the evidence brought 
before them. You have in this case a 
judicial body coming to a conclusion, 
and they demand, as it were, that this 
gentleman shall come up in six months 
for judgment. That is the decision of a 
judicial body and a very high authority. 
It is such a high authority that no judge 
in the land has ever attempted to question 
their decision. Over and over again the 
judgments of the Medical Council have 
been challenged in the law courts, and 
no judge has ever justified any attempt 
to upset their decisions. On the contrary, 
the strongest judges in the land have 
upheld these decisions, and they have 
said that the Medical Council are the 
judges of what infamous conduct is in 
the profession, and that you cannot 
go behind the judgment of the General 





10: 


Me 
Me 
Ire! 
con 
mal 
aga. 
wail 
the 
trib 
posi 
to bi 
abot 
with 
in t. 
man 
is el 
spect 


Mr 
ter ? 


SI 
profe 
have 
Gene 
know 
of th 
and t 
to apy 
does | 
does n 
medic: 
Majest 
a posit 
ought 
come |} 


*Mr. 
for the 
is the } 
against 


Sir 
and lea 
fuse tl] 
condue 
Genera 


*MR. - 
ingly ol 
could t 
conduct 
this gen 


SIR 
nothing 
a judicis 
maintaiy 


1044 


\pro- 
tion 
dical 
sTase 
| re- 
and 
ty of 
Act 
book 
been 
that 
any 
V hat 
Bir- 
oint- 
stitu- 
t the 
incil. 
- due 
Arges 
rofes- 
they 
were 
heard 
ned ! 
n the 
their 
oceed 
g his 
inded 
ment 
rgely 
ction, 
Lina 
mn in- 
: that 
cision 
irther 
pught 
ase a 
sion, 
t this 
onths 
1 of a 
ority. 
judge 
estion 
in. the 
have 
;, and 
tempt 
trary, 
have 
have 
‘e the 
ig in 
annot 
eneral 





1045 


Medical Council. 


Adjournment of the 
This 


conduct for the profession. While any 
man is before that Council with charges 
against him proved, and while he is 


waiting for judgment, I[ say he is under 


the ban of one of the highest judicial 
tribunals of the country. This is a 
position that 1 am sorry for any man 
to be placed in. I am not going to argue 
about his case. for | have nothing to do 
with that, but I do say that it is not right, 
in the interests of the country, that a 
man in this position, before his character 
is cleared, should be selected as an in- 
spector of schools. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : His charae- 


ter ! 


Sir WALTER FOSTER: Yes, in a 
professional sense. You have got to 
have this matter cleared up by the 
General Medical Council, and you do not 
know yet what may be the judgment 
of the Council. The Council will meet, 
and this gentleman will be summoned 
to appear before it, and in what capacity 
does he now go before the Council? He 
does not go before the Council as a simple 
medical practitioner, but as one of His 
Majesty's inspectors of schools. Is that 
a position in which an inspector of schools 
ought to be placed? He will have to 
come before the judges of his profession— 


*Mr. BUTCHER (York): May I ask, 
for the information of the House, what 
is the infamous conduct which is alleged 
against this gentleman ? 


Sir WALTER FOSTER: The hon. 


and learned Gentleman is trying to con- 
fuse the issue. The definition of his 
conduct is not with me, but with the 
General Medical Council. 


*Mr. BUTCHER: I should be exceed- | 


ingly obliged if the right hon. Gentleman 
could tell the House what the infamous 
conduct is which has been alleged against 
this gentleman. 


Sirk WALTER FOSTER: 
nothing to do with that. I have quoted 
a judicial body whose judgment has been 
maintained in courts of law over and 
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is the General 
Medical Council of England, Scotland, and | 
Ireland, and it lays down a standard of | 


House (Whitsuntide). 


| over again. The Medical Council, having 
found this gentleman guilty of charges, 
have power to strike his name off the 
register. Out of mercy they did not do 
it, and they ask him to come up for judg- 
ment in six months time. I contend, 
purely on public grounds, that no man 
/in such a position as this doctor, awaiting 
the judgment of the General Medical 
Council on a charge of which he had 
been found guilty, ought to have been 
appointed to high public office, especially 
as the body which made the appoint- 
ment, the Privy Council, rules the General 
Medical Council. And so you have this 
scandal—that the Privy Council, which 
has the control of the General Medical 
Council, takes a person found guilty by 
the General Medical Council, and whose 
‘character has not been cleared in a pro- 
fessional sense, and they give him an 
appointment outside his own profession 
under the Privy Council of the country. 
I say that that is a position in which the 
Privy Council ought not to be placed. 
It is a position in which the King, who 
signs the appointments of inspectors of 
schools, should not have been placed. 
[Ministerial cries of ** Order.’’] 
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*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order ! 


Sir WALTER FOSTER: I withdraw 
the expression referring to His Majesty. 
It is an elementary principle in public 
patronage that you should select persons 
against whom there is nothing of this 
kind hanging over their heads. I do not 
for a moment introduce the question of 
fitness for the appointment, but I think 
| that, in the interests of the administration 
of any public department, no person has 
a right to select a man for a public official 
position who at that time has to have a 
charge cleared up—a charge which has 
appeared in all the papers, and which is 
' known to the whole country. Such a 
|man ought not to be selected for a high 
| official position. On these grounds I 
| think this is a scandal, which does not 
/ redound to the credit of the Privy Council, 
| and it is a case which I think my hon. 
| friend was perfectly justified in bringing 
| forward. 


I have! 


THe*PRESIDENT or tHe BOARD 
oF EDUCATION (Sir J. Gorst, Cam- 
bridge University): I do not want to 


2N2 
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prolong the debate, but this is a question 
upon which I should like to say a few 
words. Dr. Irvine was selected from a 
large number of candidates for the 
appointment of inspector of schools by 
my noble friend the Lord President of 
the Council. He was selected because 
he had very exceptional qualifications, 
and because, in the opinion of my noble 
friend, he was the most fit person upon 
the list of candidates to receive such an 
appointment. Dr. Irvine has a very | 
distinguished degree of Trinity College, 
Dublin, and, not being a man of great | 
means, he supported himself before and 
after he took his medical degree by acting 
as a teacher and master in several second- 
ary schools in Ireland. Therefore, it 
will be seen that Dr. Irvine has had a 
very large teaching experience, and his 
degree was of a very first-rate character. 
At the time the appointment was made 
my noble friend the Lord President of the 
Council and myself had not heard of this 
charge against Dr. Irvine. [Opposition 
eries of “ Oh.”’] How could they have 
heard of it ? 





| 
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Sir WALTER FOSTER: You re- 


ceive the minutes of the General Medical 
Council at the Privy Council. 


House (Whitsuntide). 


Sir J. GORST: Neither my noble 
friend the Lord President of the Council 
nor myself have sufficient leisure to 
acquaint ourselves with the proceedings 
of the General Medical Council. But, 
even if the matters alleged in the course 
of the debate had been brought to the 
notice of the Board of Education, we 


should not have seen in them any reason 


whatever for reconsidering their decision. 


Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty) rose 
to continue the discussion. 


BALFOUR rose in his 
‘That the 


Mr. A. J. 
place and claimed to move, 
Question be now put.” 

Question put, * That the Question be 
now put.” 


The House divided :—Ayes, 191 ; Noes, 


121. (Division List No. 202.) 


AYES. 


Acland-Hood,Capt. SirAlex. F. 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Fon. John 
Austin, Sir John 

Bagot. pare. Josceline FitzRoy 
Bailey, James (Walwortb) 
Bain, Col. James Robert 
Balcarres, Lord 

Balfour, Rt. Hon. A.J.(Manch’r 
Balfour, RtHnGeraldW. (Leeds | 
Balfour, Maj KR(Christchurch 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Barry, Sir Francis T. (W indsor 
Bathurst, Hon. AllenBenjamin 
Beach, Rt. Hn.SirM. H.( Bristol 
Beach,Rt. Hon. W.W.B.(Hants 
Bigwood, James 

Bill, Charles 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Brodrick, Kt. Hon. St. John 
Brookfield, Colonel Montagu 
Brymer, William Ernest 
Bull, William James 
Butcher, John George 


Cranborne, Vise 
Cripps, Charles 


Dalrymple, Sir 
Denny, Colonel 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. 


Doxford, Sir W 


Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge | Hambro, Charles Eric 


Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Cross, Herb. Shepherd (Bolton) | 
Crossley, Sir Savile 

Cubitt, Hon. Henry 
Dalkeith, Earl of 


Dorington, Sir John Edward 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
illiam T. 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Faber, George Denison 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fellowes, Hn. Ailw yn Edward | 
Finch, George H. 
F inlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne | | King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edward A. 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Forster, Henry William 


| Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchill 
Hain, Edward 


ount | Hamilton,RtHnL’rdG(Midd’x 

Alfred Hanbury, Rt. Hon. RobertWm 
Hardy, L. (Kent, Ashford) 
Harris, Frederick Leverton 

| Haslam, Sir Alfred 8. 

| Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heath, Arthur H. (Hanley) 

| Heaton, John Henniker 

Hickman, Sir Alfred 

Higginbottom, 8. W. 

Hoare, Edw Brodie( Hampstead 

Hogg, Lindsay 

Hope, J. F. (Shatt? d, Brightside) 

Hudson, George Bickersteth 

Hutton, John (Yorks. N.R.) 

| Johnston, William (Belfast) 

Kenyon, James (Lanes., Bury) 

| Keswick, William 


Charles 


Sir Charles 


Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. 
Law, Andrew Bonar 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, John Grant 


Garson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V.C. W( Derbyshire 
Cayzer. Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord ‘Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hon.J.( Birm 
Chamberlain,J Austen(Wore’r 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Chapman, Edward 





Charrington, Spencer 
Sir J. Gorst. 


Foster, Sir M. (London Univ. )| 
Garfit, William 
Godson SirAugustusFrederick | 
Gordon, Hn.J.E. (Elgin& Nairn | 
Gordon. J. (Londonderry, 8.) 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir JohnEldon | 
Goschen, Hon. George J. 
Green, W. ‘alfordD(Wednesbury | 
Greene, HenryD. (Shrewsbury) | 
Gretton, John 
Groves, James Grimble 


| 


pte Rt. Hon. Wm. E. H. 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leveson-Gower, Fred. N. 8. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Rt. Hon. W. (Bristol, S. 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas, Col. Francis(Lowestoft 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David ieee 
Maconochie, A.V 

M‘Arthur, iis ‘(Liverpool) 








Emr 
Eva 
Fare 
Fen) 
Ffre 
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h, W. 


M’Iver, Sir L, (Edinburg’ 
M‘Killop, James (Stirlingsh.) 
Malcolm, Ian 

Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Mitchell, William 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Moore, William (Antrim, N.) 
Morgan, D. J. (Walthamstow 
Morton, ArthurH. A.(Deptford 
Mount, William Arthur 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Muntz, Philip A. 

Murray, RtHnAGraham(Bute 
Myers, William Henry 
Newdigate, Francis Alexander 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 

O’Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Parkes, Ebenezer 

Peel, Hn. W. Robert Wellesley 
Pemberton, John 8. G. 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Purvis, Robert 

Pym, C. Guy 

Randles, John S. 


Abraham, William(Cork,N.E. 
Abraham, William (Rhondda) 
Allan, William (Gateshead) 
Allen, C. P. (Glouc., Stroud) 
Ambrose, Robert 

Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Blake, Edward 

Boland, John 

Boyle, James 

Brigg, John 

Broadhurst, Henry 

Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Burke, E. Haviland 

Burt, Thomas 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caldwell. James 

Campbell, John (Armagh, §.) 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Clancy, John Joseph 

Cogan, Denis J. 

Colville, John 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 

Cremer, William Randal 
Cullinan, J 

Dalziel, James Henry 
Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 
Delany, William 

Dewar, John A. (Inverness-sh. 
Dillon, John 

Donelan, Captain A. 

Doogan, P. C. 

Douglas, Chas. M. (Lanark) 
Edwards, Frank 

Emmott, Alfred 
Evans,Samuel T. (Glamorgan) 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Fenwick, Charles 

F french, Peter 


Adjournment of the 
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Rankin, Sir James 

Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Ratcliffe, R. F. 

Remnant, James Farquharson 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Renwick, George 

Ritchie, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 
Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Ropner, Colonel Robert 
Rutherford, John 

Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Samuel, Harry S. (Limehouse) 
Scott, SirS. (Marylebone, W.) 
Seely, CharlesHilton (Lincoln) 
Seton-Karr, Henry 

Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Smith,H.C.(N’rth’mbTyneside 
Smith, James Parker(Lanarks) 
Stanley, EdwardJas.(Somerset 
Stanley, Lord (Lancs. ) 

Stock, James Henry 

Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Stroyan, John 

Strutt, Hon. Chas. Hedley 


House (Whitsuntide). 








Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 


NOES. 


| Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
| Flavin, Michael Joseph 
| Flynn, James Christopher 
| Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co. 
| Fuller, J. M. F. 
| Gilhooly, James 
| Goddard, Daniel Ford 
| Grant, Corrie 
| Griffith, Ellis J. 
| Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
| Harwood, George 
| Hayden, John Patrick 
Hayter,Rt.Hon. Sir Arthur D. 
| Healy, Timothy Michael 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon.CharlesH. 
| Horniman, Frederick John 
| Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
| Jones, William(Carnarvonsh. ) 
' Joyce, Michael 
| Labouchere, Henry 
 Layland-Barratt, Francis 
| Leamy, Edmund 
Leese, SirJosephF (Accrington 
' Lloyd-George, David 
| Lundon, W. 
| MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
| M‘ Arthur, William (Cornwall) | 
M‘Crae, George 
M‘Dermott, Patrick 
M‘Govern, T. 
| Mooney, John J. 
| Morgan,J. Lloyd(Carmarthen) 
Sailer, Charles (Breconshire) 
| Morton, Edw.J.C.( Devonport) 
| Moss, Samuel 
| Murphy, J. 
| Nannetti, Joseph P. 
Nolan,Col. JohnP.(Galway,N. 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Norman, Henry 
O’Brien, Kendal(T’pper’ry Mid 
! O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
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Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, RtHn.J.G.(Oxf'dUniv. 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Valentia, Viscount 

Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter 
Walker, Col. William Hall 
Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Webb, Colonel WilliamGeorge 
Wharton, Rt. Hn. John Lloyd 
Whiteley,H.( Asht’n-und. Lyne 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Wills, Sir Frederick 
Wilson,A.Stanley(York,E. R.) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E.R.(Bath 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Wortley, Rt. Hon. C. B.Stuart- 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wyndham, Rt .Hon. George 
Young, Commander (Berks, E. ) 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O’Connor, James( Wicklow, W. 
O’Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O’Kelly,James(Roscommon,N. 
O'Malley, William 

O’Mara, James 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 

Partington, Oswald 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
Price, Robert John 
Priestley, Arthur 
Reddy, M. 

Redmond,John E. (Waterford) 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
Scott, Chas. Prestwich (Leigh) 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, Capt. John (Forfarsh.) 
Smith, Samuel (Flint) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Spencer,RtHnC. R.(Northants 
Stevenson, Francis 8. 
Sullivan, Donal 
Taylor, Theodore Cooke 
Thomas,A bel (Carmarthen, E. ) 
Thomas, David A lfred(Merthyr 
Thompson,Dr. EC(Monagh’n,N 
Thomson, F. W. (York, W.R. 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Wallace, Robert 
Weir, James Gallowa 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
White, Patrick (Meath, North) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid) 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Mr. Lough and Mr. 
M‘Kenna. 
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Question put accordingly, and agreed 
to. 


Resolved, That, To-morrow, the House 
at its rising do adjourn till Thursday, 
the 6th of June, and that at the con- 
clusion of Government Business Mr. 
Speaker do adjourn the House without 
Question put. 


FINANCE BILL. 
[Seconp REApDING.] 


Order read, for resuming Adjourned 
Debate on Main Question [20th May], 
“That the Bill be now read a second 
time.” 


Question again proposed ; Debate re- 
sumed. 


*Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.) said that 
this Finance Bill was the most important 
introduced into the House of Commons 
ior a century, and he had endeavoured 
to understand its leading features. In 
the discussion it had been assumed 
that steps should be taken to reform 
the national system of finance, because 
it was not really sufficient for the needs 
of the nation. No fact had been brought 
out more strikingly than the statement 
about what the normal income of the 
country would have been without any 
increase of taxation this year or last. 
When the present Government came into 
office six years ago they enjoyed from 
their predecessors a surplus of no less 
than £4,500,000. If to that surplus 
was added the natural increase of the 
taxes that then existed, the amount 
that had been diverted to give the doles 
to the landlords in connection with the 
agricultural rates, and the amount 
that had been obtained by suspending 
the Sinking Fund, they found that the 
income of the country to-day would be 
twenty-three millions more than it was 
six years ago. When they found that 
with the income tax at 8d. instead of 
ls. 2d., without the new sugar duty, 
which would be so oppressive, and 
without the coal export duty, they 
would have enjoyed an income of 
twenty-three millions more than six 
years ago—that was a fact which ought 
to sink into the mind of the nation. 
How had the difficulties in finance 
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(arisen? They had arisen from the 
| extravagance of the Government. The 
Chancellor of the Exchequer had pleaded 
that the Government had been sup- 
, ported by the House in every extrava- 
|gant proposal they had made. He 
doubted many of those broad statements. 
They had been told that not a voice had 
been raised in favour of economy ; but 
that was not the case. Constant voices 
| had been raised both inside and outside 
the House in favour of economy, but the 
Government paid no attention to them. 
Now, all this extravagance was really 
‘confined to one Department, although 
an attempt had been made _ to 
spread it over all the Departments 


of the State. It had been said that 
‘there had been extravagance in the 
Civil Service. One feature of the 


|Civil Service which had not been 
noticed in the House was that a great 
portion of that increase was due to war 
expenditure, and it was a most extra- 
ordinary thing that war expenditure had 
thus crept into the Civil Service Estimates 
—such as the cost of the wars on the 
West Coast of Africa and in Uganda as 
well as the cost of the Uganda Railway. 
Apart from that, they could lay their 
finger upon one point of extravagance, 
namely, the great increase in warlike 
expenditure. The Chancellor of the 
Exchequer told them that he would 
borrow twenty millions more than was 
absolutely necessary for contingencies. 
‘Since that statement was made the 
twenty millions had been borrowed, 
and there was nothing more certain 
than that these twenty millions would 
be spent this year. In the statement 
he was going to make to the House 
he would therefore add that twenty 
millions to the admitted expenditure. 
In the year 1895, the vear before the 
Government came into office, the total 
warlike expenditure, excluding the 
items in the Civil Service Estimates 
and the Indian expenditure, was thirty- 
five millions. Four years afterwards, 
in 1899, it had increased to forty-four 
millions. In 1900 it amounted to sixty- 
nine millions, in 1901 to 120 millions, 
and in 1902 to 141 millions. Now, 
these were the most extraordinary figures 
ever submitted to the House. Within 
six years the warlike expenditure on 
the Army and Navy had _ increased 
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from 35 millions to 141 millions. 


He 


{23 May 1901} 


maintained that no nation could stand | 


such extravagant expenditure without 
suffering very great inconvenience, or, 
indeed, disasters of the worst character. 
It was said this was a normal increase ; 


but he did not regard it as normal. It. 


was too late to ery over spilt milk ; they 
had got now to find the money. They 
had had a most ingenious and eloquent 
speech from the hon. Member for Exeter, 
but his little plans and ingenious sugges- 
tions would be no use whatever unless 
the House resolved to cut down the ex- 
penditure all round. They could not 
get back to a proper state without 


cutting down expenditure in every 
Department. The taunt was constantly 


flung at them about the necessity of hav- 
ing a strong Navy ; but the question was 


what did a strong Navy mean as to cost ? | 


The expenditure on the Navy six years 
ago was 14 millions ; and it had gradually 
advanced to 30 millions ; and why might 
it not go on from 30 millions to 40 
millions, or from forty millions to fifty 
millions ? 


Attention called to the fact that forty 
Members were not present. House 
counted, and forty Members being found 
present— 


*Mr. LOUGH (resuming) said that the 
Naval Estimates had always been divided 
into two broad sections, one for mainten- 
ance and the other for new construction. 
It was the new construction which ran the 
country into expense. Ten millions 
were put down this year for new construc- 
tion, and he thought that they ought to 
have gone more slowly and cut the item 
down to perhaps five millions. The 
present First Lord of the Admiralty 
had only been in office a few months, 
and yet he put before the House of 
Commons a larger sum for new construc- 
tion than had ever been proposed by the 
most experienced First Lord of the 
Admiralty in the whole history of the 
House. There was a large field in the 
expenditure on the Navy, as well as on 
the Army, in which economy could be 
practised, for it would not be wise to 
continue this war-like expenditure on 
such a large scale. It had been stated 


that we were a rich nation, and that we | 
could stand the expenditure, and that it | 
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was a good investment. The previous 
night they had been assured again how 
rich we were, and that the nation could 
easily bear this burden of taxation. That 
was not so. We were rich, but we could 
not easily bear a sudden increase of 
taxation. He felt convinced that at 
the beginning of the last century, say 
in 1815, the nation was in many re- 
spects more able to find a great deal 
of ready money for new purposes than 
it was to-day. At that period money 
was hoarded in stockings, and was 
readily forthcoming ; and that was the 
secret of the success of the tremendous 
efforts which the country then made. 
But to-day things were very different. 
The nation was rich, but its money 
was invested in other spheres, and it 
could not be got quickly to meet an 
enormous war expenditure which was 
unprofitable. That was the reason why 
he was apprehensive of this enormous 
weight of taxation. Why had there 
been such a great fall in the national 
securities ! Consols had fallen 20 per 
cent. more than they had ever fallen 
in so short a period; and credit was 
shaken. In these days of keen com- 
petition no business could be success- 
fully carried on without putting a large 
amount of capital into it. A hundred 
years ago there were no municipalities, 
comparatively speaking. Now hundreds 
of new municipalities were asking for 
capital, and that added to the rates. 
A great deal of money could be raised, 
no doubt, but if a sudden demand were 
made for money to a large amount there 
was sure to be a collapse, which would 
entail a great deal of suffering. He 
felt assured that if the Government had 
approached their Estimates in a spirit 
of economy they would not have needed 
the large amount of money they now 
asked for. The argument of the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer was that we 
were in a mess, and that we had got 
to find the money to get out of it ; but 
that was no reason why the House 
should adopt the proposals of the Govern- 
ment without criticism. It was the 
business of the Opposition to find fault 
with the proposals of the Government, 
but not their business to make sugges- 
tions of other financial proposals te 
take their place. He wished the Oppo- 
sition were, in fact, a great deal more 
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vigorous than they were in arguing the 
case against the Government. When 
industries were being destroyed, and 
securities were falling, it was the busi- 
ness of the Opposition to cxamine the 
Government proposals with care. We 
were only raising £10,000,000 by fresh 
taxation, and we required £70,000,000, 
so that we were raising one seventh by 
taxation and six sevenths by loan. 
He did not think one seventh was a 
‘sufficient proportion to raise by taxation. 

The proposals of the Government em- 
bodied the maximum interference with 
the trade of this country. It had been 
said that there were 
taxes. That was true; but what was 
the importance of the articles which 
were taxed? What was the history 
with regard to the coal trade for the 
last sixteen years? From the Return 
with which they had been supplied by 
the courtesy of the Financial Secretary 
to the Treasury he found that the capital 
employed was £110,000,000. There 
were five years when the interest on 
the capital was only 1 per cent., and 
the average for eleven out of the sixteen 
years was only 3°40 per cent., and 
taking the whole of the sixteen years 
the profit shown upon this very specu- 
lative industry was only 6°11 per cent. 
That was the history of the trade upon 
which the Government levied a new 
export duty—of the trade at which 
they had aimed this heavy blow. The 
Government had generalised on one 
fact, they had taken the profits of a 
single year, when the profit was 
£40,000,000, and imposed an export 
duty on this important article which 
all great statesmen who had previously 
sat on the Treasury Bench had hesitated 
to touch. He thought the Govern- 
ment were making a great mistake. 
It was true that the tax did not touch 
Ireland, and in regard to that matter 
the Government was teaching the 
country that in the selection of the 
article to be taxed was to be found the 
solution of the problem of Irish taxation. 
He also protested against the sugar tax. 
The article selected in that case was 
an article of food largely used in this 
country, and also employed in many 
manufactures and minor industries, 
and that was one reason why it was 
a bad article to select ; but the real objec- 


Mr, Lough. 
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tion was that in the case of that tax, 
also, there was the maximum _inter- 
ference with trade combined with a 
large measure of protection. The House 
might be willing to give the Govern- 
ment a sugar tax if it was fairly 
imposed, but this one was not. In 
this tax the Government had imposed 
twenty-three taxes on sugar. Many 
persons seemed to have forgotten the 
meaning of the words ‘‘free trade.” 
Some had an idea that it had some 
connection with the corn laws, but they 
had no such connection except indirectly. 
‘The meaning of the words “ free trade ” 
meant that there should be no shackles 
of any kind imposed upon trade, and 
that merchants should not be asked 
to expose their invoices or say where 
they did their trade and tell their 
trade secrets. The most serious evil 
in the tax upon sugar was that it hit 
many very small industries. Very little 
interference was sufficient to destroy 
such industries in this country and 
transfer them to anothez, and it was 
a great pity that any blow should be 
given to them. But the Budget 
also applied to Ireland, and it was the 
business of the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer to bring in proposals which 
were just with regard to Ireland. The 
right hon. Gentleman had, he admitted, 
remembered Ireland on this occasion. 
It was almost the first time for sixty or 
eighty years that an article of great con- 
sumption had been taxed in England 
and not in Ireland. Such a thing showed 
that there was a tardy awakening on 
the part of the British Treasury. They 
were beginning to see that with one 
exchequer a fairer selection of the 
articles for taxation was a_ solution 
of the Irish financial problem. By 
the selection of one article Ireland was 
not hit at all, but in the selection 
of another (sugar) Ireland was hit very 
heavily. By the selection of certain 
articles the Government could ruin 
Ireland altogether. Seven years ago 
Ireland was paying £7,500,000, and its 
population was larger than it was at 
| Present. The taxation had now increased 
ito £9,500,000. The Census returns 
showed that while England and Scot- 
land were increasing in population and 
in wealth Ireland was moving in another 
|direction. While Great Britain was 
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getting greater and richer Ireland was 
getting poorer and her population de- 
creasing. The crime of the House consisted 
in this—that it wrung almost the same 
increase of taxation out of the growing 
poverty of Ireland as it did out of the 
growing wealth of Great Britain. In- 
cluding the proposals of the present 
Budget an additional two and three- 
quarter millions of taxation was being 
imposed on Ireland since 1893-4, although 
the country was then declared to be 
overtaxed to the extent of two and three- 
quarter millions. Such a state of things 
must come to an end shortly, because 
if the House was constantly increasing 
the burdens of Ireland while her 
strength was constantly diminishing she 
vould be crushed out of existence. 
Many of the proposals in the Budget 
were greatly to be deplored, and he 
hoped that they would be opposed at 
every stage. 


Mr. FLOWER (Bradford, W.) said he 
shared to a great extent the views of 
the hon. Member on the question of 
financial relations, in fact he was the 
only one of the Unionist Members who 
last year gave the effective assistance of , 
his vote when the question was before 
the House. On this occasion, however, 
he desired to claim the adherence of the 
hon. Gentleman on behalf of another 
part of the Empire also suffering from 
financial depression. A great oppor- 
tunity he felt had been lost by the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer, with regard to 
the sugar tax, of dealing in a satisfactory 
manner with the existing distress of our 
West Indian colonies. The financial 
assistance rendered last year to the West 
Indies amounted in all to no less than 
£320,000, £82,000 of which was for the 
relief of the distress caused by the hurri- 
cane in 1898. He could not help think- 
ing that it was unfortunate that the 
right hon. Gentleman in his Budget did | 
not see his way to granting equality of | 
opportunity in the markets of the mother | 
country to the West Indies. The ques- 
tion was, could the Government do that 
by this Budget ? One could not strike 
a mathematical balance in these matters. 
The open bounties could be fought by a 
countervailing duty, but the bounties 
that were given by railway companies | 


and others in the shape of reduced freights | 
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‘could not be estimated. He _ believed 
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that giving colonial sugar a preference 
tariff would go far to minimise that evil. 
He would probably be told that we must 
wait until the time of the International 
Conference at Brussels, when the question 
could be discussed. But why should 
we wait until then? The sugar bounties 


did not represent the whole aid which 


foreign sugar got in competition with the 
colonial sugar, and even if it did, the re- 


‘moval of the bounty would not now give 


equal opportunity to the colonial sugar 
trade, which had been beaten down by 
the treatment meted out to it, while the 
foreign trade, fed by bounties, had grown 
luxuriously, and had an immense ad- 
vantage. The work of the bounty had 
been done, and that was the reason why 
some Governments were now willing to 
withdraw the bounty. The colonies 
ught, on the other hand, to have some 
compensation for the damage which 
had already been done. Put on counter- 
vailing duties by all means, but give 
a preference beyond that. For the pur- 
poses of revenue countervailing duties 
were worse than useless—they were 
measures of reprisal; and though they 
would secure the withdrawal of bounties 
they would bring nothing into the Ex- 
chequer. The Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer wanted revenue, and as he could 
not count on the countervailing duties 
for the purpose, we were thrown back on 
preference tariffs. He had been told 
that it would be exceedingly difficult 
to give a rebate on colonial sugar, because 
it would be difficult to earmark it, but 
the system of marking the packages, 
he imagined, would get rid of that diff- 
culty. The Government having already 
accepted the principle of inter-Imperial 
preferential trade, had done much, and 
it was impossible now to argue against a 


preferential tariff for colonial sugar. 


Australia was at the parting of the ways. 
She was preparing the way for a new 
tariff, and she desired to include the 
mother country in the inter-Imperial 
preference, but she hesitated to do so 
because there was no reciprocity in this 
country, and she would not enter into a 


policy of “all give and no take.”” He 


hoped the Government would see its way 
to come to some arrangement on the 
Committee stage which would not involve 
a serious loss of revenue, but would be 
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of assistance to the colonies, and parti- 
cularly the West Indies, in this matter, 
and that some scheme would be arrived 
at which would build up again an in- 
dustry that was rapidly slipping away, 
and which would at the same time be 
an earnest of the desire of the Govern- 
ment of the mother country to forward 


the movement of the federation of the | 


colon es. 


*Mr. E. J. C. MORTON (Devonport) : 


In common, I believe, with every Member | 


who has the honour of a seat in this 
House, during the past six or seven 
years | have listened with great pleasure 
and admiration to the six Budget 
speeches of the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer because of the wisdom that was 
contained in them. We have heard 
during the past six years the wisest pos- 
sible advice with regard to the virtue of 
economy and the soundness of free trade ; 
but the unfortunate thing is this—that 
the Budget speeches of the right hon. 
Gentleman have not corresponded with 
his Budgets. I have never listened 
to any Budget speech of the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer without being re- 
minded of the saying of Mr. Sheridan 
when on one occasion addressing an 
audience from the hustings. Seated 
next to him onthe opposite side of the 
wooden barrier was his opponent, and 
while Mr. Sheridan was addressing the 
audience he was hit in the mouth by an 
egg—and an electioneering egg at that— 
the man who threw it immediately 
shouted out, ** | beg your pardon, I meant 
it for your opponent,” and Mr. Sheridan 
replied, ** I wish to Heaven you had meant 
it for me and had hit him.” I take 
the same view with regard to the Budget 
speeches. I would do with a little less 
advice if we could have a little better 
Budget. 

We have to meet an enormous ex- 
penditure not only in consequence of 
the war, but by the growth of the ordinary 
expenditure of the country. In order 
to meet this the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer has proposed an export duty on 
coal, an import duty on sugar, an increase 
on the income tax, and a vast increase 
of the Debt. To three out of those four 
proposals I absolutely object. I have an 


objection to his proposal with regard to | 


the increase of the income tax, which 
Mr. Flower. 


{COMMONS} 
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does not however go down to the root 
| of the matter; but I want to take these 
proposals in order, and I want to draw 
| attention to some things that I have seen 
| with regard to these proposals, and I want 
_to say this, that the only sound principle 
|of finance is that you take out of the 
pocket of the taxpayer the money you 
want—that is to say, direct taxation, 
The moment you commence indirect 
taxation you never know where you are. 
Now on the 18th April last the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer made his Budget 
speech ; early on the morning of the 


ni 


19th I went to Newport, Mon., and 
this is what I found. At midnight 


between the 18th and 19th an order 
had come down to Newport, a town of 
62,000 inhabitants, which subsists en- 
tirely upon the export of coal, that no coal 
was to be exported until a duty of Is.a 
ton had been paid upon it. The effect of 
that order was that the whole of the dock 
labourers were out of employment; 
before twelve o'clock noon the whole of 
the coal trucks which bring the coal from 
North Monmouth were crowded at the 
sidings, waiting at the tips unable to 
unload their coal; and after twelve 
o'clock noon you had the whole of the 
railway men out of employment ; by six 
o'clock at night you had mine managers 
issuing notices to the men that their 
services would not be required next day 
because they had no trucks to carry 
away the coal which they had got up, 
that the whole of the dumping grounds 
at the pits’ mouths were occupied by the 
coal which they had put there. So that 
within twenty-four hours of the making 
of the Budget speech you had three 
industries paralysed in one small distriet. 

Now, I hoped to have had an oppor- 
tunity to address the House on the 
Report stage, and, knowing I was going 
to speak, I got a telegram. This is no 
anonymous communication such as those 
of the President of the Board of Agri- 
culture. [ am going to give the name 
of the person who sent it— 

‘Export trade stopped from midnight 18th 
to morning 23rd, except duty paid, when 
| vessels only required small quantity to finish. 
, Our firm’s accumulation about 40,000 tons, 
‘others similar experience. Collieries and rail- 
ways partially stopped three days; sidings con- 
tained probably 200,000 tons when work re- 
commenced.” 


| ° 
| Signed Pyman, of Messrs. Pyman and 
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Watson, one of the biggest export firms 
we have. Now I do not know whether 
hon. Members are aware of the terms 


I have the 


Newport. It is headed, ‘‘ Concessions 
to British Contractors re Still Current 
Contracts ”” 


| 

(CONCESSIONS TO BRITISH CONTRACTORS RE 

STILL CURRENT CONTRACTS. | 

With reference to telegram on the annexed | 

form the following directions are issued for | 

the guidance of contractors for the export of | 

cal, ete., as to the nature of the information 

to be furnished in support of their claims, and 

vhich should, if possible, accompany the 
contracts themstlves :— 


1, The contractor should understand that he 
should produce evidence to prove how much 


the contract, and how much remains to be 
wo supplied. 

2. To prove that the consignee or buyer 
abroad declines either to forego the contract 
or to allow the addition of the export duty to 
the price. 

3. To prove the loss that would be entailed 
upon himself by his failing to fulfil his con- 
tact, e.g., loss of sums still due to him for 
coal already supplied under the contracts or 
forfeiture on deposit account. 


4. It is to be explained that if either break- | 


ing or continuing to fulfil a contract involves | 
nothing more than a non-realisation of pre- | 
viously expected profit, no concession must be 
expected. 

5. Telegram received 7.3 p.m., 20th inst., | 
contractors should be instructed to disclose | 
aud prove their margin of profits. 

(By order) 
M. J. HARTE, 
Collector. 


Cardiff, 22nd April. 


What is the effect of that order? That | 
very firm, whose name I have mentioned, | 
under the direction of that order, did | 
vnd to a firm in Paris with whom they | 
ld a large contract for export of coal, | 
wreviously made, a telegram to say that 
ty order of the British Government they 
were obliged to ask them to pay them | 





i. a ton more than they had con- | 
acted for, and this is the answer which 
ey got. I give the actual words of the 
laris firm— 





“I certainly willnotask the buyers to now pay 
thigher price than that stipulated in accord- 
face with your instructions in 
the 17th inst. 

“As long asI have been in business I have 
ht broken my word yet, and the moment will 
fot come when I shall do so. If the British 
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| the 
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Government chooses to insert a clause in the 
Coal Export Tax Bill that secures for your 
coal-masters and exporters an mdemnity for 
breach of contract, your country has to 


of the order which was sent down by the | decide whether it is wise or foolish to follow 


Treasury to the Customs House officers. | their lead. As far asI am eoncerned I must 
actual words of the order | just bear the consequences for the small con- 
. . | tract entered into with you as well as for a 
which went down to this same place— | 
| 


further 300,000 tons closed elsewhere, but I 
will maintain my reputation and uphold the 
honest name my firm has preserved now in the 
third generation.” 


A pretty sort of thing to have sent from 
a foreign country to an English firm! 
That is the position in which we are 
landed by this terrible “ out tax,” which 
is the beginning of a method of taxation 
which leads you, as I have said, you do 
not know where. Now, a large part of 


| the South Wales.coal is exported to Genoa 
‘to work the railways of North Italy, 
: | whie i stuffs ingland. 
al has already been supplied by him, and | which bring tood stuffs to Eng 

ao cont : = rf /What is the effect of this tax there ! 
The freights on these railways will be 
|raised, and consequently you will have 


the price of food raised in this country. 


| That, I think, is a thing that has not yet 


been noticed. 

I do not claim to be an expert with 
regard to coal in Northumberland, but 
twenty years ago I was interested in an 
educational movement there which 


| brought me into contact with the miners, 


and [ know something about the condi- 
tion of the miners in that country. The 


| figures are these, and I do not think they 


have been mentioned before. The total 
output of the mines is 11,000,000 tons 
a year, of which 7,600,000 go to 
north Germany. In north Germany 
you have, as. was indicated by 
hon. Member for Chester-le- 
Street, a sort of frontier inside the 
coast-line up to which Northumberland 
coal can be exported at a profit, but 
beyond which it comes into competition 
with Westphalian coal. The result of 
this ls. a ton will be that that frontier 
line will be moved northward, and you 
will have a strip of land which now 
takes Northumberland coal which will 
cease to take it in the future. There are ~ 
a number of pits in Northumberland 
which are working at a very narrow 
margin of profit, or at none at a 

have the honour to know a great many 


your telegram | coal-owners, and they are not amongst 
the least humane of employers of labour 
inthiscountry. If these men are million- 
aires they are keeping the pits working 
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the men. 
Bill 2 I was asked that question in con- 


versation a few days ago by an hon. 
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because they do not want to discharge | people. 
What will be the effect of this ) consider one other thing, because, after 
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I want the House seriously to 


| all, these questions of finance are the 
primal and most important functions 


friend, and I said a large number of | 


breadwinners would be discharged. I 
was asked how many, and I said 6,000. 
The hon. Member for Wansbeck was 
asked the same question the day after, 
and he, not knowing what I had said, 
gave exactly the same figure. 
such a state of things condemn the 
whole policy of this tax? The most 
extraordinary arguments are used in 
favour of this tax. The Chancellor of 
the Exchequer says the foreigners are 
going to pay it, and the argument of his 
supporters is that it will come out of the 
coal-owners. It will not come out of the 
coal-owners. 
who are going to pay, not the men who 
owns the royalties. 
should like to get at. 
Now. I want to refer to the sugar 
tax. I have not the honour of the 
acquaintance of the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer, and, therefore, am not pre- 
judiced in anything I may say. I have 
listened to him for nine years in the 
House, and I have watched his career 
for nearly thirty years. I have a very 
great respect for him, and therefore | 


of Members of the House of Commons. 
The Chancellor of the Exchequer made 
in his Budget speech an extraordinary 


‘statement which I cannot at all under. 
'stand. He said that the cost of the 


Does not | 


It is the colliery owners | 


Those are the men I | 


hope he will see that in what I am going | 


to say no disrespect towards him is in- 
tended. 
Budget speech. which I know he was 
honest in saying. but which was so extra- 
ordinary a thing that, if it had been any- 
body else who had said it, I should 
scarcely have believed it was honestly 
said. He said that Mr. Gladstone would 


have voted for these proposals with | 
‘at present into which sugar, both refine 


regard to the taxation on sugar. 


*THoe CHANCELLOR or tHE EX- 


CHEQUER (Sir M. Hicks Beacu, Bristol, | 


W.): I only said that I thought so. 


*Mr. E. J. C. MORTON: That was 
all I meant to convey. But the point to 
remember is this, 
speech to which the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer referred was made forty years 


that Mr. Gladstone’s | 


ago, when sugar was a luxury. A change | 
has happened since then, and sugar has | 


become a staple article of food of the 
people. Mr. Gladstone 


Mr. E. J. C. Morton. 


would never | 
have consented to tax the food of the | 


| 


collection of this £5,100,000 which he 
expects to get out of the sugar duty is 
going to be only £40,000 a year. How 
are you going to catch this sugar at the 


ports? You are going to do it by polar. 
scopes. I know something about polari- 


scopes, and I can tell the House that 
within the last ten years the price of 
Iceland spar has gone up to fifteen times 
its previous amount, and I doubt whether 
you could get a polariscope now for les 
than £25. The Chancellor of the Ey. 
chequer told us that there were only 
three ports—or, at any rate, a very smal 
number—in the United Kingdom a 
which sugar was imported. 
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*Sir M. HICKS BEACH: Oh, no. 
Raw sugar. 
 *Mr. E. J. C. MORTON : Is not tha 


the sugar you are testing with polar! 
scopes | 
There # 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH: 


He said something in his! no question of testing refined sugit, 


That will be entered on the invoice « 
refined sugar. And that statement wil 
be accepted with an occasional test. 


*Mr. E. J. C. MORTON: You wil 
have this result, that there will be a num 
ber of ports other than those you hav 


and unrefined, will be introduced. 


*Sm M. HICKS BEACH: It isa 


| being carried out now with the greate 


ease. 


*Mr. E. J. C. MORTON: But ya 
have to look to the future. It takes 
little time to produce the results of ba 
taxation. It will not take place ix 
mediately, but within six months yo 
will have to have at all the ports of th 
United Kingdom an entirely reorganise 
system of customs house officers—office 
who are experts in this question, al 








on 


lost if 
But th 
fineries 
been de 
They hh 
the fot 
remova 
sugar 
regard 
have t 
twenty: 
the sta] 
this cor 
sugar | 
as the 
trades, 
numbet 
ployed 
fineries 
the poi 
The Ch 
that it 
ledge tl 
ness of 
these it 
our sug 
of forei; 
and ma 
that wa 
this sug. 
I war 
as the 
with th 
namely, 
Nationa 
think th 
I wish t 
read abo 
the secc 
Econom 
ously ne 
his polit 
fund t: 
single e 
world y 
The poi 
“N 





1064 


riously to 
use, after 
» are the 
functions 
‘ommons. 
er made 
1ordinary 
ll under. 
t of the 
which he 
r duty is 


Finance 


1065 


how you are going to do that on £40,000 
ayear I do not know. But the principal 
wgument I want to put with regard to 
agar is this. Supposing at the time 
when we had a large number of sugar 
refineries in this country you had had a 
proposal to meet the action of foreign 
wuntries in giving bounties, it might 
have been argued that you had a great 
amount of capital sunk in those various 
refineries, and that that capital would be 





“i at rd ost if the refineries were destroyed. 
by polari But the actual fact now is that the re- 
at polar fneries in this country have already 
use that vee? destroyed by the cheapness of sugar. 
price o They have been destroyed not only by 
cen time the foreign bounties, but also by the 
whether moval of the last trace of taxation upon 
v for lex ugar in this country in 1874. With 
the Ey regard to the cheapness of sugar, you 
ere opirg bave two facts—that during the last 
ery smally wenty-six years sugar has become one of 
rdom a the staple articles of food of the people of 
‘ this country, and that that cheapness of | 

sugar has given rise to industries, such 
Oh, m. as the jam, confectionery, and other 

trades, which now employ five times the 

number of people that were ever em- 
not tha Ployed at one time by all the sugar re- 
h polar; fineries in the country. Iam not taking 

the point that this is a protective tax. 





There i ae 
ledge that he is right. 


oth ness of sugar that is the foundation of | 
P 
%; rT our sugar cheaper because of the action | Unfunded Debt. I 
of foreign countries, but we export jam 
You wil cage : 
eanumg that way. All that is going to be hit by | Debt, 
‘ou havg ‘his sugar duty. , 
, refined «=| Want now to refer to what I regard 
as the very worst point in connection 
with the finance of this Government, 
It is oy Ramely, the enormous increase of the 
greated National Debt. Some Members may 
think that this is an academic argument. 
I wish to goodness I could get them to 
But ya readabout twenty pages in one chapter of 


the second volume of Mill’s ‘ Political 


best Economy.”’ I know the point is danger- 
ace in ously near the one mistake Mill made in 
ths yo his political economy, namely, his wage 
3 of th fund theory, | but there is not a 
-ganise single economist of any school in the 
“officeg World who has ever controverted it. 
m, $0 Che point is contained in the chapter 





on ‘National Finance,” and_ the 


423 May 1901} 
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conclusion of the argument is that 
wherever you incur an_ increase of 
the debt that has been incurred by 
an unremunerative expenditure, such 
as upon a war, and when that debt has 
caused an increase in the rate of interest. 
the whole incidence of that falls upon 
labour. Moreover, he mentions it as the 
worst tax you can possibly make, because 
the sacrifice made by labour in meeting 
that tax does not accrue to the national 
exchequer but entirely to the capitalists 
who live upon the income from their 
investments, and the measure of the 
amount that accrues to them is the in- 
crease in the rate of interest. What is 
the condition of the finance of this. 
Government in regard to that question ? 
Before the war began they could borrow 
at 24 per cent., and, according to a return 
that I hold in my hand, they had within 
the last year borrowed at 4} per cent. 
That increase in the rate of interest 
accrues entirely for the benefit of the 
capitalist, and the incidence of it falls 
entirely upon labour. In regard to this 
question of the Debt, I hold here a Return, 
ordered by the House to be printed on 
the 11th March last, and it professes to 
be a statement of the position of the 
Unfunded Debt as it stood on the 27th 
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The Chancellor of the Exchequer argues | February last. There are seven items 
that it is not protective, and I acknow-|in this statement. The three last are 
It is the cheap-| ‘‘ Treasury Bills,” and the three items 


preceding ‘ Treasury Bills” are ‘ Ex- 


these industries. Not only do we get|chequer Bonds.” That undoubtedly is 


have never been 
able to get any definition that clearly 


ind make a profit out of foreigners in | differentiates Funded from Unfunded 


excepting this—that Funded 
Debt is inscribed on the books of the 
Bank of England, and the script, what- 
ever it is that represents it, is transferable 
like a bill of exchange from hand to 
hand, whereas Unfunded Debt is not so 
inscribed and can be transferred. The 
first item, however, is the largest. The 
amount is £30,000,000, and it is de- 
scribed as “ National War Loan Stock 
and Bonds.” I have ascertained that 
that is inscribed on the books of the Bank 
of England, and that the stock and bonds 
are not negotiable like bills of exchange. 
Therefore, I ask, why in the world is it 
put down as part of the Unfunded Debt ? 
I can give the answer. It is because the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer at the time 
when the debt was contracted did not. 
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think he would have to come on the tax- there should be some relation betweey 
payers of this country for it. He thought | our great direct tax upon capital and our 
he was going to get it out of the mines | | direct tax upon income. Our direct tax 
inthe Transvaal. But on the 18th April | | upon income is, of course, the income tax, 
last, in his Budget speech, the right hon. and the direct tax upon capital is the 


Gentleman declared— death duty. The death duties stand 
Eg cee eee ee ay almost exactly where they did when they 
hopes to the Committee that I should be able, were established in 1894. The right 


en the occasion of this Budget,'to say some-| hon. Gentleman the Member for West 

thing definite as toa proposal for obtainingfrom | Monmouthshire said at the time that 
Transvaal some contributi ais é 

the Transvaal some contribution towards the | there ought to be some relation between 


cost of the war. I informed the Committee : : 
that we had appointed Sir David Barbour to the amount raised by the death duties 


visit the Transvaal and to report upon the and the amount raised by the income tax, 
financial situation and upon the prospects of and he made his estimate with regard to 
such acontribution. Sir David Barbour under- the death duties upon the basis of an 8d. 
took the commission, but I need not say the). oie I 

prolongation of the war has very much income tax. The income tax, since then, 
hindered and deterred him in hiswork. Ithas has been increased by 6d., and I say that 


been practically impossible for him to complete the death duties ought to be raised in the 
the inquiry in the time which I had anticipated, |.) me proportion. By that means you 
and therefore I have no report from him at the aaa : a 
present moment.” would probably raise £10,000,000 a year 
more in taxation than you at present do. 
How comes it that the right hon. The other suggestion I have to make is 
Gentleman issues this Return as to the, that we ought to tax the enormously 
condition of the Debt on 27th February, inflated value of the land in towns. I 
and makes that speech on 18th April? you take that, and the mining royalties, 
Surely, by the 27th February he knew | and the wayleaves, you have an income 
perfectly well Sir David Barbour’s | of £120,000,000 a year, which at present 
opinion. Why, then, does he put this | js absolutely untaxed, except by way of 
£30,000,000 down as part of the! income tax and death duties, both of 
Unfunded Debt ! which taxes are paid by any man who 
/earns £160 a year and who leaves £500 
*Sir M. HICKS BEACH : The distince-| when he dies. There surely is a souree 
tion which has generally been recognised | from which you might not only get the 
between funded and unfunded debt is! cost of this war, but also the money for 
that in regard to funded debt, like | social reforms which you have promised, 
consols, payment cannot be demanded | and in regard to which you have deceived 
by the holder of the security. Un-| the people by not carrying them out. 
funded debt is debt the payment of which | There is a source of income we want to 
can be demanded by the holder of the | get at, and I say that it is a source which 
security at fixed times—such as Treasury | you ought to tax. 
Bills or the War Loan. It has nothing | "And now, Mr. Speaker, in conclusion, 
whatever to do with Sir David Barbour | [ desire to thank the House for having 
or the Transvaal. listened to me for so long. And yet | 
| make no apology for having detained the 
*Mr. E. J. C. MORTON : I should like} House on this question. For it is the 
to have some other expert opinion upon | original, primal, and essential function 
that point. I very much doubt whether | and duty of Members of this House of 
the right hon. Gentleman would be} Commons, and of Members of this House 
borne out by his own Department in his | of Commons alone, to decide what sup- 
view. But, however that may be, I} plies shall be granted to the Sovereign to 
object to all the taxation of this Govern-| carry on the government of the country 
ment, and, above all, I object to their | and to uphold the position of the Empire 
debt. I may therefore be asked, ‘‘ Sup-| before the world. It is their function 
posing the Liberals came into office}and duty to criticise and direct the 
to-morrow, and had to meet these| appropriation of the supplies they have 
demands, what is your alternative?” | voted, and, above all, it is their function 
I have two alternative propositions. I| and duty to initiate and determine the 
hold that in any sound method of finance | taxation that should be imposed upon 
Mr. E. J. C. Morton. 
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the people to meet the cost of these | extending over two generations of human 
supplies. When a Minister of the Crown | life, and if, even without listening to the 
comes down to this House and in Com-| magic of his divine voice, we could look 
mittee of Supply proposes Estimates for , upon the light in his eyes, there are men 
the maintenance of the Department; on both front benches who would not 
which he has in charge, he does so as a dare say the things, and give the votes, 
Minister of the Crown—he in effect isthe! and abstain from giving the votes, as 
bearer of a message from the King to the , they have been doing during the last 
House of Commons. But when the three weeks. It is because I see in the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer in Com-| reckless and reactionary finance of the 
mittee of Ways and Means proposes the | past six years the beginning of the pro- 
taxation necessary to meet the cost of cess of sapping, undermining, wasting 
these Estimates, he does so, not in his | away, and weakening the foundations on 
capacity as Minister of the Crown, but | which our power and our Empire rest, 
simply and solely in his capacity as an that I appeal even to hon. Members 
ordinary Member of the House of Com- | opposite to bring pressure to bear on the 
mons. Government which cannot exist without 
I cannot help feeling that the rank and their support, and to put a stop to the 
file of Members of the House of Commons heedless and headlong course which 
have forgotten in recent years their duty | they are pursuing. Am I to find that it 
in this respect. They have come to is hopeless to make such an appeal ? 
think that their whole business is to I pray it may not be so. But if it is so— 
register the decrees of Ministers, if they if you will not listen to our appeal, if you 
happen to sit on that side of the House, will not put patriotism before party, and 
or to support blindly and unquestioningly principles before personalities, then be 
the criticisms of those who have been assured we shall appeal to that power 
Ministers, if they happen to sit on this which lies behind this House of Commons; 
side of the House, and the result is a to that power from which alone even the 
diminution of the efficiency, the credit,| House of Commons itself receives its 
and the dignity of the House of Commons | Whole authority, we shall appeal to the 
in the constitution of the Empire. I electorate, to the people of this country, 
appeal to all Members of the House to we shall appeal to the nation itself, and I 
resume their ancient functions. We all am confident we shall not appeal in 
of us feel the most inspiring pride—-you on | Vain. 
that side are not the most backward in 
expressing your pride—in the great *Mr. JAMES LOWTHER (Kent, 
Empire which our fathers have built up, Thanet): It is not my intention to follow 
But remember this—however majestic up the line of argument advanced by the 
the edifice may be, it is doomed to de- hon. Member who has just sat down. 
struction if it is founded onthe sand. It’ which seems to be that one set of persons 
can only endure if it is founded upon the should find the money for others to spend, 
rock of the freedom, the happiness, the | but I wish to say a few words with 
education, the intelligence, and the well-| regard to the general principles of this 
being of every one of the humblest and financial scheme. This is indeed a 
the poorest of our citizens. ‘memorable Budget. It is memorable 
During the past sixty years we have | for the reason that for the first time 
laid deep and strong the foundation of during the thirty-five years I have sat 
our Empire upon this rock, but it has in Parliament a Chancellor of the Ex- 
been owing to the life work of three of chequer has come down and_ boldly 
the greatest financial statesmen that admitted that our much-vaunted finan- 
ever served a nation. It has been owing | cial system has broken down. We were 
to the life work of Peel, of Cobden, and, told that our financial system would be 
greatest of all, of Gladstone. Ah, Mr. equal to any strain. The Member for 
Speaker, could we but raise from the dead | West Monmouthshire is never tired of 
one supremely great man who is now | telling us that the system of placing 
resting in the great Abbey, and for five | taxes upon a few articles is a sound policy. 
minutes he could re-enter this House! TheChancellorof the Exchequer, however, 


which he dominated for a period of time | has boldly admitted that our financial 
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system has broken down. I say emphati- 
cally that it has not broken down in con- 


sequence of the strain of the war, but it is| I certainly welcome the new taxes as 


our normal expenditure, rather than the | 
strain of the war, which has exposed | 
the weakness of our fiscal system. I | 
dare say that I shall be told that my | 
views are not popular, but I say that this | 
false and one-sided system of so-called | 


free trade which we have pursued for | 
so many years has been discarded by the | 
whole world, and we are the only sur- 
vivors who retain those opinions, and 
principles which have admittedly now | 
completely broken down. Does any- | 
one deny that this system has proved 
unequal to meet the emergencies 
of the country? We have been told a 
great deal about the bloated Estimates 
presented to Parliament. I do not | 
apply this term to the real requirements 
ot this country, although I do say that 
economy has entirely ceased to be adopted 
seriously in this House. The right hon. 
(sentleman the Member for East Wolver- 
hampton, in his very moderate speech, | 
dealt very fairly with the question as a 
whole, but even he did not suggest any | 
bona fideeconomy. He hinted at cutting 
off a certain number of men from the 
Army, and adopting some small re- | 
ductions which would probably take the | 


shape of reducing our supply of | 
cordite and that sort of thing, while 
at the same time he = said _ that 


he would vote for any naval Estimates | 
which a responsible Government said 
were necessary for the safety of the | 
country. He vaguely talked of reducing 
certain Estimates, but when we come to 
analyse his suggestions it only amounts | 
to the criticism that greater caution 
should be taken with regard to the 
money spent, as distinguished from any 
bona fide attem pt to reduce the total of the | 
national expenditure. What is to become 
of the money saved by those reduced | 
Estimates ! No; the| 


Is it to be saved ? 
suggestion is that it should be devoted 
to other purposes. Whether you turn | 
to the defensive Estimates or to the Civil | 
Service, nobody has any practical policy | 
of economy to advance. In the Civil 


Service Estimates the army of inspectors 
has doubled and trebled, and, as I have 
myself vainly urged upon the House of 
Commons, our educational expenditure 
might be largely reduced. 


Mr. James Lowther. 
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Bill. 


As regards the taxes which 
Chancellor of the Exchequer proposes, 


being steps towards a sounder financial 
system. I admit that, as regards the 


I | coal duty, I do not like an export duty, 


I think that is an unsound principle, 
but my right hon. friend certainly con- 
soled me by expressing his conviction 
that the foreigner would pay it. This 
is a great advance, for the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer has always been regarded 
as the foreigner’s friend. If the foreigner 
is found to pay this coal-tax it will con- 
tinue. If it is found that the foreigner 
does not pay it, it will have to go, and 
that at no very distant date. Perhaps 
I may be permitted to express my 
approval of the sugar duty. While | 
approve of this duty I must say that I do 
not regard sugar so much as an essential 
necessary of life. I believe that greater 
economy in the use of sugar would, in 
many respects, be a very good thing, 
especially for the rising generation, to 
whom unlimited lollipops are scarcely an 
unmixed advantage. [| would point 
out to the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
that, in introducing this sugar duty, he 
has once more missed a grand oppor- 
tunity of performing an act which would 
have been welcomed, not only by the 
great mass of the people of this country, 


| but also by all our fellow-subjects in our 
|loyal colonies and dependencies. My 


right hon. friend has missed a grand 
opportunity of giving preferential advan- 
tages to our colonies and dependencies. 
The Chancellor of the Exchequer has 
had his attention called prominently 
to the suggestion which has been made 
from important colonial sources with 


'regard to the preferential system of 


trade within the Empire. The Colonial 
Conference held at Ottawa in 18% 
unanimously adopted a resolution in 
favour of preferential trade within the 
Empire, on which occasion the repre- 


' sentatives of all the colonies and the 


dependencies of the Crown strongly 
urged a Customs arrangement by 
which the trade within the Empire 
could be placed on a more favour- 
able footing than that carried on with 
foreign countries. A resolution to this 
effect. was subsequently unanimously 
adopted in 1897, during the last 
Jubilee year, by the conference of 
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the Premiers of all the colonies which | nothing in return, it is only human 
was held in London. At that con-/ nature that they will look out for their 
ference the representatives of the own advantages, and make bargains 
colonies undertook to confer with where they can best make them. If we do 
their colleagues to see whether such a| miss this grand opportunity, I say that 
view could not be carried out in regard! it will be the fault of the Chancellor 
to the products in the United Kingdom. | of the Exchequer. I will not allude in 
| will not follow up this question, but 1 | detail to the question of the West Indies, 
think it only right to add that the Aus- ‘but we all know that this sugar duty 
tralian Premiers. in view of the estab-'| afforded a special opportunity to consider 
lishment of the Commonwealth, passed the demands of these dependencies. 
a resolution in similar terms as recently | There can be no doubt that unless some- 
as 1898. In one quarter especially | thing is promptly done in this direction 
words have been followed by practical there will inevitably arise a demand for a 
deeds, and it is worth noting that the! closer union between America and the 
Liberal Prime Minister of Canada—Sir West Indies. Surely nothing could more 
Wilfrid Laurier—is a member of the) seriously injure the British Empire than 
Cobden Club, and he was specially deco- | spurning the advances of our colonies in 
rated by that club with their gold; a commercial direction. The Secretary 
medal, notwithstanding the fact that for the Colonies has pronounced himself 
he had just recently passed through | strongly in favour of reciprocal trading 
the Canadian Legislature a preferential relations with the colonies. He stated 
rate of 25 per cent. to British goods. | that Imperial unity could be best brought 
Nevertheless the Cobden Club overlooked | about in the first instance from its com- 
that, and gave him the gold medal. | mercial side. Those sentiments will be 
Fortified by the opinion of his fellow yery generally shared by hon. Members 
colonists he has since changed that | jn all parts of the House. 

25 per cent. into no less than a 33} per, As to the old Cobdenite doctrine, 
cent. preference with regard to goods that is played out. I do not hesitate 
coming within the limits of this Empire. | to say that if Sir W. Laurier—a Liberal 
That is a proof that the colonies are pre- and a Member of the Cobden Club 
pared to act up to the resolution they itself—has shown the way, even the 
have passed. The Australian repre-| most timid mumbler of the dry bones of 
sentatives who were over here last year | political economy surely may follow suit. 
made no secret of their desire in this} The Chancellor of the Exchequer is at 
matter. Therefore, | say that an oppor- least fifty years behind the times in his 
tunity was offered to my right hon. | commercial and financial views. Every 
friend of cementing that bond of union country in the world has eschewed his 
between all the branches of the British , yiews, and I will not now go over the 
race by an act which would have cost him | globe to mention the countries that 
nothing. This is why I say that a grand have eschewed them. Reference has 
opportunity has been missed. The views been made just now to a great name 
of my right hon. friend are the views which has passed from amongst us— 
of sixty years ago, and he will not be able| Mr. Gladstone. Mr. Gladstone fore- 
to permanently stand in the way of this saw all this in 1894, when he 
great advance towards British union. | pointed out that we had lost ground 
Only a day or two ago the Secretary of | not only amongst the countries which had 
State for the Colonies stated in reply to| hitherto retained Protectionist views, 
a question that the Canadian Govern-/ but also in countries where free trade 
ment, who naturally were tired of waiting had been tentatively adopted, and he 
for corresponding action upon the part | mentioned France and America. I only 
of the mother country, had subsidised a | mention this fact to show that my right 
foreign steamship service to the extent | hon. friend, in resisting what is a truly 
of no less than £10,000 a year. Our | national impulse in England towards the 
colonies have naturally to look to them- | consolidation of the Empire upon sound 
selves first. If they find that they are|broad lines of reciprocal commercial 
giving 334 per cent. of an advantage | advantage, is simply kicking against the 
to the mother country, and are getting | pricks. He is running against the strong 
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current of the time, and he will soon find 
that he will have to give way to a strong 
public opinion. I will conclude by saying 
that I feel it to be my duty to urge these 
views very strongly upon the House. I 
will not trouble the House with taxes 
that I could suggest. I know that, so far 
from our expenditure diminishing, it is 
bound to increase largely in the future. 
I know that my right hon. friend warned 
us the other day that there would have 
to be interest paid upon the money 
borrowed, and he spoke of the Sink- 
ing Fund, by which I conclude he 
meant an augmented scheme for the 
reduction of our largely increased 
National Debt, but he omitted to men- 
tion that there were looming in the 
near future large fresh items of expen- 
diture, such as old-age pensions, which 
he will have to give way to. 
it will be accepted throughout the House 
that, unless the who derive 
benefit from those pensions are not sub- 
stantial contributors, it will be purely 
Socialism. Hence old age pensions, 
which are bound to come, will necessi- 


classes 


tate recourse to indirect taxation upon | 


articles of general consumption which 


my right hon. friend will have to come | 


to me for suggestions upon, little as he 
likes such a prospect. 
is beyond the question we have to con- 


sider to-night, my last word upon which | 


is that even now I trust my right 
hon. friend will consider, before it is 
too late, whether he cannot give effect 
to the very large desire expressed through 
the Empire for preferential advantages 
to our colonies and dependencies. 


Mr. JOHN MORLEY (Montrose 
Burghs): I am afraid | must ask in no 


conventional sense for the indulgence of 
the House whilst I offer one or two 
observations upon the Bill now under 
discussion. I will not, as this moment 
at all events, follow the right hon. 
Gentleman who has just sat down, but I 
will refer the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer to him as the awful example 
of what is going to happen to His 
Majesty’s Government, and, perhaps, to 
Governments that may follow on this 
side of the House, if the present course 
of foreign and colonial policy is pursued. 
A discussion took place in the earlier 
proceedings on this Bill on the point of 
Mr. James Lowther. 


{COMMONS} 


I think | 


That, however, | 
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economy, and my right hon. friend the 
Member for East Wolverhampton brought 
a motion before the House, of which the 
point was that economy in our normal 
expenditure was the thing to which we 
ought to direct our attention. I was not 
able myself to agree in that view, because 
I felt that this Budget, moved as it is at 
| this stage of a great war, is a landmark 
o- will prove to have been a landmark 
‘in our fiscal history. This Budget is not 
the last chapter, but the first ; it is not 
the end, but the beginning of, I believe, 
a new system on which we have em 
barked. Economy, no doubt, is what we 
all desire, but which, I believe, none of us, 
so long as the present maxims of policy 
are accepted, will be able to attain. 
| Every one of us would vote for platonic 
motions for economy of expenditure, but 
it is idle to support these mot‘ons or to 
_delude ourselves with the idea that they 
have any real significance so long as we 
| pursue and nurse ourselves with the 
idea, in Lord Salisbury’s words, that it 
'is our duty to take everything and to 
| fight everybody. All depends upon that. 
} 





Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : The Prime 
Minister did not say that, ii | understood 
'my right hon. friend to imply that he 


used those words ? 


| Mr. JOHN MORLEY: | did the 
| Prime Minister great wrong if | said that ; 
'on the contrary, the Prime Minister was 
on the side of which the hon. Member 
for West Monmouthshire and I are 
humble members. It was the Prime 
| Minister who said that you will get into 
|great scrapes if you follow the present 
'tendency to take everything and fight 
| everybody. 
| One phrase fell from my right hon. 
‘friend the Member for East Wolver- 
| hampton the other night which I a little 


quarrel with. He said, talking of naval 
|expenditure, that you ought to listen to 
ithe experts of the Navy. Perhaps the 
| Chancellor of the Exchequer will agree 
with me that if you do that there will be 
no economy in the Navy. I regard that 
expression of my right hon. friend as 
being just as fatal to economy as the 
extraordinary suggestion thrown out by 
others on my own side of the House that 
the Commander-in-Chief of the Army 
shall be free to come to Parliament and 
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be able to fight his own parliamentary 
chief on matters of Army administration. 
I am not so old-fashioned as the right 
hon. Member for Thanet, but I am old- 
fashioned enough to protest altogether 
in the name of economy and of the con- 
stitutional system against any idea of the 
kind—that either the experts of the Navy 
of the Commander-in-Chief shall over- 
rule or appeal to Parliament against their 
parliamentary chiefs. The hon. Member 
for Exeter two days ago made a most 
interesting speech on economy, with 
most of which I entirely agree ; but I will 
venture to tell my hon. friend this, what 
Mr. Gladstone said to me a thousand 
times, that there are only two ways of 


getting economy effected—one is the way | 


pursued by a former Member for Mont- 
rose, Mr. Hume—a vigilant, tenacious, 
minute attention to details year after year, 
Committee after Committee ; the other 
way is that a Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer like Mr. Gladstone in Lord 
Palmerston’s Government, like Lord 
Randolph Churchill with less success in 
another Government, like, perhaps, the 
present Chancellor of the Exchequer, can, 
no doubt, effect economies, but all these 
ideas of Committees examining Estimates 
are unavailing. I have been in the 
House a good many years and I have 
heard proposals for economy. They all 
come to nothing. You must either 
pursue economy in detail year after year, 
or else instal in power if you can a Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer who will insist 
on having his own way in the matter of 
expenditure. I do not believe, for my 
part, that there is going to be any great 
economy. I do not see in the present 
temper of the people of this country 
where the steam, the generative force, of 
economy in this House, is to come from. 

But I now come to the Finance Bill. 
I have given some votes in favour of the 
proposals of the Government, but I dis- 
claim altogether the notion that in these 
votes | meant to, or hoped that the 
House would—to borrow my right 
hon. friend’s phrase the other night— 
penalise the voters because they have 
adopted them. I will never deny that 
the country has adopted the policy of 
His Majesty’s present Ministers. It 
would be childish to talk of penalising | 
any body of men because they hold 
opinions which we do not happen to | 
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hold. Blood has been shed ; thousands 
of our women have been made widows, 
thousands of children have been made 
fatherless ; millions of wealth accumu- 
lated by the toil and skill of men have 
been flung down the abyss in pursuit 
of a policy which I must call a policy 
of stupendous folly. You have sown 
broadcast with both hands the seeds of 
enmity between two races, and if that is 
wrong, as | think it is, retribution will 
follow in a thousand shapes. I do not 
mean by retribution a twopenny income 
tax, and I do not think that a halfpenny 
a pound on sugar is the full Nemesis of 
these transactions. At the same time, 
though I should be most sorry to advo- 
cate any scheme of taxation which would 
look vindictive, I do rather rejoice at a 
scheme of taxation that is instructive. 
It is rather humiliating at this time of 
day, in our new century, but I declare 
what I think is true, that after all, in 
spite of a free press, in spite of the pulpit, 
the taxgatherer is, after all, the real 
schoolmaster. I cannot conceive any 
great empire existing under much more 
dangerous conditions than ours is likely 
to exist in if a great army of electors is to 
decide on questions of peace and war— 
decide on these great issues of poliey— 
without its being brought home to them 
closely, directly, and, as Mr. Gladstone 
said in the passage quoted by the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer, * intelligibly 
and palpably,” what the effects of their 
acts and decision will be. But there is 
another element of danger. We are 
told by those organs of the press which 
worked before the raid and after the raid 
for this war that the opinion of the 
colonies must be taken upon the terms 
of any settlement which is ultimately 
arrived at. I almost think that my right 
hon. friend the Colonial Secretary has 
on one occasion used language which 

pointed in that direction. Well, if you 

are going to have war and peace—the 

launching of a war and the settlement of 

the terms of peace—dependent upon an 

electorate who are not to be made per- 

sonally, palpably, and intelligibly re- 

sponsible, and upon colonists who, more- 

over, contribute nothing to the cost of 

the war, I think that all will agree with 

me—all who are willing and capable of 

looking at these questions largely—that 

no empire has ever been in, a more 

dangerous condition than ours. 
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1 will not detain the House with 
figures, but | want to put in one figure, 
which I believe to be right, to show 
where we now stand and what is the 
point of this Budget. It seems to me 
much more to the point, and it brings 
home the matter much more to the 
minds of the electors than any talk 
about economy. You borrowed a sum 
on which at 2} per cent.—and that is 
giving you a little advantage, for on 
some you pay more—the annual charge 
will be £3,500,000. Then ‘you put 
upon yourselves an additional charge 
ot nearly three times that amount for 
the Army. You maintain that this 
new charge of £9,500,000 for the 
Army is a necessary and permanent 
charge; and this, together with 
the £3,500,000, makes a sum _ of 
£13,000,000. What is that ? We have 
fastened round our necks by reason of 


this war anannual liability and obligation | 


to pay £13,000,000, which is the equiva- 
lent of an extra loan upon our shoulders 
of 470 millions added to the National 
Debt. The First Lord of the Treasury 
dissents from that proposition. The 
figures are there. I quite admit that 
there is a difference between a charge 
which Parliament votes and can dis- 
continue when it likes and a permanent 
charge on the National Debt. But the 
Gentlemen on the Treasury Bench can- 
not say so, because they say that the 
charge is necessary and permanent. 
We have, at all events, got rid in a quiet 
way of the idea that of this vast burden 
any part is coming to us from the 'Trans- 
vaal. I remember three or four years 
ago the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
gave a great deal of innocent pleasure 
to his political friends, and I rather 
think to some of my political friends 
also, by calling me “the false prophet 
of the Soudan.” I think he has found 
out by this time that there are other 
parts of Africa besides the Soudan that 
breed false prophets. It is not so long 
since the right hon. Gentleman talked 
of ten millions for this war. Then 
he says, in order to soothe the House— 
I do not mean in order to delude the 
country, but to keep the country 
simmering in expectation of Transvaal 
relief—* We shall keep the claim alive. 
We shall not leave the question out of 


Mr. John Morley. 


{COMMONS} 


‘to get from the colonies? All that we 


view. My right hon. friend the Colonial | can in reason expect to get from them, 
3 ! 
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Secretary and I will get whatever is 
| possible.” I wonder whether the House 
observed an answer which the right 
hon. Gentleman was good enough to 
make to a question I put to him. He 
said :—* We shall get whatever is possible 
from the new Government which is to 
be set up in the Transvaal.” Then } 
asked, “Are they to consent to the 
contribution?” And the right hon. 
Gentleman answered, “No. We shall 
be very interested in hearing what they 
have to say ; but of course the Imperial 
Government must ultimately decide.” 
I was sorry to hear that answer. I was 
sorry because you will have fresh con- 
fusion and conflict in South Africa, 
because when that Government is set 
up—and it will not be set up very soon 
—you will immediately have, of course, 
a combination of Boer aid Briton, and 
I think they will have a very good argu- 
ment ready to their hand against con- 
tributing one sou to your charge, and 
their argument will be this, ‘“ We are 
a special class, but you have declared 
that this war in South Africa was waged 
not for a special class, not for territory, 
but for the interest of the Empire as a 
whole. Why should the people of the 
Transvaal, then, pay for what is for the 
interest of the Empire as a whole!” 
I am not going to argue that, but I am 
perfectly sure that after all these trials 
you will not get anything at all, or, if 
you do get anything, you will get it 
at a price which certainly will not be 
worth paying. 

But | heard with surprise what was 
said about the colonies, and I thought 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer the 
other night went as far as prudence 
allowed when he spoke of colonial con- 
tributions under another head. We 
heard about Imperial funds and colonial 
contributions. Now, have hon. Gentle- 
men considered, when they look at this 
enormous figure, which [ put at a sum 
equivalent to an addition of £470,000,000 
to the National Debt—have they con- 
sidered, in view of this stupendous 
figure, what sum they can reasonably 
expect to get from the colonies ? What 
will it be 2 How are they to go about 
it? I wonder, putting it at the utter- 
most, what you can reasonably expect 
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at the highest estimate, would not relieve | 
us of one penny in the income tax— 
there are 14,000,000 of people against 
our 40,000,000—if you got to the full 
this colonial contribution. I read a 
sentence the other day by a Gentleman 
we well knew in this House as Sir John 
Lubbock, now Lord Avebury, He said— 

“Tt seems to me unfortunate that we use the | 
word Imperial in two senses. Ifitis a question | 
of interest or expenditure it implies the whole | 
Empire, but when it comes to the payment of 
the bill the word Imperial is confined to the | 
British Islands.”’ 
There (pointing to the Irish Benches) 
is one of the British Islands, and the | 
one that has suffered most from our 
misrule, and that forlorn island has to 
pay its share of this enormous charge, | 
while the colonies, far better off than 
our own poor people, are able to feast, | 
apparently—feast is, perhaps, not the 
right word—are able to enjoy old-age 
pensions, which we cannot. The hon. 
Gentleman the Secretary to the Admi- 
ralty the other day said with the Imperial 
instinct boiling over in him, “* Our own 
people first, our own people second, our 
own people third.’’ I say the same, 
but I include the people who happen 
to live in these two islands. 

Now | come to the observations that 
fell from the Chancellor of the Exchequer 


on Monday night about the war. They 
struck me very much. He said, * If 


the issue was whether Briton or Boer 
should be supreme in South Africa, | 
then £140,000,000 is a trifle in com- | 
parison.” I would just say in passing 
that is rather a new reading of the 
orthodox formula. I thought it was 
to be “equal rights.” Equal rights ! 
It appears that it is not that—it is not 
to be equal rights—it is to be the mastery 
of one race over the other. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) : 
But they are not masters yet. 


Mr. JOHN MORLEY: Yes, mastery 
of one race over the other, and in the 
name of mastery you have suppressed two 
little States which had as good a title— 
{Loud cries of ‘‘ No” from the Ministerial | 
Benches and Opposition cheers. |—as good 
a title—[Cries of “ No.” ]—I hope hon. 
Members will listen to me—as good a 
title, if public law has any validity at all, 
to govern themselves as you have. | 
think it was a right hon. friend of mine 


'fessed to desire. 
_moment the difficulties of the problem of 
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| sources in my contention. 
‘to take up the time of the House in 


| cries 
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who said—some of my friends have said 
some very embarrassing things—that 


‘the Government of the South African 


Republic was an imposture. [Ministerial 
cheers.| Be it so, but at all events it was 
a Government which the people to whom 
the country belonged cherished and have 
given their lives for. 

Mr. CUST (Southwark, Bermondsey) : 
May I remind the hon. Gentleman that 
in both cases the title to self-government 
was given by England to the Republics ? 

Mr. JOHN MORLEY: I have got 


passages, I will not say by the dozen, but 


'a good many passages from despatches 


written in 1896, 1897, and 1898 which 
should entirely bear me out from official 
I do not want 


kindling again the fires of the old con- 
troversy. [am quite ready to do so, but 
there will be abundant opportunities to 
argue that out here and elsewhere. But 
I must traverse the way in which the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer put the 
issue in the sentence I have already 
quoted. It was not a question as the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer put it. The 
question of Boer and Briton was solving 
itself. The two races were intermarry- 
ing ; their English education was slowly, 
but effectually, working out the legiti- 
mate influence of England—call it 


| Supremacy or what you like. Mr. Kruger, 


the representative and the rallying point 
of old and reactionary ideas, was himself 
anoldman. A reform party was opposed 
to him that had all the future before it. 
Time and patience were bringing about 
all that any British statesman either on 
that side of the House or on this, and I do 
not except my right hon. friend the 
present Colonial Secretary, ever pro- 
I do not deny for a 


adjusting the relations between two very 
different races, between two sets of men 
under very different and antagonistic 
social conditions. I do not deny, I never 
have denied, the enormous difficulties of 
solving that problem, but I contend 
that by taking the sword—{Ministerial 
of ‘“‘Who took the sword ?”’| 


_—to cut the knot of the entangle- 
ment which statesmanlike patience 


would have untied was a fatal blunder. 
I perceive that Gentlemen opposite 
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think all this picture of mine is a|If I have transcribed the words wrongly 


dream. [Ministerial cheers. | 
in imputing to them that view. 
who tells you so? 
“You.’’] Pardon me. 
you so are the same men who told you, 
even at the eleventh hour, that there 
would be no war; 
when the war broke out, said it, would be 
over in three months ; the same men who 
said the war would cost £10,000,000. and 
it has cost £150,000,000 ; the same men 
who said the Boers had lost their old 
heart and spirit for fighting, though they 
have been as brave as our own brave 
men. Then, when I am told that my 
view, that our view, of all this policyis a 
dream, I say were not your advisers, your 
inspirers, dreaming when they launched 
you on this enterprise? The Chancellor 


But | 


of the Exchequer’s expenditure of 
£150,000,000 has brought not what 


British statesmen wanted, but precisely 
what they did not want. It has brought 
material havoc and ruin unspeakable ; 
unquenched and, for long, unquenchable 
racial animosities ; a task of political 
reconstruction of incomparable difficulty 
and all the other consequences which 
I need not dwell upon of this war, which | 
think a hateful war ; a war insensate and 
infatuated, 
mischief and irreparable wrong. 

I will now go on, if the House will 
allow me, to make a remark or two on 
the finance. I confess that I do not 
quite understand the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer's position. I am not going to 
indulge in any harassing gibes about an 
economical Chancellor of the Exchequer 
remaining in an extravagant Cabinet. 
Others besides him have found out that 
it is much easier to get into a Cabinet 
than to get out of it. The Chancellor 
of the Exchequer said that this growth 
of expenditure carries with it the gravest 
danger to the financial system to which 
this country owes its prosperity. 

*Sir M. HICKS BEACH: I did not 
say that. What I did say was that the 
rate of growth that had gone on during 
the last few years could not continue 
without such a danger. 


Mr. JOHN MORLEY: 
were :— 


The 


words 


“This growth of expenditure carries with it | 


the gravest danger to the financial system to | 
which this country owes its prosperity.” 


Mr. John Morley. 


[Ministerial cries of | 
Those who tell | 


the same men wha, | 


a war of uncompensated | 


/ 


position of grave national danger. 
| point is this—How is the Chancellor of 


lamright |I will withdraw. 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH : 


sure of what I said. 


Mr. JOHN MORLEY: Well, so be it. 
It comes to this—that the right hon. 
Gentleman is a party, an accessory, a 
confederate, an accomplice in what he 
admits to be putting you on the road toa 


My 


[ am quite 


the Exchequer going to meet that danger? 
I confess I am disappointed, because 
having listened to him for two or three 
years, and watched his own inclination, 
and especially having listened to him 
this year, I cannot see where it is that he 
wants us to go. He used a phrase he is 
never weary of using, “* You must widen 
the basis of taxation.” . After consider- 
ing the Chancellor of the Exchequer’s 


‘position as well as I possibly could, I am 


afraid that is a mere phrase. Taking 
indirect taxation, how are you going 


to widen the basis there? He has him- 
self said that in wine, beer, spirits, and 
tobacco he has got to the full length of 
his tether, and that the taxable capacity 
of those who contribute to these great 
reservoirs of taxation is now at an end. 

Then I come to what I confess interests 
me very much—I think it has been 
overlooked in the discussion so far upon 
this Bill and the preliminary resolutions 
—I mean direct taxation. The Chancellor 
of the Exchequer does not think it wise 
to lower the exemption rate of the income 
tax. He does not think it wise even ina 
moment of financial crisis like this to 
suspend or alter the scale of abatement, 
and this immense impost is to go on being 
levied upon the same scale as at present 


without any differentiation as far as 
distribution goes. One or two hon. 
Gentlemen opposite really talked ot 


taxation as some persons have talked of 
war, as a splendid thing in itseli—that it 
braces a man. They have talked of it 
as of the other doctrines that have been 
produced by this great explosion ot 
barbarism that has been going on. It is 
represented that taxation is something 
fine. I readin a print of great authority— 


| we have not yet heard it in the House—at 


least I have not yet heard it—that froma 
national point of view the larger part of 
‘the naval and military expenditure is 
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only a matter of form. We are told by 
our instructors that most of the money 
passes out of one pocket into another. 
It must be some: view of that kind 
which explains the attitude of this House 
upon the income tax. The doctrine that 
naval and military expenditure adds to 
the wealth of the country is, at this time 
of day, one of the most astonishing 
doctrines that ever was advanced. And 
they say, “Oh! Much of this huge 
figure is spentin England.” To say that 
that is any alleviation is just as absurd as 
this case would be, which I rather think 
[remember from one of the old economic 
books :—A tax-gatherer goes into a 
man’s shop and he takes out of the till, 
as tax-gatherer, £100, and_ presently 
there comes in another Government agent 
who, with that £100, buys £100 worth 
of the shopkeeper’s goods. And then he 
says to the shopkeeper, “ You are not 
ruined, you are none the worse.’’ That 
ridiculous fallacy, that idiotic fallacy, is a 
fallacy that is now current among 
people who are really supposed to know 
the secrets of City and other finance. 
Now, let us look at the income tax for a 
moment. Ever since 1895 the income tax 
has stood at 8d.—and at 8d., mark you, 
in a time of peace. Within the last two 
years that 8d. has been raised 75 per 
cent., and, as I understand from the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer—I think 
his language goes as far as this— we are to 
look forward to at least a shilling income 
tax, possibly a 14d. income tax, possibly a 
16d. income tax, but at least a shilling 


income tax for the rest of our natural | 


ives. 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH dissented. 


Mr. JOHN MORLEY: The Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer says he never 
said anything of the kind. It is a very 
inconvenient inference, but I think 
that he did say something very much 
to that effect. Perhaps it would not be 
fair to ask him when he really thinks 
that 14d. is going to come down to a Is. 
or to 8d. or to 6d. He knows very well | 
that he anticipates no such fall in his 
time. Of course there is the noble) 
Lord the Under Secretary for a 
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| Affairs, and, I think, his noble relative 
who sits below the gangway, who said, 
“Oh, England could bear ten times 
that amount.” So, if the present Ad- 
ministration remains we are pledged to 
a 10s.income tax! We all of us know— 
I do not want to make any light points—- 
but we all of us know that the most 
difficult of all fiscal problems is this: 
How are you to impose an income tax 
fairly upon incomes that are permanent 
on the one hand and incomes that are 
precarious and temporary on the other ? 
How can a man who, in the famous 
phrase, neither toils nor spins be treated 
in the same way as the man who earns 
his income by the skill of his hand and the 
sweat of his brow! I venture to say this: 
—that at the pace at which we are now 
going in reference to the income tax 
a claim—an irresistible claim—will be 
set up and maintained for a readjustment 
of the income tax and a reconstruction 
of it. Yes; but if anybody thinks 
that that will be easily done compatibly 
| with maxims of public equity let them 
read Mr. Gladstone’s speech in 1853, 
when he set the income tax finally upon 
its legs. I often wonder if Mr. Gladstone 
knew that by setting the income tax 
upon its legs he was not only providing 
the means but he was providing the 
direct incentive to that enormous ex- 
penditure which it was one of the great, 
one of the main, objects of his life to 
resist and to cut down. It is a great 
danger to this country that you should 
have, financially, an irresponsible war 
policy ; but I do think that the other 
danger is just as great, that you have 
there a resource by which the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer of to-day, by touching, 


| as it were, an electric button at his table, 


or drawing a lever, can at once fill his 
chest with whatever funds he desires. 


| The income-tax payers are not organised ; 


they are not like the coal gentlemen. 
Sir, I think that is in itself a great danger, 
and I am perfectly sure that, if this 
policy, which is at the root of all wild 


/ expenditure, continues, you will have 


trouble of the most serious kind with 
the income tax. 

This is my last point for the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer with which I will 
trouble the House. [Ministerial cries of 
‘‘Hear, hear,” and Opposition cries 
of “Order” and “ Tories.”] The House 
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will allow me to make a passing observa- 
tion to the Chancellor of the Exchequer. 
One conceivable device for solving what 
he himself has called the problem of in- 
direct taxation would be to add an equiva- 
lent percentage all round of direct and 
indirect taxation alike. 1 know it was 
tried under favourable circumstances by 
Sir Francis Baring, who, I think, put a 
5 per cent. increase on the Customs and 
10 per cent. on assessed taxes. But it 
failed, and produced nothing like what 
was expected. But there was this 
difference between those days and these 
—that there were then 1,750 articles in 
the Customs tariff, and now there are 
six or eight—at any rate less than ten. 
I dare say the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer has been casting about for some 
method, but until you have some method, 
automatic or otherwise, for adjusting the 
relation between direct and _ indirect 
taxation, there will be, depend upon it, 
great trouble. The Chancellor of the 
Exchequer talks about the great problem 
of indirect taxation, but he will not say 
that that great problem is solved, or is 
in any way towards solution, by putting 
on an export duty on coal or imposing 
a sugar tax. He must be looking very 
much further than these. The Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer thinks he has 
gone a long way towards the solution 
of the problem of indirect taxation by 
imposing an export duty on coal and 
imposing a sugar tax. But I wish he 
could have told us in his own language, 
and nobody commands stronger—I mean 
more effective language than he does 





exactly how he solves this problem. 1. 


will try to do it for him. I do not think 
a single question has been put to the 
House of Commons which goes nearer 
to the root of the great matter than 
this—‘* Can you go on, with the necessity 
of an ever increasing revenue, taking 
a steadily decreasing share out of the 
Customs duties and Excise for intoxicants 


and tobacco, and taking a steadily in- | 


creasing share out of the income tax ?”’ 
Is the financial system sound, is a country 
like ours safe when the ultimate founda- 
tion is the contribution of an extremely 
limited class of population further limited 
by all sorts of exemptions and abate- 
ments? If I were the most flamboyant 
of Imperialists I should look on such a 


Mr. John Morley. 


{COMMONS} 


Bill. 1088 


| state of things with apprehension and 
alarm. 

It is very late, but I wish the House 
would let me read a little table of the 
yay in which indirect and direct taxation 
have moved within the last sixty years, 
The first year, 1841-42, indirect taxa- 
tion was 73 per cent., direct 27 per cent. 
In 1861-62 indirect taxation was 69 
per cent., direct taxation 37 per cent. 
Twenty years later indirect taxation was 
59 per cent., direct taxation 40 per cent. 
This year direct taxation is 50 per cent., 
indirect taxation 49. There has been 
a steady systematic growth of direet 
taxation and a steady, systematic fall of 
indirect taxation. The broad result is 
that before Sir Robert Peel took the 
national finances in hand indirect taxa- 
tion represented nearly three-fourths of 
the whole, while now it is rather more 
than half. It is quite a mistake, by the 
way, to divorce taxing Guestions from 
social and political questions. I would 
point out that there is a sort of law by 
which a rise in direct taxation coincides 
with a change in the distribution of 
political power. It is not an accident 
that direct taxation has gone up and 
indirect taxation has gone down. Is it 
not the fact that that has followed be- 
cause political power has widened? In 
1874, when, as everybody knows, Mr. 
Gladstone went to the country and 
offered to abolish the income tax, it was 
not exactly the first time, but the second 
time the newly-enfranchised voters had 
given a deliberate opinion in regard to 
the questions immediately affecting 
themselves. Their answer was—it was 
an instinct, a curious instinct, great 
bodies of men do not work out these 
matters—they said, “* No, we will keep 
on the income tax.” For the rest of his 
days Mr. Gladstone felt that the income 
tax had been made a permanent element 
in the sources of national revenue. It is 
idle—I am sorry to say it is not a finan- 
cial remark, but a political remark—it is 
idle for a militant Imperialist to say he is 
an ardent and unshakeable free trader. 
The right hon. Gentleman the Member 
‘for Thanet is not at all well advised in 
his doctrines in my opinion, but it is idle 
to deny that he is much nearer to having 
a considerable following in the House 
and the country than he ever had before. 
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If you are going to be militant Imperialist. 
free trade goes. That is my firm belief. 
And the beginning of the job is the 
Budget which the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer has introduced, and which 
] am not resisting. I do not mean to 
resist it, because it has been launched 
on a scheme of policy which has to be 
provided for, and it is not my business 
to say how he could better have provided 
for it than he has done. 


I will wind up with a mere common- 
place, but I do wish to repeat here what I 
said to the electors who sent me here— 
the master-key of the prosperity and 
strength of the realm is peace. Peace 
means low taxes, reduced rent, advance- 
ment in the comfort and well-being of 
the people of these islands, and—what I 
do not, will not, disregard—it means the 
goodwill of the world. If our aim is 
the extension of territorial dominion, the 
transformation of our ancient realm, 


which has aided civilisation for genera- | 


tion after generation, into a_ boastful 
military Empire, to be supported, I sup- 
pose, by conscription and by a Customs 
union thrown in, which will lose us our 
best markets for the sake of the worst, 
then I say the financial ruin of which 


the Chancellor of the Exchequer told us | 


undoubtedly awaits us. I quote a sen- 
tence from a great divine which I have 
used before— 


“Things are what they are, and their con- 
sequences will be what they will be. Why, 
then, shall we seek to deceive ourselves ? ” 


Wear out your coal, pile up your Debt, 
multiply and magnify your responsi- | 
bilities in every part of the globe ; starve | 
social reforms among your people at | 
home; and then, indeed, you will have | 
a Little England, a dilapidated heritage | 
to hand on to your children and your | 
children’s children. 


THe FINANCIAL SECRETARY 10! 
THE TREASURY (Mr. AvusTEN CHAMBER- | 
LAIN, Worcestershire, E.): The right | 
hon. Gentleman who has just sat down | 
had no need to crave the indulgence of | 
the House, for he may ever expect from it | 
a sympathetic hearing. Those who have | 
sat through the three days debate must | 


have felt glad to meet in him a frank | 
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opponent, holding it may be unpopular 
views, but views which he has the courage 
to defend and the frankness to expound. 
The right hon.Gentleman said the budget 
was a landmark in our financial history ; 
but the listless air that has pervaded 
the benches opposite on Monday, ‘lues- 
day, and this evening, and the half- 
hearted discordant note struck by the 
| Opposition in their speeches, do not 
| give that impression. ‘The fact of the 
matter is, that there has been no real 
| discussion of the Bill, and the object 
| seemed to be, not to bring the questions 
| which divide us to an issue, but to hide 
‘the differences among hon. Members 
| opposite. The attempt to conceal these 
differences among themselves has de- 
| prived the Opposition of the opportunity 
| of challenging the policy of the Govern- 
ment. 

| The right hon. Gentleman opposite 
| has brought us back to a clear issue ;_ he 
has spoken with no uncertain voice. We 
| know now what is the question which 
is before us; it is not a question of a 
little more or a little less; it is not a 
question of £5, £10, or £100 which the 
| Leader of the Opposition thought that 
a Financial Secretary by more careful 
study might pick up here or there from 
_the salary of some official ; it is not a 
| cheese-paring examination of each Vote 
‘in turn; it is a question of the policy 
which the Government has pursued, 
and of the means which they are to 
‘employ to attain these ends. Well, 








that is an issue which is worthy of the 


House, and on which we shall not hesitate 
to meet the right hon. Gentleman. The 
right hon. Gentleman has repeated in no 
sparing terms his condemnation of the 
war in which we are engaged, and of the 
whole policy which led to it; he has 
declined for his part to have any lot or 


share in it; he has repudiated all re- 
_ sponsibility for it ; he has foretold disaster 


and misfortune to this country as a 
result of it, and has placed the burden 
of its consequences, whatever they may 
be, upon our shoulders who have been 
responsible for the policy pursued. Yes, 
upon our shoulders in the first place, but 
we no longer stand alone. What is the 
attitude of the party opposite, who 
throughout the autumn were protesting 
with an almost united voice? I except 
the right hon. Gentleman, frank then as 





Bill. 


1091 {COMMONS} 1092 
always, but the great majority of them | to support an increase in the Army and 
were as anxious to support the King’s| Navy. I understood him to say that 
arms, as ready to vote the money, and | that places a very dangerous weapon in 
as anxious to uphold our honour in 


|our hands, and encourages the country 
South Africa, as the Government had | to embark in such enterprises as the war 
been. I should be very glad to hear 


in South Africa which he himself so 
hon. Gentlemen opposite reconcile the} strongly condemns; and then he comes 
attitude which they adopted then with | back to the old issue which is the foun- 
the attitude which they are going to | dation of this Budget Bill. 
adopt now if they vote against the means; The right hon. Gentleman says that 
which are taken to meet the charges of | we have suppressed two little States 
the war. It is true that the right hon. | which, by public law, had as much right 
Gentleman the Leader of the Opposition | to govern themselves as we ourselves 
declined to accept the policy of the war| had. But was it an unprovoked war 
in the main, and spoke of reductions /on our part? Did we draw the sword ! 
which might be made in our ordinary | The history of the last twenty years is 
expenditure as justifying him in refusing | one of patience and long-suffering on 


Finance 





his support to this Finance Bill. But | 
he did not indicate very clearly the direc- | 
tions in which we are to look for such 
reductions. He intimated that we might | 
save something on education, and a| 
moment afterwards, to save himself from | 
the rebuke which might await him from | 
his own side, he added that we should | 
spend a good deal more. He said that | 
we spent too much upon the Army with | 
its huge and numerous staff; that 
thirty millions was an enormous sum | 
which ought to be reduced; but reduc- 
tion of expenditure is not always the 
same thing as economy. It is cheaper 
to pay thirty millions, if we must, in| 
order to obtain an efficient army equal 
to the needs of the Empire, rather than 
to go on paying eighteen millions for an 
army which events have shown was not | 
prepared to meet the emergencies for 
which it was required and which would | 
give us no guarantee for security in | 
future. If it be necessary, as we think 
it is, to increase the Army and to main- | 
tain the Navy according to the standard | 
which successive Governments have | 
upheld, is any right hon. Gentleman | 
opposite prepared to make an attack | 
on that policy and deliberately to refuse | 


‘this Government to the Transvaal. 


'ventured to 


be brought back. 


the part of this country.—[{Opposition 
eries of “ Oh! ”’}-under reiterated pro- 


| vocation, and every circumstance steadily 


growing from worse to worse, which has 
no parallel, I believe, in the relations 
between a great and powerful State 
with a small State such as the Transvaal. 
We bore with all this. We sought 
peace urgently. I would remind the 
right hon. Gentleman and the House 


| that he himself ina public speech approved 


of the last despatch which was sent by 
He 


described it as a moderate despatch, a 


‘despatch more moderate than he had 


himself 
the 
What 


expect, and he 
recommended its acceptance to 
Government of the Transvaal. 


| was the reply to that moderate despatch ! 


It was the issue of an ultimatum to the 
Government of this country that the 
Queen's troops were to be withdrawn, 
and that those on the high seas were to 
It was not we who 
invaded their territory ; it was they who 
invaded our territory. After all this 
the right hon. Gentleman tells the 
House that time and patience were all 
that were needed to avoid the war. 
How much time, Sir? How much 


the Government the resources and the | patience ? I do not think it was time or 
support which they consider necessary | patience that was wanting on the part o! 
for the defence of the country? The} our Government, but goodwill on the 
right hon. Gentleman who has just | part of President Kruger and his advisers. 
spoken is prepared to take that responsi- | If he had been willing for a settlement on 
bility ; he thinks that the fears of the| any terms, surely no terms could have 
Government are exaggerated, and that | been easier than those which were offered 
to follow the advice of experts is the sure|to him. He had it in his power to insure 
road toruin. And for his part he would|to his country its continued indepen 


decline, no matter what facts"and argu- | dence, and. if he wished it, to obtain every 
ments might be adduced in favour of it, 


Mr. Austen Chamberlain. 


| guarantee that this country could give. 
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and He deliberately broke off negotiations, ;we receive. We have to consider 
that and refused all concession, even when we | whether what we get is worth the 
n in had reduced our demands to a minimum | money spent on it. You might apply 
ntry so small that it has been a constant taunt the same calculation that the right 
war against this Government that it was not | hon. Gentleman has made to education. 
f so enough to justify us in quarrelling with) We are spending something _ like 
mes the Transvaal. If our demands were not £13,000,000 a year on education. That, 
oun- enough to justify us in quarrelling with too, is an equivalent of £470,000,000 
the Transvaal, they were not enough to added to the National Debt. I think 

that justify the Transvaal in taking up arms that shows that the right hon. Gentle- 
bates against us ; still less did they Justify the | man’s illustration is a very absurd one, 
ight action of the Orange Free State. This and that it really does not carry us a step 
lves contest was forced upon us. Our view, | farther. What we have to consider is 
war as we held then, and as we hold now, not merely the amount we spend, but 
ord | was that we could not shrink from the whether we could afford to do without 
rs is challenge ; that we could not have the expenditure, no matter how high it is. 
, deserted the cause of our fellow-subjects In one thing at any rate I am in agree- 
— which we had taken up, and that We ment with the right hon. Gentleman. | 
te could not leave that Constant source of think that when a policy such as this 
idily inction, unrest, intrigue, ; disloyalty 10 | has received, as in this case it has received, 
bas South Africa to continue in the future. the support of the vast majority of the 
we W Sh daaphe bound to meet the challenge people and every class and rank in life, 
ee which was thrown down, and having it is only right that the sacrifices needed 
vaal. once entered into the struggle we are to maintain it should be borne by all in 
ight going to see it through. due proportion. I agree with the right 
the The right hon. Gentleman says that hon. Gentleman in that. | agree with 
— peace is our greatest need. No one him that it would be a bad day for this 
(> undervalues the blessings of peace, but country if it came to be supposed that 
eo there are things that are even more | one class of the population alone was to 
valuable to us than peace. We cannot pay all the expenditure. I do not believe 
: ri sacrifice our good name and reputation, we have shown that we do not believe 
— and the honour, respect, and loyalty of that anything will be allowed to inter- 
rs our colonies. To have turned back from fere with the execution of our policy. We 
a the work before us, to have turned a deat believe that the people who supported us 
ch? ear to the men who were vainly ome in this poliey will support us to the end, 
re redress lor their wrongs in the Transvaal, | and will support us in the means by 
pes to have submitted to the constant attacks which we propose to raise the money 

: by the Transvaal on the few small rights required for the war. We have no hesi- 
$e reserved to this country under the Con- tation in calling on the people to make 
iid vention, would have put a lasting blot sacrifices. and we believe that these 
es on our name. sacrifices will be readily made. We feel 
this The right hon. Gentleman has totalled that in a matter of this kind, where so 
the | Up the cost of this war, he adds to that much is at stake, where the future of this 
eall § the increase in the Army expenditure, country, as the right hon. Gentleman 
var. § ®nd he says that our policy has involved | rightly said in his speech, is at stake, that 
uch us in an equivalent of £470,000,000 the people have a right to be plainly told 
eor @ @dded to the National Debt. I venture | what is involved, and have plainly put 
tof § t© say that the increase in the Army before them the sacrifices required of 
the | Would have been just as necessary without them. No one can say that my right 
gers. | this war. It would be just as much hon. friend the Chancellor of the Ex- 
ton § Reeded without the war, though the chequer has attempted to hide the facts. 
nave f “ar has brought home to us defects He has put them fully and clearly before 
ered § 0 our military system which otherwise the country, and we believe that we have 
sure | Would not have been found out. But every assurance of the confidence and 
pen- what we have got to look at is not support of the people. We have tried 
very | Merely the total expenditure. We have this issue under different forms in the 
sive. to set against that the value of what! House during the last six months, but I 
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shall look with interest to see what atti- 
tude the party opposite will adopt 
towards this Budget, which is based upon 
the war, which has been necessitated by 
war, and which provides the means for 
waging the war which they assured their 
constituents and us that they would 
give every assistance to bring to a con- 
clusion. 


Mr. ROBSON (South Shields) said he 


did not desire to detain the House, but | tinguished from the policy which led to 


he felt it his duty and his right to enter 
respectfully an emphatic protest against 
the assumption, which underlay the last 
two speeches, that we ought in a debate 
on the Finance Bill to consider, and con- 
sider only, the question of the policy 


which necessitated the expenditure. He | 


ventured to submit that although the 
question of policy could not be called 
irrelevant, yet it was not the question 
which the House should consider. No 
matter what that policy might be, it was 
a totally different question from the 
principle on which expenditure should 
be raised. That was the question which 
the House had now to consider. 

The Government were 
ducing what was a fiscal revolution of 
the most extraordinary character. Where 
had a tax been laid on, certainly during 
the last fifty years, by any Chancellor of 
the Exchequer that had not apparently 
sought to reach as far as possible the 
whole of the community? That had 
always been the aim of every tax. It 
was the aim of the tax on tea, sugar, and 
other articles of general consumption. 
Now a tax was proposed which they were 
told was to be the first of a series of taxes 
under a fiscal policy which did not seek 
to touch the whole community, and 
which, on the contrary, it was contended, 
most idly and foolishly, did not touch the 
community at all. Instead of being a tax 
on the whole community it was a tax ona 
special trade, on a special branch of two 
businesses,:and on the way in which two 


Mr. Austen Chamberlain. 


now intro- 


{COMMONS} 


| great industries had chosen to conduct 
' their affairs. 


part of the Budget. He 
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He referred to the coal tax, 
and did not intend to touch on any other 
asked the 
House to consider more carefully than it 
had yet done the significance of that tax. 
It had not yet been fully debated, and it 
would seem as though a great revolution 
in the fiscal policy of England were to be 
carried without any adequate discussion. 
It was said that the policy on which the 
Budget was based ought not to be dis- 


the Budget, but the two ought to he 
distinguished ; and whatever his hon. 
friends might have thought as regards 
the war, they could, as Liberals, have 
only one opinion on the financial policy 
of the Government. He was amazed to 
hear the Chancellor of the Exchequer, in 
introducing his Budget, claim to be a free 
trader, and he seemed to be wholly 
unconscious of the fact that he was 
destroying in sentence after sentence the 
very first principles of free trade. He 
actually told the House that he did not 
agree with the Committee which sat on 
the question many years ago, that one of 
the special advantages of the export of 


‘coal was that it tended to cheapen im- 


ports. He seemed to think it an advan- 
tage that if goods were sent abroad the 
goods received in exchange should be as 
few as possible and as dear as possible. 
That certainly was not free trade. The 
Chancellor of the Exchequer was pursuing 
the old Conservative policy of seeking to 


maintain taxation on industry for the 


purpose of relieving the burdens on 
property and a special class of property. 
Over £10,000,000 were given in relief of 
local rates, which was a most wasteful 
method of spending money. The Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer, in one of the 
Budgets he introduced in the late Parlia- 
ment, pointed out that the country was 
getting near the limits of direct taxation, 
but shortly after he was found supporting 
the Agricultural Rating Act. The right 


hon. Gentleman’s policy was to relieve 
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land at the expense of industry, and he 


{23 May 1901} 


ventured to hope that the Liberal party 


would be absolutely united in its opposi- | 


tion to the Budget. 


Ackland-Hood, Capt.Sir A. F. 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
‘Allhusen, Augustus Henry E. 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arroll, Sir William 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bagot, Capt. JoscelineFitzRoy 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. A.J. (Manch’r) 
Balfour,Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
Balfour, Rt HnGerald W (Leeds 
Balfour, Maj K R(Christchurch 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Barry, Sir F. T. (Windsor) 
Bathurst, Hon. Allen Benjamin 
Beach, Rt. Hn. SirM. H. (Bristol 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bigwood, James 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 
Brassey, Albert 
Brodrie ‘k, Rt. Hon. St. John 
3rooktield, Colonel Montagu 
Brymer, William Ernest 
Bull, William James 
Bullard, Sir Harry 
Butcher, John George 
Carlile, William Walter 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V.C W (Derbyshire) 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 


Chamberlain, Rt. Hon.J.(Birm | 


Chamberlain,J Austen(Wore’r 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 


Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) | 


Cox, Irwin Edward B. 
Cranborne, Viscount 

Cripps, Charles Alfred 

Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Cross, H. Shepherd (Bolton) 
Crossley, Sir Savile 

Cubitt, Hon. Henry 

Cust, Henry John C. 
Dalkeith, Earl of 

Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davies, Sir H. D. (Chatham) 
see energy: ag st Sir John P. 
Dorington, Sir John —— 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. 
Doxford, Sir William T. 

Duke, Henry Edward 

Faber, George Denison 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edw. 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 


132. 


AYES. 


Fitzroy, Hon. Edward A. 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Fletcher, Sir Henry 

Flower, Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gartit, William 
Godson,SirAugustusF rederick | 
Gordon, Hn. J. E(Elgin& Nairn) 
Gordon, J. (Londonderry, 5.) 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John E. 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Graham, Henry Robert 

Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Green, W. D. (Wednesbury) 
Greene, Henry D.(Shrewsbury | 
Greene, W. Raymond-(Cambs. ) | 
Gretton, John 

Greville, Hon. Ronald 

Groves, James Grimble 

Hain, Edward 

Hambro, Charles Erie 
Hamilton, Rt. Hn. LdG.(Midd’x 
Hanbury,Rt. Hon. RobertWm. | 
Hardy,Laurence(Kent, Ashf’d 
Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Haslam, Sir Alfred 8. 

Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heath, ArthurHoward(Hanley 


| Heath, James (Statfords,N. W. 


Heaton, John Henniker 
Hickman, Sir Alfred 
Higginbottom, Ss. W. 

Hoare, Edw Brodie( Hampstead 
Hobhouse ,Henry(Somerset,E. 
Hoge, Lindsay 

Hope,J F. (Sheffield, Brightside 
Howard,John( Kent, Fav "rsh’m | 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hutton, John (Yorks., N. R.) 
Jackson, Rt. Hn. Wm. Lawies 
Jessel, Capt. Herbert Merton | 
Johnston, William (Belfast) | 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Kenyon,Hon.Geo.T. (Denbigh 
Kenyon, James (Lanes., Bury) | 
Keswick, William 

King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Lambton,Hon. Frederick Wm. | 
Law, Andrew Bonar 


| Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 


Akers: | 


Lawson, John Grant 

Lee, ArthurH(Hants.,Fareh’m | 
Lees, Sir Elliott (Kirkenhead) | 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leveson- Gower, Frederic .KN.S. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine | 
Long, Col. C. W. (Evesham) | 
Long, RtHn. Walter(Bristol,S. 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale) | 
Lowther, Rt.Hn. James (Kent) | 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lueas, Col. F. (Lowestoft) 
Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred | 





Bill. 1098 


Question put. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 236 ; Noes. 
(Division List No. 


203.) 


Macartney. RtHnW.G. Ellison. 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liv erpool) 
Maconochie. A.W. 


| M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 


M‘Calmont,( Jol. H. L. B(Cainbs 


| M‘Iver, Sir L. (Edinburgh, W. 


M‘Killop, James(Stirlingshire) 
Malcolm, Ian 

Manners, Lord Cecil 

Maple, Sir John Blundell 
Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Massey-Mainwaring Hn W.F. 
Maxwell,R tHnSirH. E(Wigt'n 
Maxwell, W.J.H.(Dumfriessh. 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Milward, Colonel Victor 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Moore, William (Antrim, N.) 
Morgan, D. J. (Walthamstow) 
Morrell, Georg + Herbert 
Morton, A. H. A. (Deptford) 
Mount, William Arthur 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Muntz, Philip A. 

Murray, RtHnA.Graham(Bute 
Myers‘ William Henry 
Newdig: ute, Francis Alexander 
Nicol, ‘Donald Ninian 


| Oo Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 


Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Parker, Gilbert 

Parkes, Ebenezer 
Pemberton, John S. G. 
Penn, John 
Platt-Higyins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Purvis, Robert 

Pym, C. Guy 

tandles, John S 

Rankin, Sir James 


| Rasch, Maj. Frederic Carne 
| Remnant, James Farquharson 


Renshaw, Charles Bine 
tenwick, George 

Ridley,Hon. W M(Stalybridge 

Ridley,S. Forde(B sethnalGreen 
itehie, tt. Hn. ChasThomson 

Robertson, Herbert(Hackney) 

Robinson, Brooke 


| Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 


ollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
| Ropner, Colonel Robert 

Rutherford, John 

Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Sadler, Col.Samuel Alexander 
Scott, SirS. (Marylebone, W.) 
Seely, Charles H. (Lincoln) 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
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Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Smith, Jas. Parker (Lanarks) | 
Spear, John Ward 

Stanley, Edward J. (Somerset) 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 
Stewart.SirMarkJ. M‘Taggart 
Stock, James Henry 

Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Stroyan. John 

Strutt, Hon. Charles +s 
Scurt,Hon. Humphry N yapier 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 


Adjournment of 


Abraham, William(Cork, N.E. 
Abraham, William (Rhondda) 
Allan, William (Gateshead) 
Allen, CharlesP(Glouc.,Stroud 
Ambrose, Robert 
Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Atherley-Jones, L. 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Bell, Richard 
Boland, John 
Boyle, James 
Brigg, John 
Broadhurst, Henry 
Brown, GeorgeM.( Edinburgh) 
Brunner, Sir en Tomlinson 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Burns, John 
— Thomas 

Caldwell, James 
Campbell, John (Armagh, 5.) 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir 
Carvill, Patrick George H. 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Claney, John Joseph 
Cogan, Denis J. 
Colville, John 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Craig, Robert Hunter 
Crean, Eugene 
Cremer, William Randal 
Cullinan, J 
Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 
Delany, William 


Dewar, John A. (Inverness-sh. | 


Dillon, John 

Donelan, Capt. A. 

Doogan, P. C. 

Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Edwards, Frank 

Elibank, Master of 

Evans, Samuel T.(Glamorgan) | 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Fenwick, Charles 

F french, Peter 


Bill read a second time, and committed 


for Thursday, 6th June. 


STEAMSHIP 


quire into the system of 


| Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 


| M‘Dermott, Patrick 


Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 


| O’Brien, Kendal(Tipper’ry Mid 
| O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 


SUBSIDIES. 
Ordered, That it be an Instruction to 
the Select Committee appointed to in- | 


{COMMONS} 


Tuke, Sir John Batty 
Valentia, Viscount 

Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 
Walker, Col. William Hall 
Warde, Col. C. E 

Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Wason, John C. (Orkney) 
Webb, Col. William George 
Welby, Lt.-Col. ACE(Taunton 
Welby, Sir Chas.G. E. (Notts. 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. John L. 
Whiteley,H.(Ashton-u.-Lyne) | 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) | 


NOES. 


Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Fuller, J. M. F. 

Gilhooly , James 
Gladstone, Rt. Hon. H. John 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Grey, Sir Edward (Berwick) 
Griffith, Ellis J. 

Hayden, John Patrick 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Chas. Seale- 
Hayter, Rt.Hn. Sir Arthur D. 
Healy, Timothy Michael 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Joicey, Sir James 
Jones, Wm. (Carnarvonshir e) 
Joyce, Michael 

Labouchere, Henry 

Lambert, George 

Langley, Batty 

Leamy, Edmund 

Leese SirJosephF. (Accrington 
Leng, Sir John 

Levy, Maurice 

Lloyd-George, David 

Lundon, W. 

MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 

M‘ Arthur, William (Cornwall) 
M‘Crae, George 


M‘Govern, T. 
M‘Kenna, Reginald 
Mather, William 
Mooney, John J. 


| Wortley, Rt. Hn. C. 





Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 
Morton, Edw.J.C.( Devonport) 
Moss, Samuel 


| Murphy, J. 


Nannetti, Joseph P. 
Nolan,Col. JohnP. (Galway, N. 





Norman, Henry 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 





Steamship Companies under 
Governments, 
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| Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
| Wills, Sir Frederick 


WwW ilson, A.Stanley( Yorks, E.R, 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson-Todd, Wm. H. (York.) 
Wodehouse,Rt. Hn. ° R.(Bath 
B.Stuart- 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Young,Commander( Berks, E.) 
Younger, William 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O’Connor, James (Wicklow, W, 
O'Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O’ Kelly, James( Roscommon,N 
O'Malley, William 
oO Shaughnessy, Pes 
Partington, Oswald 
Pearson, Sir Weetman D. 
Power, Patrick Joseph 

Price, Robert John 
Priestley, Arthur 

Rea, Russell 

Reddy, M. 

tedmond,John E. (Waterford 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
teid Sirk. Threshie (Dumfries 
tickett, J. Compton 
Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Robson, William: Snowdon 
Roe, Sir Thomas 

Scott, C. Prestwich (Leigh) 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, Capt. J.(Forfarshire) 
Spencer, Rt. Hn.C.R(North’nts 
Sullivan, Donal 

Taylor, Theodore Cooke 
Thomas, Alfred(Glamorgan,E. 
Thomas, David A. (Merthyr) 
Thompson, “7 C(Monagh’rN. 
Thomas, F. W. (York, W. R.) 
Tomkinson, phe 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Warner, Thomas C€. 'T. 
Wason, E ugene(Clackmannan 
White, Luke (York. E. R.) 
White, Patrick( Meath, North) 
Whiteley,George( York, W.R.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Williams, ( Borat oneth) 
Wilson, John (Durhain, Mid.) 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Mr. Wallace and Mr. 
Lough. 

Foreign 


and the effect thereby 


produced on British trade, that they do 


Subsidies to | 


also report on similar bounties relating 
to sailing ships.—(Mr. W. F. Lawrence.) 


Adjourned at half past Twelve 


of the clock. 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS. | 
Friday, 24th May, 1901. | 


i 
| 
| 


{24 May 1901} 


1102 


Motion made, and question proposed, 
‘That the clause be read a second 
time.”’ 


Business. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY submitted that 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. | 4 very grave step had been taken by 


the Government in assenting to the 


HAMILTON BURGH PROVISIONAL | introduction of such a clause at this stage 


ORDER CONFIRMATION BILL. | of the Bill. 


The intention of the Private 


Order read for consideration of Bill | Legislation Procedure (Scotland) Act 
under Section 7, Sub-section (2) of | was, he took it, that all questions should 


the Private Legislation Procedure (Scot- 
land) Act, 1899. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.) said 
he wished to raise a matter of very 
considerable importance with regard to 
this Bill. The reason they had to watch 
matters of this kind with some jealousy 
was that there was a prospect that 
later on the private Bill procedure now 
obtaining in Scotland would be extended 
to Ireland. This Bill passed the Scotch 
Committee unopposed, but the proposal 
now was—with, he believed, the consent 
of the promoters—to put in a new clause 
dealing with the price of water. This, 
however, was being done under pressure 
from the Treasury. Section;7, Sub-section 
2 of the Private Legislation Procedure 
(Scotland) Act provided that where there 
was no opposition to an order, or where 
the opposition had been withdrawn 
before the inquiry had been held, the 
Secretary for Scotland might forthwith 
make the order as proposed, or with 
such modifications as might appear to 
be necessary, having regard to the 
recommendations of the Chairman of 
Committees or the Treasury or such 
other department as might be pre- 
scribed. Now, this clause was based on 
a Treasury recommendation, and he 
submitted that that recommendation 
should have been made before the local 
Committee. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
hon. Member cannot deal with that 
question now. He had better wait till 
the new clause is proposed. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: I will do so. 
Bill considered. 


A Clause (water supply to public | 


be dealt with locally in Scotland, and 
that when the Bill came before the House 
small or pettifogging clauses should 
not be introduced, and certainly not 
“ after-thought ” clauses. If this prac- 
tice were tolerated the result would 
be to deprive the Scotch people of all 
the advantages which the Act was sup- 
posed to confer on them by giving 
them local tribunals. What made this 
matter far worse was that it was a 
Treasury clause. They had experience 
of the Treasury when the Dublin Water 
Bill was before the House, and when 
the Treasury, under a threat of stopping 
the Bill altogether, insisted on the pro- 
moters inserting a clause by which 
water was to be supplied to the troops 
in Dublin at a cheaper rate than to 
private consumers. Now the township 
of Hamilton was being treated in the 
same way. His point was that the 
clause should have been laid before 
the local committee, when every rate- 
payer would have been in a position 
to object if he so desired. But instead 
of that the Treasury waited until the 
Bill reached the House, and suddenly, 
at its final stage, forced the township 
to give Government troops water on 


‘cheaper and better terms than the 


rest of the citizens were to be entitled 
to. The clause, too, placed the town- 
ship in the ridiculous position of having 
it suggested that it was not willing to 
supply water to a Government Depart- 
ment on as fair terms as to the rest of 
His Majesty’s subjects. He could not 
understand why the Scotch Office or 
the Chairman of Committees had con- 
‘sented to action of this nature. The 
Irish Members would never forget the 
insolence with which the Treasury 
treated the Dublin Corporation in a 


offices). —(The Lord Advocate.) similar matter, threatening to stop their 


| Bill unless a like clause was inserted. 


Brought up, and read the first time. | He could only say, in conclusion, that, if 
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when the Private Legislation Proce- 
dure (Scotland) Act was extended to 


tageous position, by enabling objectionable 
clauses to be inserted behind their 
backs. They would, in fact, never know 
where they were. 


*Tae CHAIRMAN or COMMITTEES 
(Mr. J. W. Lowrner, Cumberland, 
Penrith) said he was rather taken by 
surprise by the hon. Member's objection, 
and he was sure, too, that the Lord 
Advocate had not expected this question 
to be raised, or he would have attended 
to explain why the clause was prepared 
to be inserted. He quite agreed that as 
this was an entirely new procedure it 


ought to be watched very carefully, | 
especially as it might become a precedent | 
if the procedure were extended to Ire-| 
Personally he had never been con- | 


land. 
sulted, and he could say nothing on the 
matter. He moved that the debate 
should be adjourned. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY said he was quite 


satisfied with that, for he was sure their | 


interests were perfectly safe in the hands 
of the right hon. Gentleman. 


Debate adjourned till Monday, 10th. 


June. 


ALFRETON GAS BILL [Lords]. 
CAMBRIAN RAILWAYS BILL. 
CLYDE VALLEY ELECTRICAL POWER | 


LL. 
GOLBORNE GAS BILL. | 
MOND GAS BILL. | 
OMAGH GAS BILL [Lords]. | 
| 

| 


TORRINGTON AND OKEHAMPTON 
RAILWAY BILL. 
As amended, considered ; to be read | 
the third time. 


j 


| DUBLIN, WICKLOW, AND 


LOCH LEVEN WATER POWER BILL. 


“To incorporate and confer powers 
upon the Loch Leven Water and Electric 
Power Company to enable them to 
construct, maintain, and work water- 
works and water power and electrical | 
generating stations for the supply of 
electrical energy, and to acquire lands ; 
and for other purposes,” read the first | 
time ; to be read a second time. 


{COMMONS} 


this conduct was to be allowed it might, | 


| METROPOLITAN 





Mr. T. M. Healy. 





Business. 
PRIVATE BILLS. 


Ordered, That Standing Orders 39, 
129, and 230 be suspended, and that 
Ireland, place them in a very disadvan-| the time for depositing Petitions and 
Bills, or 
against any Bill to confirm any Pro. 
| visional Order or Provisional Certificate, 
_and for depositing duplicates of any 
| documents relating to any Bill to confirm 
|any Provisional Order or Provisional 
| Certificate, also all Petitions presented 
/against any Order under Section 9 of 
'the Private Legislation Procedure (Scot- 
'land) Act, 1899, be extended to the first 
day on which the House shall sit after 
the recess.—(The Chairman of Ways and 


Memorials against Private 


Mens.) 


COMMONS REGULATION 


ORDER BILL. 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 3) BILL. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDER (GAS) BILL. 
Read the third time, and passed. 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 2) BILL 
ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 4) BILL. 
ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 5) BILL. 

LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) PRO. 
VISIONAI ORDERS (No. 2) BILL. 
COMMON SCHEME 
(ORPINGTON) PROVISIONAL ORDER 

BILL. 


As amended, considered ; Bills to be 


‘read the third time upon Thursday, 


6th June. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (HOUSING OF WORKING 
CLASSES) BILL. 

Read a second time, and committed. 


WEXFORD 
RAILWAY (NEW ROSS AND WATER- 
FORD EXTENSION). 

Petition for Bill; referred to the Select 

Committee on Standing Orders. 


WINCHESTER 
RAIL- 


SOUTHAMPTON AND 
GREAT WESTERN JUNCTION 
WAY BILL. 

Reported, with Amendments ; Report 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
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Returns, 
PETITIONS. 


ELEMENTARY EDUCATION (HIGHER | 
GRADE AND EVENING CONTINUA- | 
TION SCHOOLS). | 

*,* . | 
Petition from Bradford, for alteration | 
of Law ; to lie upon the Table. 
| 


POLICE SUPERANNUATION (SCOTLAND) 


LL. | 


| 
Petition from Sutherland, against 3 | 
to lie upon the Table. | 
SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO | 
CHILDREN BILL. | 

Petitions in favour, from Chorley ; | 
Chatham (five); Chippenham (two) ; 
Bath (two); Barton St. David ; Street ; 
Cradley Heath; East Leeds; Wake- 
field; Wigton (two); Hylton (two) ; 
Lacock ; Huddersfield ; Silksworth 
(two); South Hetton (two); Hetton 
Downs (two); Bank Head; Easington 
(two) ; South Hylton; Ryhope ; Wash- 
ington; Newbottle; Coxgreen; and | 
Murton ; to lie upon the Table. | 





RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
REGISTRATION OF VOTERS (IRELAND). | 
Return presented, relative thereto | 
[ordered 28th March; Mr. M‘Fadden| ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


{24 May 1901} 





INTERMEDIATE EDUCATION 

(IRELAND). | 

Copy presented, of Rule made by the | 

Intermediate Education Board for Ire- 

land appointing the places at which 

Examinations shall be held for 1901 
[by Act]; to lie upon the Table. 


EXPERIMENTS ON LIVING ANIMALS. 


Return presented, relative thereto 
[Address 23rd May ; Mr. Jesse Collings] ; 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 192.] 


ARMY (WAR OFFICE ORGANISATION) 


. 


Copy presented, of Report of the Com- 
mittee appointed to inquire into War 
Office Organisation [by Command]; to 
lie upon the Table. 


Copy presented, of Minutes of Evidence 
taken before the Committee appointed 
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to inquire into War Office Organisation, 
together with Appendices, Digest, and 
Index [by Command]; to lie upon the 
Table. 


Lteports, de. 


LAYD REGISTRY. 
Return ordered, “ of the Work done 
in the Land Registry under the various 


| Acts hereinafter mentioned, namely :— 


1. Under the Land Transfer Acts, 
1875 and 1897 :— 


(a) The number, value, and acreage 
(where known) of estates the 
titles to which were registered, on 
first registration, from the Ist 
day of January, 1900, to the 31st 
day of December, 1900, showing the 
numbers of estates registered with 
absolute, qualified, and possessory 
title, and leaseholds; and also 
the number of estates registered 
under the Small Holdings Act, 
1892 ; 


(b) The total number of separate 
titles on the register on the 31st 
day of December, 1900—(i) by first 
registration, (il.) by sub-division 
of estates already registered, and 
(ii.) by transfer from the 1862 
register ; 


(c) The total number of separate 
titles which have been removed 
from the register on the 31st day 
of December, 1900. 


2. Under The Land Registry Act, 
1862 :— 


(a) The total number, value, and 
acreage (where known) of estates 
the titles to which were registered 
on first registration ; 


(b) The total number of separate 
titles on the register on the 31st 
day of December, 1898—(i.) by first 
registration, and (ii.) by sub- 
division of estates already re- 
gistered ; 


(c) The total number of separate 
titles which had been removed 
from the register on the 31st 
day of December, 1900, other- 
wise than by transfer to the 1875 
register. 


2P2 
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3. Under both the Acts of 1875 and BOTANICAL WORK COMMITTEE. with 

1862 :— | Copy ordered, “ of the Report of the as the 

(a) The total number of separate Botanical Work Committee, with Minutes Tran: 
titles on the register on the 31st . ng ” = and Index."— *MR 
day of December, 1900 ; | Str Michael Foster.) feaid 

, afrai 
(b) The total number of transactions = _the ir 
registered from the Ist day of a re ing 

January, 1900, to the 31st day of ioscan 4 
December, 1900, showing the num- —- eT I 
bers of (i.) first registrations under a eens soe erie Gee Mr. 
the Acts of 1875 and 1897, (ii.) Mr. MOORE (A ee N): Ib % tary 0 
conveyances, transfers, and trans- k ee R & rae tan Ae Bas give 1 
missions of land, (iii.) mortgages, “* the Secretary of State for War farms 
charges, further charges, and whether he can state how many members Pilon 
transfers of mortgages and charges, of Cambridge University volunteered for ' 
(iv.) reconveyances of mortgages active service at the front ; whether he *Mr. 
and cessation of charges, (v.) leases ®Ware that the War Office subse- has 5 
and surrenders of leases, (vi.) quently offered eighty-three commissions Africa 
EO in the line to members of the University, by the 

which were distributed among members 

4. Under the Mortgage Debenture of the University who stayed at home, to MR. 
Acts, 1865 and 1870, and the Improve- the exclusion of those who volunteered ; _* 
eel Teed ht 1066 whether it is the intention of the War reply t 

. . | Office that those on active service should tion hi 

A statement so far as may be practic-  Joge by having volunteered ; and whether the pri 
able of the nature and amount of steps will be taken to put them on an *Mr 

the work done under these Acts equivalent footing with the recipients of Hs 4 

from the Ist day of January, 1900, the commissions already distributed, who i ‘ 

to the 31st day of December, 1900. stayed at home. ion 

5. Under the Land Charges Registra- *THE SECRETARY OF STATE for Mr. 
tion and Searches Act, 1888 :— WAR (Mr. Bropricx, Surrey, Guildford): Papers. 

The number of registrations, official I am not aware how gd volunteered with th 
searches, and ordinary searches for active service. The W ar Office by the 
made from the Ist day of January, placed eighty-three commissions at the man’s 
1900, to the 31st day of December disposal of the Vice-Chancellor, who informé 
1900. : ’ selected and sent in the names. Of those ie the 

nominated by him at least five were serv- 

6. Under the Middlesex Registry Act, ing in South Africa, and were granted “Me. | 
1708, and the Land Registry (Middlesex , C°™™issions. Any cases of hardship will reply I 
Deeds) Act, 1891:— ree the most favourable consideration . " 

The number of registrations and enna eg 
—— ae oo ear a REFUGE CAMPS IN CAPE COLONY. — 
of January, 1900, to the 31st day | ry 7 MR. 
hme ge oy tday! Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): I beg to Bf Gentien 

; ask the Secretary of State for War Giich 3 

And, showing the amount of fees whether he has yet received information | 
received and the amount of salaries and a8 to the condition of the camps in Cape *Mr. J 
expenses in the Land Registry from the | Colony. Member 
Ist day of April, 1900, to the 31st day of | *MR BRODRICK : I am_ informed farms by 
ronda at the tated Trewcy that, in Cape Colony the mambers of I ign 

“ aod hen S'eT | refugees in camp on the 14th imstant : 
Act, 1897, the cates ne and salaries | , mounted to 365, and up to date four a 
and expenses paid under the Land | children had died. I have no other ‘ 
Transfer Acts and the other Acts above |; ts .emation Mr. L 
referred to (in continuation of Parlia- | ‘ I beg te 
mentary Paper, No. 306, of Session, Mr. DILLON: Cannot the right hon. 
1900).”—{(Mr. H. D. Greene.) | Gentleman obtain the same information ms 
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with regard to the camps in Cape Colony | War why, in the Return of the farms 

as those in the Orange Free State and the | burnt or otherwise destroyed in South 

Transvaal ? Africa by the British forces, the reason 

/is not given for the destruction of the 
*MR. BRODRICK : Yes; but I am) house of General De Wet ; and whether 
afraid I have given the hon. Member all | he will state what that reason was. 

_the information I possess. I am expect- | 


ing more by mail. | *Mr. BRODRICK: I must refer the 
. sai hide ‘hon. Member to a reply I gave to a 
— oe | similar question put by the hon. Member 


Mr. DILLON : I beg to ask the Secre- | for South Donegal on the 9th instant, 
tary of State for War whether he can now and to the supplementary information I 
give the information as to number of | gave at the same time.{ 
farms burned by the Boers in Cape | 
Colony. | Mr. DILLON: But you have pro- 
*Mr. BRODRICK: No information | ty it on two or three different occa- 
has yet been forwarded from South | sit 

: | 
Africa as to the number of farms burned | *Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! It is 


: Abana. celatanaes ta | quite irregular thus to refer to answers 
Mr. DILLON : But on the 26th April | to previous questions. 

the right hon. Gentleman told me, in| 

reply to a similar question, that informa-| _Mr. DILLON: But I have received a 


tion had been received, and was now in| distinct promise on two separate occa- 
the printers’ hands. | sions that the information shall be given. 


‘ dae al _Am I to understand that the right hon. 
MR. BRODRICK : Not as regards Gentleman retracts that promise ? 

Cape Colony. The hon. Member must | 

have misunderstood. I was referring to| *Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 

the general question of farm burning. | question on the Paper has been fully 
Mr. DILLON: I have looked up the | @mswered. 

Papers. The question dealt distinctly : 

with the burning of farms in Cape Colon Mr. DILLON : I say it has not been 

by the Boers, and the right hon. Gentle- | 208wered at all. 

man’s answer was distinctly that the, a ; 

information had been received, and was | *Mr. SPEAKER 3 Yes 3 the right hon. 

in the printers’ hands.t | Gentleman says he is not In a position to 

|add anything to the information pre- 

*Mr. BRODRICK : If I did make that | viously given. 

reply I must have intended it to apply | 

to the general question, and to refer to| Mr. DILLON: I shall repeat the 

the Return which is now before the | question. 

House. ba Ps 


ie, nen <a dios sia hem, | A* Bom. Minem, id" the: Boe 
Gentleman now obtain the information, | °U7™ 27Y *@™™S a) 4 

which he has frequently promised ? 
*Mr. BRODRICK : I suppose the hon,| IMPERIAL YEOMANRY EQUIPMENT. 


Member is referring to the burning of| Mr. PEEL (Manchester, S.): I beg to 
farms by the Boers. I do not know that| ask the Secretary of State for War 
Lord Kitchener can give that informa-| whether his attention has been called to 
tion. a speech made by Lord Roberts to the 
Royal Gloucestershire Hussars at Bad- 
BURNING OF DE WET’S FARM. | minton on 20th May, and whether it is to 
Mr. LABOUCHERE (Northampton) : | be understood that the Imperial Yeo- 


I beg to ask the Secretary of State for| manry are to be trained to act for the 
future as cavalry or as mounted infantry. 











+ See Debates [Fourth Series], Vol. xcii., 
1428, 


page t See preceding volume, page 1138. 
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*Mr. BRODRICK: I have fully ex- 
plained the future position of the Im- 
perial Yeomanry. It is probable that 
eavalry drill will undergo some modifica- 
tions in the future. 


Questions. 


Mr. PEEL: Will the right hon. Gentle- 
man kindly say whether the Yeomanry 
will be armed with swords ? 


*Mr. BRODRICK: No; they will, as 
I have explained, not carry swords, but 
rifles. 


STOCK FARMS IN 
AFRICA. 


GOV ERNMENT 
SOUTH 


Mr. LAMBERT (Devonshire, South | 


Molton): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for War if he will state the number 
of cattle at present in the Government 
stock farms in South Africa, and the 
number and locality of such stock farms. 


*Mr. BRODRICK : No information on 
this subject has been forwarded from 
South Africa. 


Mr. LAMBERT: Can the right hon. 
Gentleman send for the information ? 
We were told a month ago that the stock 
farms had been established. 


*Mr. BRODRICK: I am_ perfectly 
willing to get information as to the 


number of farms established, but in| 


view of the enormous labour involved 
in getting details, such as the number of 
cattle on them, I do not think I ought to 
trouble the military authorities. 


Mr. LAMBERT: 
number of farms and localities ? 
very important. 


Can we have the 
It is 


*Mr. BRODRICK : | am quite willing 
to get certain information, as I have 
said, but I cannot get the number of 
cattle. 


TRANSVAAL OUTLANDERS IN THE 
FIELD. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.): I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for the 
Colonies whether any record exists by 
which a computation can be made of the 


number of Outlanders in the Transvaal. 


signatories to the petition to the Queen 


who afterwards joined the military forces | 


{COMMONS} 


Questions. 
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‘of the Crown in the war against the 
Boers. 


THE SECRETARY or STATE For Te 
COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN, Bir. 
/mingham ,W.): I am afraid it would be 
impossible to make any reliable compu. 
' tation from the material at the disposal 
|of His Majesty’s Government. It is 
, within our knowledge that a very large 
| number of Outlanders are serving in the 
field. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: Can you not 
give us some data which will enable us to 
acquire the knowledge ? 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : 


I cannot give any precise data. 


No, Sir; 


MINE TAXATION IN THE TRANSVAAL. 


Mr. ASHTON (Bedfordshire, Luton): 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
the Colonies whether the taxes imposed 
by the late Transvaal Government are 
| being at present collected from the 
|mines of the Rand, and whether any 
tax, in addition to any that may have 
been imposed by the late Transvaal 
Government, is being imposed either 
on the mines or on the produce of the 
mines now being re-opened towards the 
cost of the war or towards the cost of 
government of the new colonies. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: The taxes 
are in force, but in the case of mining 
licences permission has been given from 
Ist January, 1901, for payment to be 
deferred. No additional tax is being 
imposed for the present. 


TRIALS OF CAPE COLONY REBELS- 
EXCLUSION OF REPORTERS. 
Mr. BRYN ROBERTS (Carnarvon- 
shire, Eifion): I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for the Colonies whether he 
will explain why the reporters of the 
South African News have been excluded 
from the trial of alleged rebels before the 
special statutory court now sitting in 
Cape Colony ; and will he state whether 
this has been done with the sanction of 
the three judges who form the court; 
if not, by what authority. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : I have no 
information ; the matter is one for the 
administration of the Cape Colony alone. 
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1113 Questions. 


Sir MANCHERJEE BHOWNAG- | 
GREE (Bethnal Green, N.E.): I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for the 
Colonies if, with the British occupation 
of the Transvaal and the Orange Free 
State, the various regulations by which 
the Boer administrations had sought to 
impose disabilities on British Indian 
subjects residing in that region are 
invalidated ; and, if not, having regard 
to the fact that such regulations were in 
breach of the Pretoria Convention, will 
he authorise the administrators in those 
colonies to publicly declare that all such 


{24 May 1901} 
BRITISH oe ee AT THE | Lancashire, Westhoughton) : 


| 


| ship ” 
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The Medi- 
cal Board of the 24th August reported 
| this officer as “fit for duty on board 
if he had been classed as an 


Questions. 


‘invalid any one of the three hospital 
|ships would have been available to con- 


stating urgency, 


regulations would have no effect from 


the date of their passing under British 
domination. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: (1) The 
legislation of the late Government of the 
South African Republic remains in 
force until modified ; (2) I have not yet 
learnt the views of the new adminis- 
tration as to the changes to be made 
in regard to the regulations in question, 
and I propose to discuss the matter with 
Sir A. Milner now that he has arrived. 


HOME PASSAGES—CAPTAIN 
MAXWELL’S CASE. 

CoLonEL WELBY (Taunton): I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether he is aware that Captain C. J. 
Maxwell, whilst serving in the Royal 
Seots Greys, was aimost mortally 
wounded at Nitrals Nek on 11th July, 
1900 ; was treated by Sir W. Thompson 


OFFICERS’ 


and Dr. Stokes ; sent by them to Cape | 


Town recommended for immediate in- 
validing home ; that an Army Medical 
Board, on 24th August, invalided him ; 
that as no passage on a hospital ship was 
given, and no transport sailed for three 
weeks, he applied for a certificate for a 
passage on a mail steamer, was refused it, 


and had to pay his own way ; whether | 


he is aware that an unwounded officer 
returned by the same boat to take up 
a home appointment, having been 
granted a free passage; and whether 
he will cause the cost of the passage 
to be refunded to Captain Maxwell, 
seeing that free passages by mail steamers 
have been granted 
wounded and unwounded. 


THE WAR OFFICE (Lord STANLEY, 


service 


THE FINANCIAL SECRETARY To! 
and whether, 


vey him. A passage could have been 
given him in a transport proceeding home 
in about ten days after his arrival ; 
he would not however await this oppor- 
tunity, and proceeded home in a mail 
steamer at his own expense. Return 
passages by mail steamer are only granted 
on production of a medical certificate 
and this the medical 
authorities at Claremont Hospital, to 
whom he applied, did not feel justified 
in granting. The officer referred to in 
the second paragraph is presumably 
an officer who was sent home to take 
command of the 2nd battalion of his. 
regiment. I have carefully considered 
Captain Maxwell’s case, and am unable 
to consent to a refund of the cost of 
passage. 


VOLUNTEER OFFICERS—RETIREMENT 
REGULATIONS. 

Captain NORTON (Newington, W.) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State: 
for War whether, if non-commissioned 
officers of Volunteers are permitted to 
retire with their rank and to wear their 
uniform on retirement after ten years. 
service, he will consider the advisability 
of granting a similar privilege to officers. 
of command rank in the Volunteer 
force on completing ten years service. 


*Mr. BRODRICK: No, Sir. There 
is no reason why Volunteer officers. 
should be treated differently to other 
officers in this respect. 


CADET CORPS COMMANDERS. 

Captain NORTON: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for War whether the 
privilege of honorary rank now granted 
to officers of Volunteers after fifteen 
years service or on retirement at the 
expiration of that period will also be 
conferred on command officers of cadet 
corps; whether the Volunteer decora- 


| tion conferred on officers of Volunteers. 


. 0 | after twenty years good and efficient 


will be granted to officers. 
of cadet corps under like conditions ; 
in the event of these 
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concessions being granted, ex-officers MALTA—LANGUAGE QUESTION. 

of Volunteers subsequently becoming) Mr. CHANNING (Northamptonshire, 
officers of cadet corps will be allowed) E.): I beg to ask the Secretary of State 
to count their past service in the Volun-| for the Colonies whether he has now 
teers towards the qualifying period for | received and considered the report of 
such honorary rank and the Volunteer the meeting held in Malta on 5th May 


Decoration. 


regards honorary rank and Volunteer 


Decoration as Volunteer officers, but. 
they will not be allowed to reckon any | 


service below the age of seventeen. 


NIGHT SCHOOLS OF INSTRUCTION 
FOR OFFICERS. 

Captain NORTON: I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for War whether, 
having regard to the success which 
has attended the holding of night schools 
of instruction for Militia and Volunteer 
infantry Officers in the home district at 
Wellington and Chelsea Barracks, he 
will arrange for similar schools during 
winter months for Militia and Volunteer 
artillery officers at the Tower, where 
armament and stores are available for 
instructional purposes. 


*LorD STANLEY: There would be 
no advantage in instituting schools for 
Auxiliary artillery officers at the Tower, 
where armament and stores of modern 
type are not available. The only ade- 
quate instruction for such officers quar- 
tered in the Home District is obtainable 
at Sheerness. 


WICKLOW ARTILLERY MILITIA. 

Mr. COGAN (Wicklow, E.): I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether the Wicklow Artillery Militia 
are under orders to proceed to Cork 
for the purpose of being trained there ; 


and, if so, can he explain why they are | 


mot trained in Wicklow. 


*Lorp STANLEY: The regiment will 
not train as a regiment this year, but 


to protest against the increase of taxation 


/and the substitution of the English for 
*Mr. BRODRICK: Officers of cadet 


corps and battalions are treated as) 


the Italian languages, and has con- 
sidered other evidences of dissatisfaction 
in Malta at these changes ; and whether 
he will now consider the advisability of 
withdrawing or modifying the proposals 
of His Majesty’s Government as to 


| Maltese administration. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: I have 
received a report of the meeting referred 
to, which will be considered, together 
with all other matters bearing upon the 
question. As at present advised, I see 
no reason for departing from the decision 
already arrived at. 


WELSHMEN IN PATAGONIA. 

Mr. JOYCE (Limerick): On_ behalf 
of the hon. Member for Merthyr Tydvil 
(Mr. D. A. Tuomas) I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for the Colonies 
whether a report of the Rev. D. Richards, 
Chaplain of H.M.S. “Flora,” on the 
condition of Welshmen in Patagonia has 
been received in his Department ; and, 
if so, whether he can state the nature 
of it, and if it will be laid before Parlia- 
ment. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : The report 
in question would have been addressed 
to the Admiralty. I am not aware if it 
has been received. 


BANK INTEREST ON DEFICIENCY 
AND WAYS AND MEANS ADVANCES. 
*Mr. LOYD (Berkshire, Abingdon) : I 
beg to ask Mr. Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer if he will state the rate or 
rates of interest at which Deficiency 
and Ways and Means Advances were 
repaid by the Treasury to the Bank of 





about 160 men who have expressed a | England or Ireland during the financial 
desire to be trained will be attached to| years ending 31st March, 1899, 1900, 
a regular unit of Garrison Artillery at | and 1901, respectively. 

Fort Carlisle. No units of Garrison | 

Artillery are quartered in Wicklow, so) Tue CHANCELLOR or tHe EX- 
that it is out of the question to train | CHEQUER (Sir M. Hicks’ BEacu, 
them there. | Bristol, W.) ; The rates of interest paid to 
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the Bank of England for Deficiency and 
Ways and Means Advances were as 
follows :— 


Deficiency. Ways and 
Means. 
per cent. per cent. 
1898-1899...... 14 and2 ...... nil. 
1899-1900...... 2} and 3 ...... 4 | 
1900-1901...... 14 and2 ...... 24 and 34 


The only advance by the Bank of Ireland | 
was in 1900-1 for Ways and Means, and | 
the rate of interest was 34 per cent. 


EXPORT COAL DUTY. 


Mr. JOYCE: On behalf of the hon. 
Member for Merthyr Tydvil (Mr. D. A. 
Tuomas) I beg to ask Mr. Chancellor of 
the Exchequer if he can now make any 
statement as to the remission of duty he 
proposes to allow on coal shipped since 
i9th April last under contracts entered 
into prior to that date; and whether 
this remission will be confined to coal 
delivered on contracts made by mer- 
chants with foreign subjects which the 
merchants have covered by purchases 
and on which the margin of profit is less 
than the duty, or whether all coal shipped 
under contracts made before 18th April 
will be subject to the remission of the full 
shilling. 


Sir M. HICKS BEACH : I am not yet 
able to make any general statement on 
this subject, as the contracts, which are 
very numerous, and vary greatly from 
one another, must be first carefully 
examined. But I may say that I do not 
think it will be desirable to make the 
grant of this concession dependent on the 
margin of profit exceeding the duty. 


FORTIFYING WINE IN BOND. 

Mr. JAMES O'CONNOR (Wicklow, 
W.): I beg to ask Mr. Chancellor of the 
Exchequer whether the retail purchaser 
of a bottle of wine fortified in bond has | 
any means of knowing how much spirit | 
the bottle contains and how much wine. 
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Mr. T. M. HEALY: Would it not 
be reasonable to provide, under the 
Merchandise Marks Act, that when a 
person buys a bottle of wine he shall not 


Questions. 


| be served with fusil oil ? 
| Sm M. HICKS BEACH: I do not 


believe they get fusil oil. The hon. and 
learned Gentleman is mistaken. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: Why do the 


|Treasury permit a transaction out of 


which it gets no profit, seeing that no 


‘duty is charged on the spirit thus mixed 


with the wine ? 


Sir M. HICKS BEACH : The practice 
is allowed for the convenience of the 
trade, and I am quite sure that if it were 
stopped considerable trouble would be 
the result. 


Mr. JAMES O'CONNOR: Do the 
Custom House authorities keep a list of 
the merchants who are permitted to—— 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order ! 


SENGHENYDD COLLIERY DISASTER. 

Mr. LLOYD MORGAN (Carmarthen- 
shire, W.): I beg to ask the Home 
Secretary if he can give the House any 
information as to the deplorable colliery 
accident in Glamorganshire. 


*THe SECRETARY or STATE For 
THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. 
RitcH1£, Croydon): I am sorry to say 
I cannot add anything to the information 
which has already appeared in the public 
press. I am expecting further news 
almost every moment, and when it 
arrives will take care to communicate 
it to the House. 


MILK STANDARDS. 


Mr. LAMBERT: I beg to ask the 
President of the Board of Agriculture 


| whether he has fixed the standard for 


Sm M. HICKS BEACH: It is not | 
possible for the retail purchaser to dis- | 
tinguish in the case of a bottle of wine | 
‘ortified in bond between the alcohol | 
velonging to the wine and that belonging | 
to the spirits. But, as I stated yesterday, | 


the percentage of spirit which may be | 


milk under the provisions of the Food 
and Drugs Act ; if so, can he state what 
are the standards fixed. 


THE PRESIDENT or tHe BOARD 
oF AGRICULTURE (Mr. Hansury, 
Preston): The answer is in the negative. 


used in bond in such a way is strictly | I hope, however, to fix the standard 


limited. very soon now. 
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Mr. LAMBERT: Will it be fixed by 


Questions. 


6th June if I postpone the question till | 


then ? 


Mr. HANBURY: No, but I hope 
to have fixed it within a week after the 
close of the holidays. 


CYCLE CONVEYANCE ON RAILWAYS. 
Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.): I beg 


to ask the President of the Board of | 


Trade whether his attention has been 
called to the case of a cyclist, of Moseley, 
whose cycle, although in perfect order 
when booked by the London and North 
Western Railway Company to Ireland, 
was delivered with the gear-case torn off, 
the wheels buckled, tyres off, and the 
frame badly damaged; whether he is 
aware that the cyclist was non-suited 
in a claim for compensation on the ground 
that there was no evidence of wilful 
misconduct, although the state of the 
machine made it obvious that there 
had been negligence, and what steps 
he proposes to take to remedy the present 
inequitable condition of things as be- 
tween railway companies and cyclists. 


THe PRESIDENT or tHe BOARD or 
TRADE (Mr. Geratp Ba.rour, Leeds, 
Central) : My attention has been directed 
to this case by the Cyclists Touring Club 
and the National Cyclists Union. 
amendment of the law would be neces- 
sary to meet the point to which the hon. 
Member refers. I have already stated 
that I am not at present prepared to 
introduce legislation, but I am still in 
communication with the railway com- 
panies on the subject generally. 


Mr. LOUGH: Has the right hon. 
Gentleman any hope of getting a satis- 
factory answer from the railway company 
shortly ? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I am 


afraid I am not in a position to say. 


CODIFICATION OF COMMERCIAL LAW. 

Mr. MITCHELL (Burnley): I beg, in 
accordance with private notice, to ask 
the President of the Board of Trade, in 
view of the interests of the commercial 
community both in England and the 
colonies, whether he will take steps at an 
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early date to deal with the question of a 
more complete and systematic codifica- 
tion of English commercial law. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I have 
received the private notice of the hon. 
Gentleman. I quite recognise the great 
importance of the matter raised by this 
question, but I am afraid I am not at 


| present in a position to make any state- 


ment with regard to it. 


ALLOTMENTS AND COMMON PASTURES 
IN SCOTLAND. 

Mr. EUGENE WASON  (Clack- 
mannan and Kinross): I beg to ask the 
Lord Advocate whether he can state when 
the Return showing the proceedings of 
parish and county councils in regard to 
allotments and common pasture in Scot- 
land will be laid upon the Table of the 
House. 


*THeE LORD ADVOCATE (Mr. A. 
GRAHAM Murray, Buteshire): I am 
informed by the Local Government 
Board that the Return is being proceeded 
with, but the particulars required have 
not yet been received from some of the 
authorities concerned. No time will be 
lost in having the Return completed 


‘and laid before the House. 


An | 


AFFORESTATION IN SCOTLAND. 
Mr. CATHCART WASON (Orkney 


and Shetland): I beg to ask the Lord 


| results 


Advocate whether, having regard to the 
of the experiments made in 
Ireland in afforestation, similar exper- 
ments will be made in the Highlands and 
islands of Scotland. 


*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: It is not 


proposed to carry out such experiments 


/as are referred to by the hon. Member. 


I may add that such experiments would 


not fall within the scope of the Congested 


Districts (Scotland) Act, 1897. 


CONGESTION IN THE HIGHLANDS. 

Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): I 
beg to ask the Lord Advocate, as repre- 
senting the Secretary for Scotland, 


_ whether he is aware of the state of feeling 


among the landless cottars and fishermen 
of Bernera, Island of Lewis, Ross-shire. 


and in the crofting townships of North 
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and South Boisdale, Smerclate, 
burgh, Kilphedder, Howmore, Inishvale, 


Howbeg, South Uist, Inverness-shire, in | 


consequence of the delay of the Congested 


Districts Board in making arrangements | 


for the settlement of the people on the 
land; and whether, to prevent the 


danger of these cottars being driven to | 
take the land, he will consider the’ 


expediency of taking some steps to pro- 
vide them with land at an early date. 


*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY : I have 
really nothing to add to what I have 
informed the hon. Member on several 
occasions in answer to similar questions 
in this House, namely, that such steps 
will be taken by the Secretary for 
Scotland from time to time as he deems 
expedient. 


CIVIL SERVICE CERTIFICATES— 
BELFAST CLERK’S POSITION. 

Mr. M'GOVERN (Cavan, W.): I beg 
to ask the Secretary to the Treasury 
whether he is aware that the present 
chief clerk in the office of the Surveyor 
of Taxes in Belfast has been in the service 
of the department for over eight years, 
and earned good reports from the sur- 
veyors and inspectors under whom he 
served, and been promoted on acecunt 
of the efficiency with which he discharged 
his duties ; and, seeing that this gentle- 
man has a certificate from the Civil 
Service Commissioners which qualifies 
him to be placed on the permanent staff 
on the recommendation of the head of 
his department, can he state what objec- 
tion there is to giving him the necessary 
recommendation to be put on the perma- 
nent staff of the Civil Service under the 
Order in Council of the 4th June, 1870. 


Tue FINANCIAL SECRETARY To 
THE TREASURY (Mr. AuSTEN CHAMBER- 
LAIN, Worcestershire, E.): The 
Member appears to be under a mis- 
apprehension as to the circumstances of 
this case. In the first place, the clerk 
referred to is not in the service of the 
Board of Inland Revenue, but in the 
personal employ of the Surveyor of 
Taxes ; and in the second place, he does 
not hold a Civil Service certificate. It is 


true that he was at one time registered | 


with the Civil Service Commissioners as 
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ment in this capacity does not qualify 
him to be placed on the permanent staff 
of the Civil Service under the Order in 
Council of the 4th June, 1870. 


MONAGHAN POSTAL ARRANGE- 


MENTS. 

Dr. THOMPSON (Monaghan, N.): I 
beg to ask the Secretary to the Treasury, 
as representing the Postmaster General, 
if he is aware that there is only a tri- 
weekly delivery of letters at Swan’s Cross, 
county Monaghan ; and, as this causes 
inconvenience, will he give directions to 
have the service complained of improved. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : The 
Postmaster General will cause inquiry 
to be made, and will communicate the 
result to the hon. Member as soon as 
possible. 

NEWPORT (MAYO) FISHING 
INDUSTRY. 

Dr. AMBROSE (Mayo, W.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether, in view 
of the importance of the fishing industry 
to the inhabitants of the village of Ros- 
murrevagh, near Newport, county Mayo, 
and of the fact that although there are 
thirty-seven boats employed by the 
villagers in pursuance of such industry 


‘they are in need of a pier on which to 


land the fish, he will advise the Congested 

Districts Board to build a pier there. 
THe CHIEF SECRETARY For IRE- 

LAND (Mr. Wynpuam, Dover): The 


‘ question of the erection of a pier at this 


place will be considered by the Congested 
Districts Board at its next meeting. 


SLIGO ASYLUM—CASE OF 
ATTENDANT GAFFNEY. 

Mr. MOORE: | beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland if his attention has been drawn 
to the proceedings of the Sligo Asylum 
Board in connection with the case of 
attendant Gaffney ; whether he is aware 
that Gaffney admitted having assaulted 
a lunatic patient under his charge by 
kicking him in the abdomen, causing 
serious injuries, but that, notwithstand- 
ing this, the asylum board have con- 
tinued Gaffney as attendant; will he 


a temporary boy copyist, but his employ- | state what steps will be taken to protect 
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the other lunatics from further violence | to the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether 
on the part of this attendant ; will any| he can grant a Parliamentary Return 
representation be made on the part of | giving the details of rent reductions for 
the Executive Government to the asylum | the year ended March last, the Return to 
authorities with reference to their in-| be made out per estate. 
action in this case ; and will he direct the | 
matter to be brought before the Law| Mr. WYNDHAM: No, Sir. All the 
Officers with a view to considering a/ information apparently desired by the 
prosecution of this attendant. hon. Member will be found in the 
shi , | Returns of judicial rents laid on the 
Mr. WYNDHAM: My attention has |Table of the House at short intervals. 
been drawn to this very painful case. | 
The assault was committed on the 2nd | . i 
April, and on the 4th April a sworn| DAVID FINLAY’S ESTATE,:CO. CAVAN. 
inquiry was held at the asylum by the! Mr. M’(GOVERN: I beg to ask the 
inspectors of Lunatic Asylums, as a/ Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
result of which they strongly urged the| of Ireland whether the receiver and 
asylum committee to dismiss attendant | solicitor on the estate of the late David 
Gaffney. The committee, however, | Finlay, in the county of Cavan, have 


Questions, 











merely reprimanded him and warned 
him against a repetition of the offence. 
Proceedings were taken by the police 
against the man for assault, and on the 
13th inst. he was convicted and sen- 
tenced to two months imprisonment. 
it is for the committee to decide whether 
Gaffney will be retained in the service of 
the asylum ; the Executive has no power 
to remove him. 


LABOURERS’ COTTAGES IN THE 
MITCHELSTOWN UNION. 

Mr. WILLIAM ABRAHAM (Cork 
County, N.E.): I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether he can explain the cause 
of delay in the progress of schemes for 


the erection of labourers’ cottages in the | 
Mitchelstown Union, concerning which | 


an inquiry was held by a Local Govern- 
ment Board inspector in January last ; 
and whether he will take steps to accele- 
rate the production of the report on 
these schemes, and can he state when 
such report may be expected. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: There has been 
no avoidable delay on the part of the 
Local Government Board in dealing 
with these schemes. The result of the 
inquiry into one of the two schemes 
will, it is hoped, be communicated to the 
district council next week. The report 
on the second scheme is daily expected 
by the Board, and no time will be lost 
in dealing with it when received. 


RETURN OF RENT REDUCTIONS. 


Mr. THOMAS O'DONNELL (Kerry, 
W.): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary 


been asked for any explanation as to 
why they did not lodge the agreements 
that they entered into with the tenants 
to purchase their holdings with the 
Irish Land Commission ; whether he is 
aware that the result of these agree- 
ments not having been lodged in court 
has been that the tenants on this estate 





have had to pay 25 per cent. more in 
|rent than they would have had to pay 
|in interest, and prevented them making 
/an application under the fortieth section 
lof the Land Act of 1896, and can he 
|explain the cause of the delay in Judge 
| Ross’s court in disposing to the tenants 
of this and other estates that have been 
‘in that court for sale for the past ten 
years. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: This is not 4 
‘sale under the fortieth section, as the 
‘hon. Member has been already informed. 
|The tenants three years ago signed 
provisional agreements to purchase. 
| Subsequently disputes arose amongst 
them in reference to rights of turbary. 
These disputes have not been settled, 
and until they have been no progress 
can be made. The delay is entirely 
attributable to the tenants themselves, 
and not to the land judge or Land Com- 
mission. 


WICKLOW CONSTABLE’S CASE. 


Mr. JAMES O'CONNOR: I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether his atten- 
tion has been drawn to the case of Con- 
stable John Freeman, stationed at 
Laragh, county Wicklow, who was in 
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November last convicted of an assault | tence of imprisonment imposed upon this: 


upon a Dublin policeman, which arose 
out of a remonstrance addressed to 


| man should be addressed, in the usual 


| way, to the Lord Lieutenant, by whom 


Freeman by the Dublin policeman for the matter will be eonsidered. 


following a young woman through the 
streets and insulting her ; whether he 
is aware that Freeman is the son of a 
man who shot an evicted tenant named 
Kinsella at Coolgreany ; and that the 
clergy and residents of Laragh strongly 
object to Freeman being stationed in 
their district, and whether he will con- 
sider the desirability of having Freeman 
transferred to some other county. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The facts are as 
stated in the first paragraph. I have 
no information, and at such short notice 
cannot procure information, as to the 
matters alleged in the second paragraph. 
The question of the removal of a par- 
ticular constable from a particular 
district is one for determination by the 
constabulary authorities themselves, to 
whom any representations on the sub- 
ject should be addressed. 


STREET PREACHING AT ARKLOW. 


Mr. COGAN: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether his attention has been 
called to the case of a man named Thomas 
Kearon, who was recently sentenced 
at the Arklow Petty Sessions to a month’s 
imprisonment for an assault upon a 
policeman, which arose out of a dis- 
turbance caused by the attempt to hold 
an open-air service in the main thorough- 
fare of Arklow near a public meeting 
which was held there on 5th of May ; 
whether he is aware that the evidence 
given at the hearing of the charge dis- 
closed the fact that the police under 
District Inspector Hughes formed a 
cordon across the street to prevent any 
person proceeding in the direction of 
the service, and that people were thus 


| Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) : 
| Is the right hon. Gentleman aware of the 
circumstances of this particular case ? 
| Will he make some inquiry so that he 
_may be in a position to give advice to the 
Lord Lieutenant? Is he aware that the- 
| disturbance arose from the acts of the 
| Rev. Mr. Hallowes, who has been con- 
| ducting the street preaching in Arklow,,. 
|and whose attempt to interfere with a 
| public meeting caused a disturbance 
| which gave rise to a great deal of ex- 
citement ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I am not aware: 
of the facts of the case, and it is for those: 
who have knowledge of the circum- 
stances to place them before the Lord 
Lieutenant, by whom the matter is 
usually remitted to me for comments 
and inquiry.. It would not do -for me 
to make a representation to the Lord 
Lieutenant in the first instance. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: lf will ask 
the right hon. Gentleman to make 
personal inquiry into the facts, so that. 
when the representations laid before 
the Lord Lieutenant are sent to him ha: 
will be ina position to give advice. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Certainly. 


ROAD MAINTENANCE IN IRELAND.. 

Mr. LUNDON (Limerick, E.): I beg: 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
aware that inconvenience and some 
trouble exist in several parts of. Ireland 
owing to the state of affairs in connection 
with the repairing and maintenance of 
the public roads by contract labour ; 


'and will he, without delay, introduce 





prevented from going home or to their | before Parliament for ratification the 
church at the hour of divine service ;| proposed Order in Council dealing with. 
also that the police in evidence gave this state of things so as te put them 
Kearon a good character, and stated on a better footing. 

he was a peaceable man ; and whether, | pai : : 
having regard to the excitement of the | Me. WYNDHAM: The Bill con 


; ; : . ‘firming this Order was introduced on 
occasion, he will consider the case with a the 10th of May. 


view to recommending the shortening | 
of the term of Kearon’s imprisonment. | CHARITABLE LOANS (IRELAND) ACT. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Any representae Mr. DILLON.::I1 beg to ask Mr.. 
tions in favour of mitigation of the sen-| Attorney General. for Ireland whether he: 
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is aware that at Dromore, county Tyrone, 
the resident magistrate in proceedings 
for recovery of debt under the Charitable 
Loans (Ireland) Act, 1900, habitually 
orders the clerk to calculate amount 
due at 7} per cent. interest on amount 
of bill at last renewal; that, in making 
out account, the overcharges for the 
six years period mentioned in the Act 
are not deducted from amount of the 
note ; and that the Bench refuses in all 
cases to allow the amount for which 
decree is given to be paid in instalments 
as provided in the Act; and whether 
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‘chequer whether he is aware that the 
la . ° 
Supreme Court of Judicature in Ireland 
have at their credit in the Bank of Ireland 
‘a cash balance of £350,000 and securities 
to the amount of £6,000,000, and whether 
he will consider the advisability of appoint- 
ing a paymaster general in lreland who 
would be authorised to advance from 
this £350,000 sums towards the assist- 
'ance of Irish industries and _ technical 
institutions upon proper security being 
given. 


Sir M. HICKS BEACH: 


I cannot 


any instructions are given by the magis- say, without further inquiry, whether 
trate to the petty sessions clerk to guide the figures quoted by the hon. Member 
him in making the calculation ordered are correct ; the matter is not under my 
in the Act ; if so, whether he can give a control. But whatever the amount may 





copy of such instructions. 


Tue ATTORNEY GENERAL For 
IRELAND (Mr. ATKINSON, London- 
derry, N.): No general instructions 


such as are mentioned in the last para- 
graph have been given by the resident 
or other magistrates of the Dromore 
bench, each case being dealt with on its 
merits. Overcharges are invariably de- 
ducted in ascertaining the amount due. 
These magistrates have almost invariably 
refused to order payment by instalments. 
This is a matter entirely in their dis- 
cretion. They have also decided judi- 
cially that in most, if not all, of these 
eases the loan societies are entitled to 
interest at the rate of 74 per cent. If 
they are in error the aggrieved party 
can appeal. 


JUDICIAL BUSINESS IN IRELAND. 

Mr. DILLON: I beg to ask Mr. 
Attorney General for Ireland whether 
any regulations have been made by the 
judges of the High Court in Ireland 
under the provisions of the Judicature 
Acts for the distribution of business. 


Mr. ATKINSON : The distribution of 
business in the High Court in Ireland is 
{where not otherwise regulated by 
statute) regulated by the Rules of Court 
made on the recommendation of the 
judges in 1891. These Rules have 
been laid before Parliament. further 
Rules are in course of preparation. 


IRISH SUPREME COURT OF JUDICA- 
TURE—CASH BALANCE, 


Mr. FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick): I 
beg to ask Mr. Chancellor of the Ex- 


be, it could not be locked up in loans in 
the manner the hon. Member suggests, 
for it is liable to be called on at any time 
for payments to those to whom it belongs. 
Loans for purposes of the kind suggested 
might be made from funds at the disposal 
of the Board of Agriculture or the Con- 
gested Districts Board. 


CLERKS TO COMMISSIONERS OF 
IRISH LIGHTS. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY: I beg to ask the 
President of the Board of Trade whether 
the Commissioners of Irish Lights have 
recommended that second-class clerks in 
their department should be put on the 
same footing as second-class clerks in 
Trinity House ; and, if so, what are the 
objections to this arrangement. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The Com- 
missioners of Irish Lights have during 
_the present month applied to the Board 
of Trade for their sanction to an im- 
proved rate of pay for second-class clerks 
in their Department. The application 
is receiving careful consideration, but, 
as various matters have to be taken into 
account, I am not yet in a position to 
state the views of the Board as to the 
proposed arrangement. 


THROUGH RATES ON IRISH 
RAILWAYS. 

Mr. FIELD: I beg to ask the Presi- 
dent of the Board of Trade whether he 
is aware that the Great Southern and 
Western Railway Company of Ireland 
have failed to provide through rates to 
| certain towns in the South according to 


| 
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statutory requirements; and whether 
he will take steps to have the company 
fulfil their legal obligations, seeing that, 
owing to the absence of these through 
rates, the Port of Dublin will suffer. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: If the 
hon. Member refers to through rates 
within the meaning of Section 34 of 63 
and 64 Vict., chapter 247, I may point 
out to him that in case of default a 
special remedy is provided by the section. 
If, however, the question refers to 
through rates not subject to that pro- 
vision, the jurisdiction to grant reason- 
able through rates is vested in the Rail- 
way and Canal Commissioners, and not 


the Board of Trade. 


KERRY POLICE AND THE UNITED 
IRISH LEAGUE. 

Mr. FLAVIN (Kerry, W.): I wish to 
ask the Chief Secretary by whose author- 
ity a member of the Royal Irish Constabu- 
lary in Kerry, on Sunday, the 19th in- 
stant, attended while members were being 
enrolled in a local branch of the United 
Irish League and took down their names, 
refusing to desist when asked to do so. 
I gave notice of this to the clerk at the 
Table, who found it necessary to cut out 
some portion of the question, so now I 
have simply read the substance of it. 
It is a very important matter to my 
constituency, but I do not see the Chief 
Secretary in his place, although I wrote 
him a letter—— 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! 








ROYAL COMMISSION ON IRISH 
UNIVERSITY EDUCATION. 

Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN (Kilkenny) : 

I beg to ask the First Lord of the Treasury 

whether he is yet in a position to name 

the Members of the Royal Commission 

on Irish University Education. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY : I beg also to ask 
the First Lord of the Treasury when he 
can give the House any information as 
to the composition or appointment of the 
Royal Commission on University Educa- 
tion in Ireland. 


THe FIRST LORD or tHe TREASURY 
(Mr. A. J. BaLrour, Manchester, E.) : 
I am sorry that it has been impossible 
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to make sufficient progress with the 
appointment of this Commission to enable 
me to make a statement to the House. 
One of the reasons for the delay is the 
large number of Commissioners, English- 
men and Scotchmen, who have been 
asked to serve, and it would be unfair to 
expect such persons engaged in education 
to take evidence in Ireland after the 
beginning of the next academic term. 
We are most anxious to get on with the 
Commission. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: That answer 
forebodes a long inquiry. How soon 
does the right hon. Gentleman expect 
to be able to give us the names ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: One of the 
difficulties arises from the fact that an 
invitation is sent to a gentleman and he 
finds he is not able to attend. Then the 
invitation is sent to someone else, and in 
such circumstances delays are inevitable. 


Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN asked from 


whom refusals had been received. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I do not think 


I can answer such a question as that. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS’ PRAYERS. 
CotoyEL NOLAN (Galway, N.): I 
beg to ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
whether he can say who is responsible 
for the form of the prayer used at the 
daily meetings of the House of Commons. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I have made 
all the inquiries I can, and I have not been 
able to obtain any information to satisfy 
the curiosity of the hon. Member. 


THE BEER BILL. 


Mr. CHAPLIN (Lincolnshire, Slea- 
ford): I beg to ask the First Lord of the 
Treasury a question of which I have 
given him private notice, namely, if he 
is aware that by the ruling of Mr. Speaker 
on the question of adjournment for the 
holidays, and by the moving of the 
closure, a number of Members on both 
sides of the House were prevented from 
expressing their regret that no facilities 
had been offered for discussing a pro- 
posal to refer the Beer Bill to the Stand- 
ing Committee on Trade, in accordance 
with the memorial addressed to the 
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right hon. Gentleman some weeks ago ; 
secondly, whether the right hon. Gentle- 
man is aware that, as there was no othér 
business before that Committee, by the 
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| been extremely difficult to comply with 
| in a time of great pressure such as always 
| exists at this time of the session in regard 
| to first-class measures. 


concession asked for the Bill might have 


passed through the Committee by this | 


time; and whether, in making his 


promised announcement upon business | 


after the Whitsuntide holidays, the right 
hon. Gentleman will take into considera- 
tion the representations made in the 
memorial referred to. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I am very 
well aware that, owing to the course of 
the debate last night, my right hon. 


friend and other Members who take | 


great interest in the Bill were prevented 
from laying their views before the House 
and the Government. It is also quite 
true that no facilities have been given for 
the discussion of a proposal to send the 
Bill to Grand Committee. But I am 
sure the House will feel that it was practi- 
cally impossible for the Government to 
take time from such matters as the 
Finance Bill and the Civil List for the 
debate my right hon. friend naturally 
wishes to see brought to a conclusion. 
Nor would it have been possible, without 
singling out this Bill for special privilege, 
giving it advantage over other Bills 
which will come on for discussion after 
Whitsuntide. I hope that under the 
circumstances my right hon. friend will 
see that the course pursued was the only 
course open to the Government. I am 
perfectly well aware of the great interest 
taken in the subject by my right hon. 
friend and other Members in different 
parts of the House, and I will bear this 
in mind when making my statement 


WORKS AT GIBRALTAR. 
Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn 


Regis): Is there an intention to bring 
|in a Naval Works Bill in which the works 
| at Gibraltar will be dealt with ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: It is our in. 
tention to bring in such a Bill, but I can 
give no indication of the date. 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 

Mr. JOHN REDMOND: The right 
hon. Gentleman has made allusion to the 
' necessity he will be under to make some 
demand on the House for further facilities 
for Government business. May I ask 
when the promised announcement on 
business will be made and what will be 
its nature. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The announce. 
ment will be made on the Monday or 
Tuesday, and will be of the usual charae- 
ter made by successive Governments 
when asking for time to facilitate progress 

of business. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: Does the 
right hon. Gentleman contemplate the 
House sitting the full time to-night! 
Will he insist on finishing the Army 
_ Votes ? Would it not be wiser to allow 
the business to come to a conclusion ata 
comparatively early hour and postpone 
the Army Votes till the first day after the 
| holidays ? 


after Whitsuntide, and asking facilities | 


for the conduct of business. 


Mr. CHAPLIN: Arising out of that 
answer, may I ask my right hon. friend 
if he is aware that there was no other 
Bill in a position to be referred to the 
Standing Committee on Trade before 
Whitsuntide, and that all that was asked 
for in the memorial was the sacrifice of a 
single hour of the time at the disposal of 
the Government ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Yes, I am 
aware of that, but that request, modest 
as it seemed in ite character, would have 


| Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I should not 
like to make any pledge at the present 
/moment. We do not, however, propose 
| to take Report of Supply. 
| Sm HENRY FOWLER (Wolverhamp- 
| ton, E.): What Supply is to be taken on 
the Thursday and Friday after the 
holidays ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I anticipate 
that the three Army Votes set down will 
be taken to-night, but if not they will be 
taken on the Thursday when the House 
reassembles. Financial reasons require 
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this. After these, the Revenue Votes, 
beginning with No. 2, would be taken, 
followed by classes 6 and 7. 


Sirk HENRY FOWLER: The three 
Army Votes do not include that for the 
Secretary of State. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: No. 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE (SUPPLY). 

Ordered, That the other Government 
Business have precedence this day of the 
Business of Supply. —(Mr. A. J. Balfour.) 


NEW BILLS. 


BURGH SEWERAGE, DRAINAGE, 
WATER SUPPLY (SCOTLAND). 
Bill to amend the Law in regard to the 
Sewerage and Drainage and Water 
Supply of Burghs in Scotland, ordered 
to be brought in by The Lord Advocate, 
Mr. Solicitor General for Scotland, and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


AND 


BURGH SEWERAGE, DRAINAGE, AND 
WATER SUPPLY (SCOTLAND) BILL. 
“To amend the Law in regard to the 
Sewerage and Drainage and Water 
Supply of Burghs in Seotland,’’ pre- 
sented, and read the first time; to be 
read a second time upon Monday, 10th 
June, and to be printed. [Bill 204.] 


INEBRIATES ACTS AMENDMENT. 
Bill to amend the Inebriates Acts, 
1879 to 1899, and to make further pro- 
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the Bill be now read a second time.’ 


38. 
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| vision for the control and cure of Habitual 
| Inebriates, ordered to be brought in by 
| Dr. Farquharson, Sir Francis Powell, 
|Sir Walter Foster, Sir Michael Foster, 
_and Dr. Thompson. 


INEBRIATES ACTS AMENDMENT BILL. 

‘To amend the Inebriates Acts, 1879 
to 1899, and to make further provision 
for the control and cure of Habitual 
Inebriates,” presented, and read the first. 
time ; to be read a second time upon 
Wednesday, 12th June, and to be printed. 
[Bill 205. } 


QUEEN ANNE’S BOUNTY BOARD. 

Resolved, That it is expedient that a 
Select Committee of this House be 
appointed to join with a Committee of 
the Lords to consider the constitution of 
Queen Anne’s Bounty Board, and to 
report whether economy and efficiency 
of administration would be promoted by 
any change in its constitution or by its 
amalgamation with any other body. 

Message to the Lords to acquaint them 
therewith.—(Sir William Watrond.) 


CIVIL LIST BILL. 
Order for Second Reading read. 


Motion made, and Question put, ‘‘ That 


? 


The House divided :—Ayes, 149 ; Noes, 
(Division List No. 204.) 


AYES. 


Acland-Hood,Capt.SirAlex. F. 
Allan, William (Gateshead) 
Allen, Chas. P. (Gloue. Stroud 
Allsopp, Hon. George 

Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hn. John 


Chamberlain, Rt. Hn. J.(Birm.) 
Chamberlain,J.Austen( Wore’r 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Chapman, Edwaid 
Charrington, Spencer 


Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Kobert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 3,¢; 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edward Algernon 
Fletcher, Sir Henry 


bagut, Capt. Josceline FitzRoy 
Balfour, Rt. Hon. A.J (Manceh'r 
dalfour, Rt HnGerald W(Leeds 
Beach, Rt. Hn. SirM. H. (Bristol 
Bhownageree, Sir M. M. 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Brassey, Albert 

Brodrick, Rt. Hn. St. John 
brookfield, Colonel Montagu 
Brymer, William Ernest 
Valdwell, James 

Cameron, Robert 

(arson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
autley, Henry Strother 
Cavendish, V.C.W. (Derbysh. ) 
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Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Cochrane, Hon. T. H. A. E. 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Cook, Sir Frederick Lueas 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cranborne, Viscount 

Cripps, Charles Alfred 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Denny, Colonel 
Dixon-Hartland, Sir F. Dixon 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Edwards, Frank 

Evans, Sir F. H. (Maidstone) 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Fellowes, Hon. AilwynEdward 


2Q 





Flower, Ernest 

Fowler, Rt. Hn. Sir Henry 
Fuller, J. M. F. 

Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Gordon, Hn.J.E.(Elgin& Nairn 
Gordon, J. (Londonderry, 8.) 


| Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon 


Goschen, Hon. GeorgeJoachim 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Grant, Corrie 

Griffith, Ellis J. 

Hain, Edward 
Hamilton, Rt. HnLordG(Mid’x 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. RobertWm. 
Harris, Frederick Leverton 
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Hayne,Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Hayter,Rt. Hon.Sir Arthur D. 
Heath, ArthurHoward(Hanl’y 
Wickman, Sir Alfrea 
Hobhouse, ©. E. H.(Bristol,E. ) 
Hope,J. F(Sheftield, Brightside 
Hozier, Hon. James Henry C. 
Jacoby, James Alfred 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Jones, William (Carnarvonsh. 
Kenyon,Hon.Geo.T.(Denbigh 
Kenyon, James (Lanes., Bury) 
Kimber, Henry 

Kitson, Sir James 

Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. 
Law, Andrew Bonar 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Lee, ArthurH(Hants,Fareham 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leng, Sir John 
Leveson-Gower,FrederickN.S. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
ong, Col. CharlesW( Evesham 
Long,Rt. Hn Walter(Bristol,S. 
Lowther, Rt. Hon. James( Kent 
Lowther, RtHnJW(Cum. Penr 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lueas,Col. Francis (Lowestoft) 
Lucas, R. J. (Portsmouth) 
Maconuchie, A. W. 


Abraham, William(Cork,N.E.) 
Ambrose, Kobert 
Boland, John 
duyle, James 
Campbell, John (Armagh, 8.) 
Clancy, John Joseph 
Cogan, Denis J. 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Cullinan, J. 
Delany, William 
Dillon, John 
Doogan, P. C. 
F french, Peter 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 
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M‘Arthur,Charles (Liverpool) | 
Malcolm, Ian 
Mappin, Sir Frederick Thorpe 
Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Maxwell, WJ H(Dumfriesshire 
Mitchell, William 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Moore, William (Antrim, N.) 
Morton, Edw.J.C.(Devonport) 
Mount, William Arthur 
Myers, William Henry 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Norman, Henry 
Parker, Gilbert 
Paulton, James Mellor 
Peel,Hn. Wm. Robt. Wellesley 
Pemberton, John 8. G. 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Purvis, Robert 
Reckitt, Harold James 
tenshaw, Charles Bine 
Rickett, J. Compton 
Ridley, Hn. M. W.(Stalybridge 
Ritchie,Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 
Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Ropner, Colonel Robert 
Russell, T. W. 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Seott, SirS. (Marylebone, W.) 
Sharpe, Wm. Edward T. 


NOES. 


Flynn, James Christopher 
Gilhooly, James 

Hayden, John Patrick 
Healy, Timothy Michael 
Joyce, Michael 

Leamy, Edmund 

Lundon, W. 

M‘Govern, T. 

Mooney, John J. 

Murphy, J. | 
Nannetti, Joseph P. 

O’Brien, Kendal(T’ pper’ry, Mid 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O’Connor,James(Wicklow, W. | 


the Crown Bill. 


Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Sinclair, Capt. J. (Forfarshire) 
Smith, JamesParker(Lanarks) 
Spear, John Ward 

Stanley, Lord (Lancs. ) 
Stroyan, John 

Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Valentia, Viscount 

Walker, Col. William Hall 
Warner,Thomas Courtenay T, 
Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan 
Wason,JohnCatheart(Orkney 
Welby, Lt.-Col. A.C.E.(Ta’nt’n 
Whiteley, H.(Ashton-u.-Lyne 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Wills, Sir Frederick 
Wilson-Todd, Wm. H. (Yorks 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E.R.( Bath 
Wollf, Gustav Wilhelm 
Wortley, Rt. Hon.C. B. Stuart- 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Younger, William 
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TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


O’ Kelly, Conor (Mayo, W.) 
O’ Kelly, Jaimes( Roscommon,N 
O’ Malley, William 
O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 
Reddy, M. 

Redmond, John E.( Waterford) 
edmond, William (Clare) 


| Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
| Sullivan, Donal 


White, Patrick(Meath, North) 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Mr. Patrick O’Brien and 
Mr. Haviland-Burke. 


Bill read a second time, and committed | that unless this Bill was passed all the 
representatives of the Government ot 
the protectorates which had been lately 


for Thursday, 6th June. 


DEMISE OF THE CROWN BILL. 
Considered in Committee. 


(In the Committee.) 


[Mr. J. W. Lowrner (Cumberland, Pen- | 
rith) in the Chair. | 


Clause 1 :— 


Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.), in moving 
the omission of the words 
within or,” said the purpose of the 
Amendment was to meet the case so 
strongly dwelt upon by the Attorney 
General when moving the Second Read- 
The right hon. Gentle- | Empire. 


ing of the Bill. 


added to the 


Empire would cease to be 


officers of the Crown and would require 


to be reappointed, and that great com- 


plications and difficulties might arise 
in consequence of the interruption ot 
office. The « 
would cover the whole of the cases of the 


Amendment he proposed 


protectorates, and would, therefore, re- 
move all the objections which had been 
put forward by the right hon. Gentle- 


man ; 
* whether | 


he himself did not see the force 
of many of the objections, but if the right 
hon. Gentleman accepted the Amend- 
ment it would remedy any difficulties 
with regard to the officials of India and 
‘the colonies, and other portions of the 
The right hon. 


Gentleman 


man laid great stress upon the fact | drew an appalling picture of the results 
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o 
which would follow if this Bill were not | King’s dominions. There was an ex- 
passed, but India and the other colonies | ceedingly good reason why there should 
were in existence at the previous demise | be a difference between the two cases. 
of the Crown, and if there was no diffi-| There was a very vast difference 
culty in those days in the reappointment | between the appointment of high 
of the officials of those places he failed | officials in the colonies and the appoint- 
to see how any should arise now, nor did | ment of great Ministers of State in 
he believe that any difficulty that might | this country, and it was obvious that 
arise from the lapse of office in these | where it might be quite proper to 
portions of the Empire would ever have reappoint ambassadors and high officers 
induced the Government to introduce abroad, it might be absolutely improper 
this Bill. The real reason lay much to reappoint Ministers sitting in this 
nearer home. The Irish Members were | House, who might hold their position 
determined to test this matter at every in it through a fluke. The manifest 
stage, but he only proposed by thisAmend- | object of the Bill was to legalise the 
ment to deal with the dependencies. As tenure of their seats in the House by 
regards the officials of the other colonies, | several gentlemen sitting on the Govern- 
they were in the same position now as| ment benches, and indemnify them 
they were at the last demise of the Crown, | against the penalties to which they had 
and it was perfectly well known that on rendered themselves liable by sitting 
that occasion there was no difficulty and voting in the House this session. 
whatever and nocomplications arose There was no difficulty about the re- 


upon their reappointment. appointment of officials outside the 
dominions of the King. Ambassadors, 
Amendment proposed— viceroys, governors and others could be 


“In page 1, lines 5 and 6, to leave out the reappointed in a moment by a stroke of 
words ‘whether within or.’ "—(Mr. Dillon.) the pen, but it was quite a different thing 
. sas with regard to Ministers of the Crown 
Question proposed, “That the words sitting here that they should bring in a 
proposed to be leit out stand part of the Bil] to continue themselves in ‘office, 
clause. when the law of the land said that they 
: seat eee .. Should not continue in office without 
THe ATTORNEY GE NERAL (Sir having sought the opinion of their 
Rovert Fintay, Inverness Burghs) said ‘constituents. These gentlemen were 
that he hoped that the hon. Gentleman | gjected by their constituents because 
would not think it necessary to divide they told them that the war was over, 
the House upon the Amendment, the and if they had gone to their constituents 
effect of which would be, if adopted, on thedeath of the late Queen, as they 
to establish one rule for offices without | should have done, and disclosed the facts 
the King’s dominions and one rule for eontained inthe despatches of Sir Alfred 
offices within the King’s dominions. Milner published since then, the result 
It would reduce, in point of fact, the might have been very different. It was 
operation of the Bill to the protectorates. 4 scandalous innovation of the practice 
In the case of appointments in the | of Parliament. It was the first time 
colonies and dependencies of the Crown, | such a thing had ever occurred, and it 
the inconvenience would remain as at | jad been reserved for the first Govern- 
present. Under those circumstances no | ment of the King to propose a Bill of 
grounds could be suggested for any which any past Ministers would have 
alteration in the Bill, and he therefore ens sabianadie 
hoped that the hon. Gentleman would not 
a nner: Mr. LABOUCHERE (Northampton) 
Mr. CLANCY (Dublin County, N.) | said the General Election was gained by 
supported the Amendment, and _ said | the Conservative party on a misrepre- 
he saw very good ground for it. The | sentation of the facts in reference to the 
hon. and learned Gentleman had pointed | state of affairs in South Africa, and it 
out that it would create two rules with re-| was most desirable that the country 
gard to the appointment of officers of | should have had an opportunity, on the 
the Crown within and without the!death of the late Sovereign, of saying 
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whether they still wished the Ministers 
of the Crown to retain their offices. 
It was also desirable that they should 
have had the opportunity of considering 


Demise of 


whether so many Ministers should have | 


been appointed from one family. If the 
matter went to a division he would vote 
for the Amendment. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON (Dun- 
dee) thought the Attorney General had 
failed to supply any adequate reason for 
the rejection of the Amendment. 


Mr. DILLON said that after the 
answer which he had received from the 
hon. and learned Gentleman the Attorney 
General, he should certainly test the 
matter by a division. The constitutional 
practice which the Bill proposed to abolish 
had been in operation for many years, 
and no inconvenience had been discovered 
in its operation until the present Ministry 
landed themselves in a difficulty. The 
sole reason against the acceptance of the 
Amendment was that it would deny to 
Ministers relief from the constitutional 
obligation of having to seek re-election 
in consequence of the late demise of the 
Crown. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) 
said the real sting of the Bill was in its last 
clause, which made it retrospective. If, 
this was merely a Bill, which every 
measure ought to be, for the manage- 
ment of affairs in the future, a good deal 
might be said in its favour, but it was 
manifestly a measure to relieve some one 
of some penalty which had been incurred, 
and to legalise something which had been 


done since the demise of the Crown. 
Surely its object must be to relieve 
Ministers of the necessity of submitting 


themselves to re-election. That was a 
safeguard which it would be unwise for 
Parliament to relinquish. The present 
rules imposed upon those accepting 
certain offices from the Crown the 
necessity of submitting themselves to 
their constituents. The necessity for a 
rule of this kind was increasing day by 
day. Ministers were becoming more and 
more powerful, and the House less and 
less powerful ; the rules were becoming | 
more and more disregarded, and the 
Standing Orders of the House scarcely | 
existed, 


Mr. Labouchere. 
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' what they did in the House of Commons 
‘from the Standing Orders. 


!of the hon. 


and nobody would recognise | 
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All these 
changes gave more power to the Minis- 
ters, and took away more power from the 
House. He thought the House should 
pause before it accepted the principle of 
the clause, that acceptance of office should 
not imply re-election, and should hesitate 
above all to give to Ministers a Bill of 
indemnity for something done previous 
to the passing of the Bill. If His Majesty’s 
Government had really done nothing 
which required indemnity he thought 
the Amendment was one which they 
might reasonably accept. 


Lorp EDMOND FITZMAURICE 
(Wiltshire, Cricklade) said he wished to 
say a few words as to how Liberals ought 
to vote onthis measure. The able speech 
Member for King’s Lynn 
contained a great deal of ancient Tory 
doctrine, but he wished to submit to the 
House a totally different view as a Liberal 
The effect of the Amendment would be 
that there would be one law in the United 


Kingdom and another affecting the 
dominions of the Crown abroad. The 


view taken by the Government upon this 
question was in perfect harmony and con- 
sonance with what had always been the 
view of the House of Commons in regard 
to its own rights and the position of 
Ministers, and it was more especially in 
‘ harmony and consonance with the views 
and traditions of former Liberal Ministers. 
In former days the Crown exercised a 
great deal of control over this House, and 
Ministers were described as being not 
Ministers of the people, but servants of 
the Crown. It was quite natural that 
the right hon. Gentleman the Member 
for Thanet wished to keep things as 
they were. 


Mr. JAMES LOWTHER (Kent, 
Thanet): I expressed myself directly to 
the contrary. 


Lorp EDMOND FITZMAURICE said 
the old doctrine was that Ministers were 
far more servants of the Crown than 
Ministers of the people and servants of 
this House. There used to be an 
idea that the whole machinery of the 
Government should stop when there was 
a change in the person of the Sovereign. 
Gradually, however, that ancient con- 
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that the moment the demise of the Crown 
took place this House ceased to exist, and 
there would have to be a General Election. 
fAn Hon. Memper: In six months. | 
Yes, but that was a mere detail. Under 
the old practice the whole machinery of 
legislation stopped, and there had to be a 
new Parliament elected. That system 
was abolished in 1867 by a Bill introduced 
and carried by a Conservative Ministry. 
The Liberal party had always asserted the 
doctrine that the demise of the Crown 
was not to terminate the existence of 
Parliament. The question before the 
House was simply and solely whether 
they were to omit the words “ whether 
within or.” The effect of that would 
be that they would have one law in the 
United Kingdom in regard to the demise 
of the Crown, and another law abroad 
in regard to all appointments held under 


the Crown in foreign countries. That, 
in itself, would be an absurdity. What 


they were now asked to do was to assert 
in regard to appointments held under the 
Crown the same principle which was 
asserted by this House, when it said that 
the life of a Parliament should not come 
toan end simply because the demise of the 
Crown takes place. 


Mr. JAMES LOWTHER said this 
question had never before been treated 
in any shape or form as a party question. 
He certainly took exception to the noble 
Lord classifying him as having opposed 
the views which he had just expressed. 
Thirty years ago he took a prominent 
part advocating the very principles put 
forward by the noble Lord. The clause 
in the Act of 1867 was really introduced 
in the House of Lords by the late Lord 
Stanhope and—though there was no 
record of it in Hansard—approved by 
Mr. Gladstone, as he distinctly remem- | 
bered, when the Bill came back to the 
Commons. He did not intend to discuss 
at length the question before the Com- 
mittee, but he felt that it was necessary | 
to clear up the misapprehension of the | 
noble Lord. It was right that the House | 
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stitutional doctrine had been curtailed 
andreduced. There used to be a doctrine | 
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should bear in mind that these voidances 
of office came at a time when a Minister 
had to take over the duties of his Depart- 
ment, and this caused serious incon- 
venience to the public service. In this 
House they had had to wait for answers 
on important questions because the newly 
appointed Minister was engaged can- 
vassing his constituents, a work which 
perhaps occupied a fortnight. 


*THE CHAIRMAN said it was not in 
order to discuss that matter on the 
Amendment now before the Committee. 


Mr. JAMES LOWTHER said he did 
not wish to pursue that subject. He 
appealed to the Committee whether it 
would not be better to ask the Govern- 
ment if they were prepared to deal with 
this question as a whole. If the Govern- 
ment were prepared to deal with the 
whole question at no distant date in 
regard to the acceptance of office under 
the Crown and all the matters that had 
been raised in this debate, he thought 
the Committee should not discuss them 
further at present. 


*THe CHAIRMAN : I have to remind 
the right hon. Gentleman that it would 
be quite outside the purpose of this Bill 
for the Committee to provide that accept- 
ance of office under the Crown shall in 
no case vacate the seat of a Member of the 
House of Commons. That ruling was 
given with respect to the Instruction of 
which the hon. Member for Mid Lanark 
had given notice. 


Mr. JAMES LOWTHER said he was 
misunderstood if he was supposed to go 
behind that ruling. He was suggesting 
that, if the Government were to intimate 


|that the whole question was engaging 


their attention, and that they intended 
to bring forward a proposal on the 
subject, it could be discussed more profit- 
ably then. 


Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 162 
Noes, 78. (Division List Ne. 205). 


AYES. 


Acland-Hood,Capt. SirAlex. F. 
Allen, Chas. P.(Glouc. Stroud) 
Allsopp, Hon. George 
Arkwright, John Stanhope | 


Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bagot, Capt. Josceline FitzRoy 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 


Balfour,Rt. Hn. A.J.(Maneh’r. 
Balfour, Rt.Hn. G. W. (Leeds) 
Beach, RtHn.SirM. H. (Bristol) 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 








1143 Demise of 


Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bowles. Capt. H.F.(Middlesex) | 
Brassey, Albert 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brooktield, Colonel Montagu 
Brymer, William Ernest 
Bull, William James 

Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cavendish, V.C. W. (Derbysh. ) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hn.J.(Birm.) 
Chamberlain,J.Austen(Wore. 
Chaplin, tt. Hon. Henry 
Chapman, Edward 
Charringtun, Spencer 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H.A.E. 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cranborne, Viscount 
Crombie, John William 
Crossley, Sir Savile 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Dixon-Hartland, Sir F. Dixon 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxtord, Sir Wm. Theodore 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Fellowes, Hon. AilwynEdward 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir R Zobert Bannatyne 
Fisher, W illiam Hayes 
FitzGerald,Sir RobertP enrose- 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Fitzroy,Hon. Edward Algernon 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Fletcher, Sir Henry 

Flower, Ernest 

Fuller, J. M. F. 

Godson, SirAugustusFrederick 
Gordon,Hn..J. E. (Elgin& Nairn 
Gordon, J. (Londonderry , 5.) 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon 
Goschen, Hon. George Joachim 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchill 
Hain, Edward 

Hainbro, Charles Eric 
Hamilton, kt. HnLordG(Mid’x 


Abraham, Wm. (Cork, N.E.) 
Ambrose, Robert 
Bell, Richard 
Boland, John 
Boy le, James 
Brigg, John 

Caldwell, James 
Cameron, Robert 
Campbell, John (Armagh, S.) 
Carew, James Laurence 
Carvill,PatrickGeo. Hamilton | 
Charning, Francis Allston 
Clancy, John Joseph 
Cogan, Denis J. 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Craig, Robert Hunter 
Cullinan, J. 
Delany, William 
Dilke, Kt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dillon, John 
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Hanbury,Rt. Hon. RobertWm. 
Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Hay, Hn. Claude George 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Hayter, Rt. Hon.Sir ArthurD. 
Heath, Arthur Howard (Hanley 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Hope,J F.(Sheftield, Brightside 
Howard,John (Kent, Faversh. 
Hozier, Hon. James Hy. Cecil 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Kay-Shuttleworth, Rt HnSirU 
Kenyon, Hn. G. T. (Denbigh) 
Kenyon,James (Lanes., Bury) 
Kimber, Henry 

Kitson, Sir James 

Lambton, Hon. Fredk. Wm. 
Law, Andrew Bonar 

Lawson, John Grant 

Lecky, RtHn. William Edw. H. 
Lee, A. H. (Hants., Fareham 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leveson-Gower, Fredk. N. 8. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Col.Chas. W. (Evesham 
Long, KtHn. Walter(Bristol,S. 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale) 
Lowther, Rt. Hon. James( Kent 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lueas,Cu 1. Francis (Lowestoft) 
Lucas,ReginaldJ.(Poitsmouth 
Maconoe shie, A.W. 

M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Calmont,Col.J.(Antrim,E. ) 
M‘Iver,Sir L. (Edinburgh, W.) 
M‘Killop, i, (Stirlingshire) 
Malcolm, Ian 

Manners, Lord Cecil 

Mappin, Sir Frederick Thorpe 
Martin, Richard Bidduiph 
Maxw ell, WJ H (Dumfriesshire 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Mitchell, William 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Moore, William (Antrim, N.) 
Morrell, George Herbert. 
Mount, William Arthur 
Myers, William Henry 

Nicol, Donald Ninian 


NOES. 


| Doogan, P. C. 


Dunn, Sir William 
Edwards, Frank 

Elibank, Master of 
Ffrench, Peter 

Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Gilhooly, James 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Grant, Corrie 

Griffith, Ellis J. 

Hayden, John Patrick 
Healy, Timothy Michael 
Jacoby, James Alfred 
Jones, William (Carnarvonsh. 
Joyce, Michael 
Labouchere, Henry 
Lambert, George 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leamy, Edmund 
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Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 

Parker, Gilbert 

Peel,Hn. Wm. Robt. Wellesley 

Platt- Higgins, Frederick 

Pretyman, Ernest George 

Purvis, Robert 

Remnant, James F arquharson 

Renshaw, Charles Bine 
tichards, Henry Charles 

Ridley, HonM. W.(Stalybridge 

Ritchie, Rt. Hon. Chas. T. 

Robinson, Brooke 

topner, Colonel Robert 
Russell, T. W. 

Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 


| Seott, Sir S. (M: oe. W.) 


Sharpe, Wm. Edw. 

Simeon, Sir Saaneael 
Smith,JamesPar ker (Lanarks. 
Spear, John Ward 
Stanley,EdwardJas. (Somerset 
Stanley, Lord ( Lancs. ) 
Stewart, Sir M. J. M‘ Taggart 
Stroyan, John 

Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
oo : Perey M. 

Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
V alentia, Viscount 

Walker, Col. William Hall 
Warde, ‘Col. C. E. 

Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan 
Wason, JohnCatheart(Orkney 
Webb, Col. William George 
Welby,Lt.-Cul. A.C. E.(Tntn) 
WwW hiteley, H.(Ashton-u.-Lyne) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Wills, Sir Frederick 

Wilson, A.Stanley( York, E.R.) 
Wilson-Todd, W. H. (Y ‘orks.) 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E.R. (Bath 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Wortley, Rt. Hon.C. B.Stuart- 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 

W yndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Younger, William 


TELLERS FOR THE AYEFS— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


| Leng, Sir John 


Lloyd-George, David 
Lundon, W. 

M‘Govern, T. 

Mooney, John J. 

Morgan, J.Lloyd(Carmarthen) 
Morton, E. J. C. (Devonport) 
Moss, Samuel 
Murphy, J 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, 
Norman, Henry 
O’Brien, K. (reemny, Mid) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O’Connor, James (Wicklow, W. 
O'Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) . 
O’ Kelly, James(Roscommon,N 
O'Malley, William 

O° Shaughnessy, fe 3 
Paulton, James Mellor 
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Power, Patrick Joseph 

Price, Robert John 

Reddy, M. 

RKedmond,John E.( Waterford) 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Rickett, J. Compton 
Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 


Sullivan, Donal 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON 
moved to leave out Sub-section 2, 
which proposed to make the clause retro- 
spective. They had now passed a clause 
which laid down the principle of the Bill, 
so that that was done with ; but the Bill 
went on to provide that it should take 
effect as from the last demise of the 
Crown. Now, that was a proposal which 
he ventured to challenge by the Amend- 
ment which he then moved. Why did 
the Government propose to make this 
Bill retrospective, and why did they 
depart from the ordinary channel of 
legislation, and ask that the new rule 
should take effect, not from the passing 
of the Bill, but from an anterior date ! 
No answer had been given to that. So 
much had been said about the position 
of Ministers themselves in respect to this 
Bill, and the whole subject was so com- 
plicated with difficulties and technicalities, 
that he might be pardoned for a moment 
for referring to it. The House had not 
been assisted by any information on the 
part of the Government as to what had 
actually taken place in regard to certain 
Ministers. All Ministers did not fall in 
the same category. There were two 
distinct and separate categories of Minis- 
ters. Inthe first were all Ministers of the 
Crown included in the first part of the 
Schedule of the Oaths Act of 1868. The 
First Lord of the Treasury and the 
principal Members of the Cabinet were 
required by that Act to take the oath of 
allegiance, and the oath of office, imme- 
diately on accepting office. Now, he 
believed—and if he were wrong he could 
be corrected by the right hon. Gentleman 
in charge of the Bill—that all those 
Ministers took these oaths on 24th 
January last. What could be the mean- 
ing of that, except that they took these 
oaths in compliance with the terms of the 
Act of 1868, and that, having so sworn 
themselves in on acceptance of office, they 
had vacated their seats in this House? 
The second class of Ministers included 
those who were not named in this Act at 
all, and to whom the observation he had 
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Roe, Sir Thomas 

Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Sinclair, Capt. J. (Forfarshire) 
Spencer, Rt HnCR(Northants. 


Taylor, Theodore Cooke 
Thompson, Dr. EC(Monagh’nN 
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/ Warner,Thomas Courtenay 'T. 
Weir, James Galloway 
White, Patrick (Meath, North) 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth 
TELLERS FOR THE NOES-- 

Mr. Patrick O’Brien and 
Mr. Haviland-Burke. 


just made did not apply, and who, if this 
Bill did not pass, must, within six months 
of the demise of the Crown, seek re-elec- 
tion at the hands of their constituents. 
This Bill would protect the latter, but 
would not protect Ministers who had 
gone through certain forms and cere- 
monies which implied re-appointment to 
office. He invited Ministers to take the 
House into their confidence, and, if they 
required an indemnity, let them ask for it 
and put it into the Bill in black and white. 
There would not be such objection to 
such a provision, as to the Bill in its 
present form. He contented himself at 
that moment with putting the matter 
before the House, and begged formally 
to move the rejection of the second sub- 
section. 


Amendment proposed— 


“Tn line 9, toleave out Sub-clause (2).”—Mr. 
Edmund Robertson.) 


Question proposed, “ That Sub-clause 
(2) stand part of the clause.” 


THe SOLICITOR GENERAL (Sir 
Epwarp Carson, Dublin University) 
said that the House had already sanc- 
tioned the principle that on the demise 
of the Crown no officer holding under the 
Crown need be re-appointed. The hon. 
and learned Member had seriously pro- 
posed that the Bill should not operate 
until the next demise of the Crown ; and 
if that were to be accepted the result 
would be very foolish. They all hoped 
that the contingency of the next demise 
of the Crown was in the very far distant 
future, and he thought that a discussion 
on his hon. and learned friend’s Amend- 
ment—that the rule was not to come into 
force until an indefinite period in the 
future—was, to use the phrase of the hon. 
Member for East Mayo, rather absurd. 
The Bill was made retrospective in order 
that all those many officers who held office 
under the Crown in this country, and 
throughout the Empire, and even outside 
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His Majesty’s dominions, should not | 
The hon. Mem- | 


require re-appointment. 
ber for East Mayo asked what difficulty 
wasthere in having these re-appointments 
made? The answer was, * What was 
the use of having these re-appointments 
made to offices, high or low?” In the 
olden time they had to go through the 
mere farce of sending down a document, 
at considerable inconvenience, saying to 
these officers, ‘* You are appointed to hold 
the same office under the Sovereign 
as before the demise of the Crown.” 
The reason for the Bill being made retro- 
spective was toavoid that, and that was the 
answer to the hon. and learned Member. 
The hon. and learned Member harked 
back to the old tack that there was 
some purpose hidden away in the Bill, 
and said that one class of Ministers had 
been reappointed on the accession of 
His present Majesty. He was not going 
to traverse the ground which had been 
taken at the Second Reading of the 
Bill, but he would say that in his opinion 
there had been no such reappointments. 
The hon. and learned Gentleman him- 
self admitted that if these Ministers 
had been reappointed this Bill did not 
cover them. Well, if the Bill did not 
cover them, the hon. and learned Member 
was not prevented, by any law, from 
taking such course as he thought proper 
to test the right of those Ministers to 
sit in this House. It might be con- 
tended that continuance in office was 


to be held as acceptance of office under | 
the new monarch, though he himself did 


not hold that opinion. But was there 
any reason why Ministers should seek 
re-election? The convenience of the 
House and the country was against 
such re-election. A great deal had been 
said in the course of these debates upon 
the question whether, office having 
been accepted by a Member of this 
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House, the opinion of his constituents | 


should be taken as to whether he should 


have accepted that office or not. There 
might be something in that contention, | 
but, when a Minister had taken the! 


view of his constituents as to whether 


he should become a Minister or not, | 


it was absolutely puerile to ask him 
to go down after he had been a Minister 
for a few months to ask his constituents | 
whether he should take the same office | 
under a new sovereign. 

Sir Edward Carson. ; 
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Mr. LABOUCHERE said that the 
right hon. and learned Gentleman did 
not seem to appreciate the object of the 
Amendment. He contended that Minis. 
ters who took the oath of allegiance 
to a new Sovereign were reappointed, 
Under these circumstances, what was 
the position of those Gentlemen who 
did not submit themselves for re-election 
after reappointment ? They were not 
Members of this House, for they had 
forfeited their seats according to the 
law, and in order to get them out of 
the mess, it was now proposed that a 
perfectly new system should be adopted. 
For the first time in its existence it was 
proposed that the House should co-opt 
Members. Such a practice might be 
most grossly abused with the present 
Government in power—a Government 
which endeavoured to take every vestige 
of control from the House and make 
the Executive master of the situation. 
He had noticed the presence of strangers 
in the House, but the Deputy-Speaker had 
ruled that no notice could then be taken 
of them because they had already strayed 
into the House, and that, not having 
taken the first opportunity to call atten- 
tion to their presence, he (Mr. Labou- 
chere) was not in order. Such a ruling 
was almost an admission that he was 


right. The Solicitor General said their 
constituents were perfectly satisfied. 


Admitting that, then there would be 
little trouble ; they would be re-elected, 
and what a glorious thing it would be 
to show that the country had confidence 
in the Government. They would not 
have to take hold of some Pro-consul 
and try to “boom” him. They would 
come back at least free from the imputa- 
tion of having secured re-election on the 
misstatement as to the war having been 
finished. He was upon these matters 
a very old Conservative. This was an 
entirely new practice. Such a thing 
might have happened in the days of 
the Witenagemot, but it had _ never 
happened in any Parliament since. He 
should vote for the Amendment. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES said that when 
he first saw the Amendment he came to 
the conclusion that he would have to 
vote for it, but every hon. Gentleman 
who had spoken upon it had so given 


|away his case that he had come toa 
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totally different conclusion. The mover 
of the Amendment had given away his 
case by admitting that there were some 
Ministers that the Amendment would 
not cover. Then the learned Solicitor 
General had given away his case. He 
had made a very good case for the law 
being passed in the extraordinary incon- 
yveniences which had recently been 
brought to light, which had never been 
observed in any previous reign, but the 
discovering of which had been reserved 
for the legal lights sitting on the Treasury 
Bench ; but when the right hon. Gentle- 
man came to that part of the clause 
which was now being attacked, he made no 
ease whatever. The right hon. and learned 
Gentleman argued that if it was right 
that such a thing should be done in the 
future it was also right that it should be 
done in the past. With that he could 
not agree. The House had always set 
its face against anything in the shape of 
retrospective legislation. It was a mon- 
strous usurpation to go back and unmake, 
for the past, the laws which then existed. 
If it was done it should be on the frank 
avowal that the law had been broken. 
The hon. Member for Northampton 
had given away his case, perhaps, worst 
of all. He said that the right hon. Gentle- 
men sitting on the Treasury Bench 
were not Members of the House at all. If 
that were so, all he had to do was to go 
to the courts and have them mulcted in 
penalties. What a grand opportunity 
it would be for the hon. Member, and of 
what a spectacle had he deprived the 
House by not taking the First Lord of 
the Treasury and others before the Court, 
and obtaining penalties against them for 
many thousands of pounds. The remarks 
of the hon. Member had convinced him 
that he ought not to vote for the Amend- 
ment, and he was very glad, for he was 
desirous not to vote for it because the 
Government disapproved of it. At the 
same time, he could not see why the 
Government had introduced the measure 
unless they believed with the hon. 
Member for Northampton that they had 
vacated their seats by the action which 
they had taken, and if that were the case 
they should make a frank avowal of the 
fact, and if they did he for one would 
grant the Act of Indemnity which they 
asked. 


Mr. TAYLOR (Lancashire, Radcliffe) 


said that he always understood that ' 
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the Government was opposed to 
retrospective legislation. The Cockerton 
judgment referred to a number of hard- 
worked and underpaid public servants, 
but so far as he could see there was no 
retrospective act of white-washing for 
those gentlemen. Which horse were 
the Government going to ride? Was 
this a principle that they were going to 
lay down for other cases, and if they were 
going to apply this retrospective prin- 
ciple to public officials of one character 
would they also apply it to officials of 
another ! 


the Crown Bill. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.) said 
that the Solicitor General had justified 
the clause on the ground that it would 
be absurd to ask right hon. Gentlemen 
to go down again to the constituents 
for reapproval on taking office. Perhaps 
that argument might have some validity 
when only four or five months had 
elapsed since the date of their election, 
but supposing four or five years had 
elapsed and that new methods of regis- 
tration, followed by an entire change 
of public opinion, had come into opera- 
tion, what would be the value of that 
argument then? What was the object 
of compelling Ministers to resign at 
the beginning of a new reign? The 
object, he took it, was that there 
must always be a Civil List for the 
new Sovereign, and in former times 
the questions surging round the Civil 
List were very exciting and important. 
The idea of Ministers being compelled 
to go before their constituents on 
the accession of a new Sovereign 
was that they should lay before the tax- 
payers of the country what provision 
they were prepared to make with re- 
ference to the Civil List. That all dis- 
appeared under the procedure proposed 
by right hon. Gentlemen opposite ; and, 
in addition, he observed they were kind 
enough to make themselves the judges 
in their own case. They were under no 
pressure from the House or the country. 
There had been no meetings of their con- 
stituents, no petition from any Gentle- 
man or lady in the land asking for the 
Bill. The House had heard of petitions 
with reference to the Sale of Drink to 
Children Bill, and they knew the kind of 
attention they received, but at all events 
no member of the human race had peti- 
tioned the Attorney General or the 
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Solicitor General to bring in a Bill to 
save their own skins. Accordingly, 
these learned lawyers were engaged in 
making a provision—to some extent a 
corrupt provision—to save themselves, 


and the time of the House of Commons, | 


which they were told was so precious 
that it could not be given to an Old Age 
Pensions Bill or an Irish Land Bill, or 
other important questions which it was 
stated in the King’s Speech would be 
brought in if time permitted, was to be 
given to save the skins of gentlemen on 
the Treasury Bench. The hon. Gentle- 
man the Member for King’s Lynn stated 
that it would be possible, if they thought 
that right hon. Gentlemen were under a 
disability, to bring an action against 
them for £500 for every day they sat. 
As a matter of fact, if any gentleman 
sat in the House without having been 
sworn his seat was declared by statute 
ipso facto vacant, and a penalty of £500 
was incurred for every day he sat and 
voted. But there was one necessary pre- 
liminary. As he recollected the Bradlaugh 
case, when Mr. Bradlaugh came down to 
the House and voted without having 
been sworn, and when a gentleman pro- 
ceeded to adopt the delightful role of a 
common informer, and sued Mr. Brad- 
laugh for the penalty, it was held by the 
House of Lords that the verdict could 
not stand, because no one could sue for 
the penalty without the leave of the 
Attorney General. It was supposed to 
be not a private matter in which a private 
individual was interested, but a matter 
to be vindicated by the intervention of 
the law officers. In order that the law 
might be vindicated in the case before 
the Committee they would have the 
Pooh-Bah arrangement of the Attorney 
General versus the Attorney General, 
and they would have the splendid spec- 
tacle of that virtuous officer sueing him- 
self. They occasionally saw a magis- 
trate when he was prosecuted for having 
his dog unmuzzled fining himself half- 
a-crown. No doubt that was a very 
Spartan and heroic proceeding, but if he 
issued a writ against the Attorney 
General for Ireland, he could scarcely see 
him committing the splendid act of 
altruism of giving him a preliminary fiat 
to enable him to prosecute the right hon. 
Gentleman. Therefore the suggestion 


that there was a legal remedy in the case 


Mr. ig M. Healy. 
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was utter nonsense. No one went hunt. 
ing unless there was a fox to be hunted, 
and no one went into the law courts 
unless there were damages to be obtained. 
No one was going to startan action against 
a Minister when it was perfectly well 
known, after the Bradlaugh decision, 
that defeat stared him in the face. It 
was the constitutional part of the case 
which brought him to the retrospective 
proposal in the Bill. They were aware 
that the British Constitution had existed 
for 800 or 900 years, but no proposal 
such as was before the Committee 
had been made until the twentieth 
century. Whenever any ordinary change 
in the law was made it could always 


be said that the change was necessary 
because of the changed conditions 
of the times or because new evils 
had arisen, or that new conditions 


required new provisions. But as far as 
the matter before the Committee was 
concerned, there had been no change. 
It was now as it was in the beginning, 
and there was no change in the circum- 
stances of the times or in any of the con- 
ditions which necessitated such a measure. 
His Majesty’s Ministers had brought it 
in simply on the practical principle that 
it suited them to relieve themselves of 
liabilities they had incurred, simply 
because they were in possession of a 
majority of the House of Commons. He 
did not think that any usurpation of 
authority by any crowned head could 
equal the usurpation of power which the 
Government indulged in in this case. 
Ordinarily, when a monarch took any 
step of an arbitrary kind—a coup d’etat— 
he was always able to refer his misconduct 
to some great human principle, and to 
say that he acted in the name of humanity, 
equality, or fraternity, or any of the other 
great principles which were put forward 
to justify revolutionary proceedings. 
But Ministers had not for this Bill a rag 
or shred of pretence of anything except 
the selfish necessity to save themselves 
from the trouble of re-election, and that 
at a time when right hon. Gentlemen 
boasted that the heart of the country 
was throbbing and pulsating on their 
behalf in every constituency in the 
United Kingdom. Therefore, it seemed 
to him that the Bill was the greatest 
departure from constitutional principle 
which even the Tory party had ever 
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attempted. In previous legislation they 
had only attacked contracts or property, 
or the taxpayer, but in this matter he 
would respectfully submit that the Crown 
itself was assailed by the action of the 
Government. When the smallest private 
Bill touching a foreshore or Crown lands 
was brought before the House, 
necessary to bring the right hon. Gentle- 
man the Member for the Thanet Division 
down to go through the sacramental form 
of taking off his hat to signify the consent 
of the Crown. But for this Bill, which 
was an attack on the prerogatives of the 
Sovereign himself, not even the prelim- 
inary consent of the Crown was given. 


Sir EDWARD CARSON : 


it was given. 


Oh, 


yes, 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: Another good 
point gone! Owing to his absence from 
the House when, of course, he ought to 
have been present attending to such high 
matters, he had not observed that that 
form had not been gone through. What 
her espectfully said was that although 
Ministers had the consent of the Crown 
they, at any rate, avoided securing the 
assent of the constituencies, and that 
at a time when they said that the con- 
stituencies were heartily in their favour, 
and when most of them maintained that 


of certainty. It seemed to him, on the 
whole, that even according to the case 








of the Government it was a Bill without 
necessity, and it appeared to him to be 
one of the gravest departures from con- 
stitutional practice he had ever witnessed. 


*Mr. DUKE (Plymouth) said that the 
hon. and learned Member had very 
appropriately introduced some comic 
opera into the discussion, and he did 
not wonder at it, because the debate 
was an idle, or, at all events, a futile 
attack on members of the Government. 
The principle of the Bill was the abandon- 
ment of the last vestige of the old system 
of the personal government of the coun- 
try by the Crown—the abandonment 
of the last serap or relic of that ancient 
system. From the Act of Settlement 


downwards the people of the country 
had desired that those who enjoy ed 
their confidence should continue to enjoy | 
it, notwithstanding the accidents of the | 
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it was, 


their unopposed return would be a matter | 
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constitution, and that the forms and 
ceremonies and incidents which arose 
from the former state of things should be 
done away with. The Act of Settlement 
provided that Ministers should retain 
office for six months after the demise 
of the Crown, unless there was an inti- 
mation of the will of the Sovereign to 
the contrary. That continued down 
to 1867, when Parliament enacted that 
it should continue to perform its duties 
not for six months after the demise of 
the Crown, but until it came to the end 
of its term in the ordinary way, and the 

Crown not having happily demised for 
upwards of half a century, that state 
of things continued. Now the Govern- 
ment proposed a change which met 
with the general consent of the House 
and the country, namely, that Ministers 
in office at the demise of the Crown 
should continue to hold office. Hon. 
Gentlemen opposite professed a desire 
to except the present Ministry from 
that change and to have a little General 
Election in order that they might renew 
their experience of the great General 
Election. He thought there was no 
reason for an exception. He _ had 
listened to the debates on the Bill, and 
he had not seen any hon. and learned 
Gentleman above the gangway opposite 
who ventured to tell the House on his 
credit as a lawyer that any Member on 
the Treasury Bench had incurred a 
penalty. He had endeavoured to ascer- 
tain what lawyers thought on the matter, 
and, so far as he could ascertain, there 
was no lawyer who had the courage to 
advise any of the multitude of common 
informers to seek the fiat of the Attorney 
General to proceed against the First 
Lord of the Treasury, or that it was 
worth while trying the experiment. 
He as a lawyer had his own opinion on 
the matter, but it was not in the direction 
of the Amendment before the Committee. 
There was no constitutional lawyer 
ready to advise on his credit and responsi- 
bility that penalties had been incurred 
and that an application should be made 
to the Attorney General for his fiat to 
recover them. The matter had been 
before the House of Commons for several 
months, and many applications for the 
fiat of the Attorney General could have 
been made, and if they had not beer: 
granted what a weapon hon. Gentlemez 
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opposite would have had with which | made one of the strongest speeches he had 
to trounce the Attorney General and | listened to in support of the Amendment. 
the various members of the Government. | He described the Bill as a great constitu- 
He had no hesitation in saying that that | tional change, and he would put it to the 
was not done because no lawyer of credit |Committee, were those the circum. 
or responsibility could be found to advise stances in which a change should be 
that penalties had been incurred. It! brought about—above all, a great 
was suggested that because Ministers | constitutional change complicated with 
took the oath of allegiance they had personal relief and open to the suspicion 
vacated their seats. He happened to that it had been dictated in order to 
hold a small office under the Crown, | relieve Ministers of the trouble and 
and he took the oath of allegiance, but | expense of going to their constituents, 
he did not vacate his office. Hundreds | He did not profess to be an authority on 
of people took the oath of allegiance on the matter, but the Attorney General, in 
the accession of His present Majesty, | introducing the Bill, said that the enact- 
but they did not vacate their offices. On) ments were far from clear, that opinions 
what ground, therefore, could it be might differ as to their effect, and that 
suggested that right hon. Gentlemen the Bill would put an end to a state of 
had vacated their offices ? things in which! the House might arrive 
at a conclusion different from that of a 
Mr. CLANCY asked if the hon. and | court of law. The Attorney General had 
learned Gentleman would say what the | frankly stated that one of the main 
Bill was for, if his argument were correct 7 objects of the Bill was to relieve Ministers 
|from the position in which they found 
*Mr. DUKE said he should have! themselves. That, however, was not the 
thought it was very plain what the Bil] | View of the hon. and learned Gentleman 
was for. The Bill was to relieve the | opposite, who called the discussion comie 
country from an admitted inconvenience peta. Was it not comic opera to have 
and the House from the discredit of | introduced the Bill at all, when they were 
making a great constitutional change | told night after night that every minute 
without including the present Ministers of | of the time of the House of Commons 
the Crown in the effects of that change. | Was precious ? 
{Several hon. Members: Hear, hear.]| 
He was glad he was able so easily to) Mr. DUKE said he described the 
‘satisfy hon. Members. He was sure that | discussion of the Amendment as comic 
anyone who considered the matter would | opera. 
agree that the exception sought to be | 
set up on fictitious and party grounds| Mr. DILLON said that that was not 
against the present occupants of the the opinion of the Attorney General, 
Treasury Bench was.not worth discussion | who did not consider it comic opera. The 
as a matter of principle. It was reallya | hon.and learnedGentleman had advanced 
sham fight, and for his part he would the most extraordinary constitutional 
have the greatest delight in supporting doctrine to which he had ever listened. 
the Government. He described the Bill as removing the 
| last tattered rag and shred and remnant 
Mr. DILLON said that if the view of | of personal government. He wondered 
the hon. and learned Gentleman were What His Majesty the King would think 
correct, why should not the Government of that. He was under the impression, 
accept the Amendment ? It was the view until he listened to the learned expounder 
of the hon. and learned Gentleman, who of the constitution opposite, that the 
professed to be a great lawyer, that King had power to send for his Ministers. 
Ministers would be in no danger or suffer | If the Bill swept away the last tattered 
any inconvenience if the Act were not shreds of personal government, would 
retrospective, and why therefore was | they be allowed to elect their own 
not the Amendment accepted? Why , Ministers? They had no voice, except 
should not Ministers face the music, and | most indirectly, in the matter at present, 
why should protection be thrown around | because the King sent for a gentleman, 
them? The hon. and learned Gentleman | who formed the Ministry without con- 


Mr. Duke. 
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sulting the House of Commons. They 
were progressing, no doubt, but they 
had not yet reached the point of elimi- 
nating the King altogether. From all 
he had been able to learn about the 
prerogatives of the Crown, he would not 
have described them as a tattered rag. 


Crown, perhaps more than they approved 
of; but it was strong language to 
describe the prerogative of the Crown 
as a tattered rag. That was what the 
language of the hon. and learned Gentle- 
man opposite amounted to. He regretted 
it was not open to him to move the 
Amendment he had on the Paper. He 
of the Chair, 
Amendment of the hon. Member for Mid 
Lanark, still by inserting them in the 
second clause the effect would be totally 
diferent to the effect of inserting them 
in the first clause. The first sub-section 


but the second was retrospective. His 
object was to raise the narrow issue of 
whether, in connection with the great 
constitutional change proposed in the 
Bill, private individuals should be relieved 


The present Amendment raised a some- 


the one he had desired to bring before 
the Committee. 








appeal against the injustice and un- 
reasonableness of their being required 
todo so. His whole argument, however, 
was based on the peculiar circumstances 
of the present case, whereas a question 
of principle such as this ought not to be 
decided on the particular circumstances 
of any particular case. It might happen 


that at the demise of the Crown Parlia- | 
| his authority as a lawyer that no penalties 


ment had been in office for five years, 


and become completely out of touch with | 


the country. Ministers might know 


perfectly well that if they faced their | the 
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There was some influence left to the | 
|the House of Commons seeking to rule 
| the country against the will of the people, 
/and 
| Therefore, this provision would be useful, 


applied this principle only to the future, | 


from the disabilities attaching to acts | 
which they themselves had committed. | 


what broader issue, but it also covered | 
'very different spirit from that which 
The Solicitor General | 
for England had dealt frankly with the | 
main issue of whether Ministers should | 
be put to the inconvenience of facing | 
their constituents, and he made a strong | 





the Crown Bill. 1158 


hands of Ministers, and give the electors. 
an opportunity of declaring their will. 


| Even though Ministers were no longer 
| servants of the Crown, as had been argued 
|—he did not agree with the argument— 
| but servants of this House, the provision 
_would still be a wholesome one. 


There 
had been instances in recent history of 


such cases might occur again. 


not only for protecting the House of 


_Commons against the undue influence of 


the Crown, but also for protecting the 


electors against the tyranny of the House 
did not in the least challenge the ruling | 
but he thought that | 
although the words were the same as the | 


of Commons itself. 


Mr. POWER (Waterford, E.) thought 


if the Government were sincere in the 


attitude they had taken up they ought 
‘at once to accept the Amendment. 


As 
far as he understood, one of the prin- 
cipal objects of the Bill was to do away 
with the necessity of Ministers going to 
their constituents on the acceptance of 
oftice. That was a very salutary pro- 
vision, and it ought to be preserved. 
The argument that a General Election 
had taken place shortly before the demise: 
of the Crown was altogether beside the 
question, because that was a mere chance. 
A great constitutional question was in- 
volved, and it should be argued in a 


had been manifested. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY said that after 
this Amendment had been disposed of 
he should move to add at the end of 
the sub-section the following words :— 
‘Provided that nothing herein con- 
tained shall relieve the holder of any 
office of any penalty which he would 
have incurred but for the passing of the 
sub-section.”’ He was sure the hon. 
and learned Gentleman the Member for 
Plymouth would vote for that provision. 
because he had assured the House on 


whatever had been incurred. The hon. 
and learned Gentleman had also given 
House an assurance which it had 


constituents they would be defeated, and | not yet received from any occupant of 


there would be a strong motive for not 
going to the country. In such a case 


'the Treasury Bench, namely, that the 


Attorney General would be glad to grant 


this provision might be very wholesome | his fiat so that anybody could proceed 


and useful, because it would force the |for the recovery of penalties. The fact 
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that a gentleman who was ready to His Majesty, give the Committee the 
give all these legal assurances still lurked legal assurances which, so far, had only 
in the shades of a back bench under been given them by one of the new 
the gallery made him think there was | members of the House. 

something wrong somewhere. It was | 

deplorable that so much merit should be) Question put. 

thus hidden. He hoped that someone 

on the Treasury Bench would get up The Committee divided :—Ayes, 152; 
and, on behalf of the Government of Noes, 84. (Division List No. 206.) 


AYES. 

Acland-Hood,Capt.SirAlex.F. | Greville, Hon. Ronald Penn, John 

Agg-Gardner, James Tynte Hain, Edward Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Allsopp, Hon. George Hambro, Charles Eric | Pretyman, Ernest George 
Arkwright, John Stanhope Hamilton, RtHnLordG(Middx | Purvis, Robert 

Arrol, Sir William Hamilton, Marq.of(L’nd’nd’rry | Remnant, James Farquharson 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John Hanbury,Rt.Hon. RobertWm. | Renshaw, Charles Bine 

dain, Col. James Robert Harris, Frederick Leverton tidley,HnM W.(Stal ybridge) 
falfour, Rt. Hon. A.J(Manch’r Hay, Hon. Claude George Ritchie, Rt. Hn. C. Thomson 
Balfour,RtHnGeraldW(Leeds | Heath, Arthur H. (Hanley) Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Beach, Rt. Hn.SirM.H (Bristol) Heaton, John Henniker Robson, William Snowdon 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. Hope,J.F.(Sheftield,Brightside | Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Blundell, Colonel Henry Howard, J. (Kent, Faversham | Ropner, Colonel Robert 
Bowles, Capt. H.F.(Middiesex Hozier, Hon. James H. Cecil Russell, T. W. 

Brassey, Albert Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) | Sackville, Col. 8. G. Stopford- 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John | Kenyon, Hon.Geo.T.(Denbigh | Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Brooktield, Col. Montagu Kenyon, Janes (Lancs., Bury) | Seton-Karr, Henry 

srymer, William Ernest Kimber, Henry Sharpe, William Edward T. 
3ull, William James Lambton, Hon. Fredk. Wim. Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. | Lawson, John Grant Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Cautley, Henry Strother Lecky,Rt.Hn. WilliamEdw.H. | Skewes-Cox, Thomas 
Cavendish, V.C.W(Derbyshire | Lee,ArthurH(Hants.,Fareh’m | Smith, James P. (Lanarks.) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) | Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage Spear, John Ward 


‘Chamberlain, Rt. Hon.J.(Birm Leveson-Gower,Frederick N.S. | Stanley, Edward J. (Somerset) 
Chamberlain,J Austen(Wore’r | Lode:, Gerald Walter Erskine | Stanley, Lord (Lanes.) 


Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry Long,Col. CharlesW.(Evesham | Stewart, Sir M. J. M‘Taggart 
Chapman, Edward Long, Rt. Hn. Walter(Bristol,S. | Stroyan, John 

Charrington, Spencer Lowe, Francis William Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A.E. Lowther, Rt. Hon. James(Kent | Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse Loyd, Archie Kirkman Thornton, Perey M. 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) Lucas, Col. Francis(Lowestoft) | Tollemache, Henry James 
Crossley, Sir Savile Lucas, ReginaldJ.(Portsmouth | Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles Macdona, John Cumming Valentia, Viscount 


Dixon-Hartland, Sir F. Dixon | M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) | Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- | M‘Calmont, Col. J.(Antrim,E. | Walker, Col. William Hall 
Doxford,SirWilliamTheodore | M‘Iver,SirLewis(EdinburghW | Warde, Colonel C. E. 


Duke, Henry Edward M‘Killop,James(Stirlingshire) | Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Kellowes,Hon. AilwynEdward Malcolm, Ian | Webb, Col. William George 
Finch, George H. Manners, Lord Cecil Welby,Lt.-Col. A.C.E(Taunt’n 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne Martin, Richard Biddulph | Whiteley, H.(Ashton-under-L. 
Fisher, William Hayes Maxwell,W.J.H.(Dumfriessh. | Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
FitzGerald,SirRobertPenrose- | Mildmay, Francis Bingham | Wills, Sir Frederick 
Fitzroy, HonEdwardAlgernon | Mitchell, William | Wilson, AStanley( York, E.R.) 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue Molesworth, Sir Lewis | Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Fletcher, Sir Henry Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) | Wilson-Todd, W. H. (Yorks.) 
Forster, Henrv William Morrell, George Herbert | Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E. R. (Bath 
Godson, Sir Augustus Fred. Mount, William Arthur | Wortley, Rt. Hn. C. B.Stuart- 
Gordon, Hn.J.E(Elgin& Nairn) | Myers, William Henry | Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 


Gordon, J. (Londonderry, 8.) | Nicholson, William Graham 


) Younger, William 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. SirJohnEldon | Nicol, Donald Ninian 


Goschen, Hon. Geo. Joachim | Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Goulding, Edward Alfred Parker, Gilbert Sir William Walrond and 
Greene, W.Raymond-(Cambs.) | Peel, Hn. William Robert W. Mr. Anstruther. 

NOES. 
Abraham, Wm. (Cork, N.E.) | Bolton, Thomas Dolling ; Cameron, Robert 
Allen, C. P. (Glouc., Stroud) | Boyle, James Carvill, PatrickGeo. Hamilton 
Ambrose, Robert | Brigg, John Channing, Francis Allston 
Bell, Richard | Burke, E. Haviland- Clancy, John Joseph 
Boland, John ' Caldwell, James Cogan, Denis J. 


Mr. T. M. Healy. 
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Condon, Thomas Joseph | Jones, Wm. (Carnarvonshire) 
Craig, Robert Hunter | Joyce, Michael 

Cremer, William Randal | Kay-Shuttleworth, Rt HnSir U 
Cullinan, J. | Labouchere, Henry 

Delany, William Lambert, George 

Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles | Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Dillon, John Leamy, Edmund 

Doogan, P. C. | Leng, Sir John 

Dunn, Sir William | Lloyd-George, David 
Edwards, Frank Lundon, W. 

Elibank, Master of | M‘Govern, T. 

Ffrench, Peter | Morgan, J. L. (Carmarthen) 
Flavin, Michael a Mor.on, E. J. C. (Devonport) 
Fuller, J. * F | Moss, Samuel 

Gilhooly, James Murphy, J. 

Goddard, Daniel Ford Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Grant, Corrie Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Griffith, Ellis J. Norman, Henry 

Hayden, John Patrick | Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Chas. Seale- O’Brien, K. (Tipperary, Mid) 
Hayter, Rt. Hon. Sir A. D. O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
Healy, Timothy Michael O’Brien, IP. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
Hobhouse, C. E. H. (Bristol,E. | O’Connor,James Wicklow, W. 
Jacoby, James Alfred O’ Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 


Demise of 


Mr. T. M. HEALY, in moving to add 
at the end of Sub-section 2 words pro- 
viding that the holder of any office should 
not be relieved from any penalty which 
he would have incurred but for the 
passing of the sub-section, said that he 
could not see how the Government 
could resist the Amendment. Either 
the law had been broken or it had not. 
If the law had been broken, Ministers 
ought to be penalised. If it had not been 
broken, then the proviso could do abso- 
lutely no harm. 


that clear 
to Ireland. 


their ruin, 
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O’ Kelly ,James(Roscommon,N 

O'Malley, William 

O’Shaugnessy P. J. 

Power, Patrick Joseph 

Price, Robert John 

Priestley, Arthur 

teddy, M 

tedmond, J. E. (Waterford) 
toberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
toberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 

Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 

Sinclair,Capt. John (Forfarsh. ) 

Sullivan, Donal 

Taylor, Theodore Cooke 

Thompson, DrEC(Monagh’nN, 

Warner, Thos. Courtenay T. 

Wason, Engenec( ‘lackmannan) 

Weir, James Galloway 


| White, Patrick(Meath, North) 


Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 

Williams, Osmond(Merioneth) 

TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Mr. Edmund Robertson and 
Mr. Charles Spencer. 


looked into the statute he would see 
that the action for penalties lay only 
in the case of those who were disqualified 
from holding seats in the House, 
did not apply to those who required 
re-election on the acceptance of office. 
The section was so worded as to make 
in the English Act, 
was equally clear in the Act applying 
To insert this proviso would 
lure a number of unfortunate people to 
as it would give them an 
impression that such an action would 


and 


and it 


lie. They would then, perhaps, look to 


Amendment proposed— the hon. 


“ At the end of Sub-section 2 to insert ‘ Pro- 
vided that nothing herein contained shall 
relieve the holder of any office from any 
penalty which he would have incurred but for 
the passing of this sub-section.’ ”—(Mr. T. M. 
Healy.) 


Therefore, 


Amendment, 


(Question proposed, “* That those words 


stand part of the sub-section.” Motion 


"Stir ROBERT FINLAY said it was 
impossible for him to accept the Amend- 


ment. If the hon. and learned Member Noes, 80. 


AYES. 


Acland-Hood,Capt.SirAlex.F. | Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte | Bowles ,Capt. H. F.( Middlesex 
Allsopp, Hon. George Brassey, Albert 

Arkwright, John Stanhope Brigg, John 

Arrol, Sir William Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John Brookfield, Colonel Montagu 
salfonr,Rt. Hon.A.J.(Manch’r | Brymer, William Ernest 
Balfour,RtHnGerald W(Leeds | Bull, William James 
Beach,Rt. Hn. SirM. H.(Bristol | | Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. Cautley, Henry Strother 

| Cavendish, V.C.W.(Derbyshire 


indemnity for 
in the interests of the hon. 
and learned Member, 
law, he opposed the Amendment. 


made, 
“That Clause 1 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 
(Division List No. 





and learned Member for an 


having misled them. 


as well as of the 


by leave, withdrawn. 


and Question put, 
stand part of the Bill.” 


LS? 
207). 


Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt Hon. J.( Birm. 
Chamberlain,J Austen (Wore’r 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Corbett, 4 L. (Down, North) 
Crossley, Sir Savile 
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Cust, Henry John C. 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Dixon-HartlandSirFred Dixon 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxford,Sir William Theodore 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Fellowes, Hn. Ailwyn Edward 
Finch, George H. 
Finlay, Sir Robt. Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Fitzroy, Hn. Edw. Algernon 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Fletcher, Sir Henry 
Forster, Henry William 
Godson, Sir Augustus Fred. 
Gordon, Hn.J.E.(Elgin& Nairn 
Gordon, J. (Londonderry, § ) 
Gorst,Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon 
Goschen, Hon.George Joachim 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Green, Walford D.(Wedn’sbury 
Greene, Henry D. ers sbury) 
Greene, W. Raynond- (Cambs. ) 
Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Hamilton, RtHnLordG( Middx 
Hamilton, Marqof( L’nd’nderry 
Hanbury,Rt. Hon. Robert Wm. 
Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Hayter,Rt. Hon. Sir ArthurD. 
Heath, ArthurHoward(Hanley 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Hope,J.F.(Sheftield, Brightside 
Howard, J.(Kent, Faversham) 
Hozier, Hon. J. Henry Cecil 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Kay-Shuttleworth, RtHnSirU. 
Kenyon,Hon.Geo. T. (Denbigh) 
Kenyon, James (Lanes., Bury) 
Kimber, Henry 
Law, Andrew Bonar 
Lawson, John Grant 


Demise of 


Abraham, William(Cork,N.E. 
Allen, Chas. P. (Gloue.,Stroud 
Ambrose, Robert 

Bell, Richard 

Bo and, John 

Solton, Thomas Dolling 
Boyle, James 

Burke, E. Haviland- 
Caldwell, James 
Cameron, Robert 
Carvill, Patrick Geo. Hamilton 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Clancy, John Joseph 

Cogan, Denis J. 
( ‘ondon, Thomas Joseph 
Craig, Robert Hunter 
Cremer, William Randal 
Cullinan, J. 

Delany, William 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dillon, John 

Doogan, P. C. 
Dunn, Sir William 
Edwards, Frank 

Elibank, Master of 
F french, Peter 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Fuller, J. M. F. 


‘COMMONS} 


Lecky, Rt. Hon. Wm. Edw.H. | 


Lee, ArthurH( Hants, Fareham 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leveson-Gower, FrederickN.S. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Col. CharlesW.(Evesham 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter (Bristol,S 
Lowe, Francis William 

Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lueas, Col. Francis( Lowestoft) 
Lucas, ReginaldJ,(Portsmouth 
Macdona, John Cumming 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Calmont,Col.J. (Antrim, E. 
M‘Iver,SirLewis(Edinb’rgh, W 
M‘Killop,James(Stirlingshire) 
Maleolm, Ian 

Manners, Lord Cecil 

Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Maxwell, W.J.H.(Dumfriessh. 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Mitchell, William 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Mount, William Arthur 
Myers, William Henry 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 

Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Parker, Gilbert 

Peel, Hn. Wm. Robt. Wellesley 
Penn, John 

Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Purvis, Robert 

temnant, James Farquharson 
tenshaw, Charles Bine 
Ridley, Hon. M.W.(St'lybridge 
titchie, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 


Robertson,Herbert (Hackney) | 


tobson, William Snowdon 
tolleston, Sir John F. L 


NOES. 


Gilhooly, James 

Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Grant, Corrie 

Griffith, Ellis J. 

Hayden, John Patrick 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Healy, Timothy Michael 
Hobhouse, C. E. H.(Bristol,E.) 
Jacoby, James Alfred 

Jones, Wm. (Carnarvonshire) 
Joyce, Michael 


| Labouchere, Henry 


Lambert, George 


| Leamy, Edmund 


| Leng, Sir John 
| Lloyd-George, David 


Lundon, W. 


| M‘Govern, T. 
| Morgan, J. L. (Carmarthen) 


Morton, Edw.J.C.(Devonport) 


| Moss, Samuel 


| 


| O’Brien, 


| Murphy, J. 


Nannetti, Joseph P. 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 


Norman, Henry 

Norton, Capt. Cecil William 

| O’Brien, K. (Tipperary, Mid.) 
P. J. (Tipperary, N.) | 


| TELLERS FOR 





the Crown Bill. 


Ropner, ag? Robert 

Russell, T. W 

Sackville, Cols . G. Stopford- 
Scott, Sir 8S. (Marylebone W. 
Seton- Karr, Henry 

Sharpe, W illiam Edward i 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 
Smith,JamesParker(Lanarks. 
Spear, John Ward 

Stanley, EdwardJas.(Somerset 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 
Stewart,SirMarkJ. M‘Taggart 
Stroyan, John 

Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Valentia, Viscount 

Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 
Walker, Col. Wi illiam Hall 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 

Warr, ‘Augustus Frederick 
Webb, Col. William George 
Welby, Lt.-Col. AC E( Taunton 
Whiteley, H. (Ashton-u.-Lyne 
Williams, RtHnJ Powell-(Brm 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Wills, Sir Frederick 

Wilson, A.Stanley(Yorks,E.R 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson-Todd, Wm. H.( Yorks.) 
Wodehouse, Rt. HonER( Bath) 
Wortley, Rt. Hon.C. B.Stuart- 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Younger, William 
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TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


O’Connor,Jaines( Wicklow, W. 
O’ Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
Oo’ Kelly, James( Roscommon, N 
0’ Malley, William 
O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
Price, Robert John 
See tg , Arthur 

teddy, 
eed, John E.( Waterford) 
Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Roberts, John H. {Denbighs.) 
Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Sinclair, Capt. John(Forfarsh. 
Spencer,Rt. Hn-CR( Northants 


| Sullivan, Donal 


Taylor, Theodore Cooke 
Thompson, DrEC(Monagh’n,N 
Wason, Eugene(C lackmannan 
Weir, James Gallow ay 
White, Patrick(Meath, North) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams,Osmond(Merioneth) 


THE NOES— 
Mr. Patrick O’Brien and 
Mr. Warner. 
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Army Estimates. 1166 


Bill reported, without Amendment, | whether balloons were any use, and 
to be read the third time upon Thursday, |from what he had seen in the papers 


ith June. 
SUPPLY. 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 


(Mr. J. W. Lowrser, (Cumberland, 
Penrith) in the Chair. ] 


Army ESTIMATES, 1901-2. 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


1. Motion made, and Question pro- | 


sed, “That a sum, not exceeding 
{3,281,000, be granted to His Majesty, 


Engineer Services, and Expenditure for 


Royal Engineer Works, Buildings, and | 


balloons had not been the success which 
was anticipated. He had heard from 
officers in the Army that the balloons 
had failed in their object in South Africa. 
He wished to know why there had been 


an increase in the expenditure on the 


military prison at Aldershot, because it 
was already a big building. He pointed 


out that £2,600 was to be spent in the 
Cork district for racks and shelves for the 
uniforms 


and accoutrements of the 
Militia; why was so large a sum necessary? 
He wished to know, also, why £2.000 was 


to defray the Charge for the Staff for| being spent only to make Templemore 


barracks fit for temporary occupation ; 
when the new hospital at Portsmouth 
would be completed ; why it was neces- 


Repairs, at Home and Abroad (including 
Purchases), which will come in course 
of payment during the year ending on 
the 31st day of March, 1902.” 


sary toincrease the Vote for mobilisation 
' stores, clothing, ete., for the Army Service 
Corps transport reservists ? With regard 
to Gibraltar, the Secretary of State for 
War had promised that there should be 
made an appeal to the Secretary of State moreaccommodation provided forofficers’ 
for War to make a change in the direction | Wives there. He had been told that a 
of decentralisation in regard to allowing | married officer could not get a house 
general officers commanding districts a | UPOM @ny terms at Gibraltar. They 
e further discretion in utilising savings | V¢Te told that houses were actually being 
under one head of expenditure for works built, but he had been informed this 
and repairs in another class without | ¥°@? that nothing of the kind had been 
gecial reference to the War Office. done. This was an important matter, 
The right hon. Gentleman declared him- because there would now be a very great 
elf in favour of this principle. He | crease in the number of married men 
hoped that they might be allowed to | Teduiring accommodation, because the 
make savings on those Votes, and apply garrison regiments were being sent out 
W. them to other works in their own district | there. The same arguments also applied 


; : Bleu alta, ¢ 2 > right hon. 
without any further reference to the War | *° Malta, and he hoped the right hon 
Gentleman would give him an answer 


Office. Im answer to a question the | : : s 

Seeretary of State for War had said that | UPO? this point. They knew from past 
he was in favour of granting more | &XPetience that they could not trust the 
departmental power to the generals | War Office to spend the money upon what 
commanding districts. He should be | !t W#s put down for, and the War Office 
«tremely disappointed if the right always gave them to understand that the 
) hon. Gentleman did not take this op-| ™oney was wanted for something which 


*Sm ARTHUR HAYTER (Walsall) 





rd) 


mA portunity of carrying out his own| W@s quite different to the real state of 
proposal to give commanding officers | things. 

sh. the opportunity of managing their own a . 

nts * it Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE (Bristol, 


Votes, and devoting the savings effected 
s, and g the savings effected | ‘ ; é . £91 0) 
to the maintenance of other works in| =) pointed En AAR She WEE 8 SLES 
N heir distric for incidental expenses of the War 
,l their district. . 
Department, lands and property, includ- 


an | 
4) *Mr. COURTENAY WARNER (Staf- | ing working expenses, and sewage farms. 
iordshire, Lichfield) asked for an explana- | at Aldershot and Sandhurst, had increased 
h) tion of the increased expenditure in| from £12,900, at which figure it stood 

respect of the military prison at/last year. He understood that in the 
nd Aldershot, and of the extension of last Parliament there was an interesting 

the balloon factory. It was doubtful | discussion about the management of the 
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sewage farm at Aldershot, and that then | of stating very briefly the points he 
the Financial Secretary said that he| wished to put before the Secretary of 
preferred butter made on that sewage | State for War, rather than by moving 
farm to any other butter in the kingdom. (a reduction. His hon. friend who had 
Perhaps the present Financial Secretary | just sat down had called attention to a 
preferred his butter made elsewhere.| very important matter affecting the 
However, he imagined some other people county with which he was particularly 
must share this taste for more or less| connected. The building operations ai. 





sewage butter, as the vote had been 
increased by £8,000, or 75 percent. of the 
original Vote. He wished to know 
what arrangements were to be made for 
the efficient draining and sewerage of the 
new barracks to be erected on Salisbury 
Plain, not far from the village of Ludgers- 
hall. He put a question to the Secretary 
of State for War upon the subject not long 
ago, and the right hon. Gentleman 
assured him that, although he was not 
personally conversant with the subject, 
it would receive his careful attention. 
The Government had arranged to spend 
about £1,500,000 close to this village, and 
the present condition of the place was in- 
sanitary, and the water supply extremely 
limited. If close by they were going 
to dump down great barracks, without 
providing an efficient drainage system, 
very serious injury would be inflicted on 
the people there, and also upon the 
finances of the county of Wiltshire. 
That county had a right to consideration 
at the hands of the War Office, because 
in all the southern counties of England 
they had taken special care to provide 
for the efficient sanitation of their coun- 
ties by appointing a county medical 
officer of health. Having taken proper 
care to provide for the proper sanitation 
of the county of Wiltshire, he thought 
they were entitled to say to the War 
Office that they had no right to place 
a large body of men in their midst without 
providing that the health of the county 
should not be injured by such action. 
He thought they ought to have some 
explanation as to why this great increase 
of expenditure was necessary, With re- 
gard to the item for the survey of 
defensive positions, he wished to know 
whether they were at home or abroad, 
and if abroad by whom were the surveys 
to be carried out. 


Lord EDMOND  FITZMAURICE 
(Wiltshire, Cricklade) thought he would 
be consulting the convenience of the 
Committee if he took this opportunity 


Mr. Charles Hobhouse. 


'luded to at this small town were likely 
| to extend almost to another Aldershot. 
'and he wished to call attention to the 
| serious damage done to the roads in some 
| of the southern counties by the enormous 
| traffic consequent on the purchase of 
‘Salisbury Plain by the Government, 
This was a matter that affected more 
‘counties than one. No Member of Par- 
liament representing any of these coun- 
ties had any desire whatever to put 
forward any extortionate claims, or to 
try to make profit for the local rate- 
payers at the expense of the War Office, 
He fully admitted that, in many ways 


in the near future, and _ still more 
perhaps in the more distant future, 
the large expenditure by the War 


Office in the purchase of Salisbury 
Plain would be of very great advan- 
tage to the local vatepayers, but 
that time had not come yet. At the 
present time they were only sufferers 
by the cause referred to. They were 
sufferers in a pecuniary way from having 
to spend large sums of money on roads 
consequent upon the enormous damage 
done by the traftic, and especially through 
haulage by steam vehicles belonging to 
contractors in the employment of the 
War Office. He would not take up the 
time of the Committee by going into 
details, as these were matters of local 
interest. What he was anxious to argue 
on behalf of the southern counties was a 
question of principle. He was anxious 
to obtain some assurance that the 
/Government was not going to protect 
itself behind the technical rights of the 
Crown, which would entitle it to refuse 
to meet a claim if made by the county 
councils and local bodies. If these enor- 
/mous works had been built by a company 
or private individual, or if it was the 
|case of some great landowner spending 
a great amount of money in the neigh- 
bourhood and injuring the roads, of 
|course, under the extraordinary traffic 
jclauses of an Act passed in 1878 the 
|county council could take the company 
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or landowner into a court of law, and 
obtain a decision either for or against 
their claim. But the Crown could 
defend itself by refusing to be sued. He 
fully believed the War Office would treat 
the counties in a fair and honourable 
manner. This was not a claim with 
regard to military manoeuvres. There had 
been a long correspondence between the 
War Office and the counties of Hampshire, 
Wiltshire, and Dorsetshire with regard 
to the military manceuvres, and the 
claim made was recognised up to a point. 
That controversy was now entirely 
closed. His case now related to the 
financial year just closed, and to the 
estimates of Wiltshire and the neighbour- 
ing counties for the financial year on 
which they had entered. He desired to 
put the claim with the most extreme 
moderation, and to add that the county 
authorities concerned fully realised that 
there might be a distinction between 
what might be called the increase of 
ordinary damage to the roads through 
the purchase by the War Office of Salis- 
bury Plain, and that extraordinary 
damage which had been done in the last 
financial year by the complete destruction 
of some of their roads by five or six steam 
machines hauling enormous loads of 
brick, iron, and timber over them. 
There were five steam engines at work, 
each going on a short mileage no 
less than three times a day. The 
result was that several roads abun- 
dantly sufficient to carry the ordi- 
nary traffic of the district—roads on 
which bicyclists had travelled for many 
years with great pleasure—had now 
been completely destroyed, and had 
become impassable. He had in his pos- 
session photographs which were taken 
\ast winter showing that these roads 
were completely destroyed. Anyone 
looking at the photographs would doubt 
if roads had ever been there. He was 
told there was a risk of the answer being 
given that the claim ought to be made 
against the contractor employed by the 
War Office and not against the War 
Office itself. He demurred to that. 
The point had been before the law courts 
in a case where Epsom County Council | 
sued the London County Council. He | 
had taken considerable pains to ascertain | 
the legal aspects of the case. He thought | 


it had now been practically settled that | 
\ 
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the contractor was not the person against 
whom the injured authority ought to go, 
but the person behind the contractor, 
who was employing him. In this case 
it was the War Office ; but if they went 
to the War Office they were met with 
the risk of being told that the War Office 
represents the Crown, and if they went 
to the contractor they would be told that 
the courts of law had decided against the 
view that he was liable, and that they 
could not go against him. They might 
be told that, the Crown having to build 
these military huts, there would be an 
increase in the rateable value in future, 
but he need not remind the Committee 
that Crown property was not liable to 
rates. The counties therefore could not 
expect a single penny in that way. The 
Crown generally had consented to give a 
payment in aid and in lieu of rates, but 
that payment was not made regularly or 
at stated periods. He had done his best 
to ascertain from the parochial authorities 
to whom such payment would be made 
whether anything had been paid, but 
he understood that as yet they had 
not received any payment in aid. When 
Salisbury Plain was purchased by the 
Government there was a long correspond- 
ence with the War Office as to what was 
to happen if the ordinary land in the 
vicinity were injured in value. In some 
cases the agricultural land had fallen in 
value, and the War Office treated the 
county authorities in a fair and courteous 
manner. An arrangement was entered 
into with the Wiltshire County Council 
which amounted to this. The War 
Office undertook that they would accept 
the rateable value of all these heredita- 
ments at the figure at which they stood 
at the time of the purchase, and if the 
local ratepayers stood to lose by the 
arrangement the local authorities would 
be recouped. That arrangement had 
not been altogether successfully carried 
out. He believed that was more or less 
admitted by the War Office. He had 
had some conversation on the subject with 
the former Financial Secretary to the 
War Office, who explained to him that 
certain unforeseen difficulties had arisen. 
He was making no complaint, but he 
wished to point out that Wiltshire and 
the neighbouring counties had been, on 
account of unavoidable circumstances in 
all these matters, hardly treated in the 
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way of keeping up the rating value. 
hoped the War Office would approach 
the matter in the way he had indicated, 
and not treat it as a purely technical one. 
He asked them to approach the question 
from the point of view of the broad 
equities, and if they did so there would 
be every desire on the part of the county 
authorities to meet them in a similar 
spirit. 


THe FINANCIAL SECRETARY to 
THE WAR OFFICE (Lord STANLEY, 
Lancashire, Westhoughton): Perhaps I 
may be allowed to reply to the questions 
put by the two last speakers. In regard 
to the question of the hon. Member for 
the Cricklade Division, the circumstances 
are as follow: A meeting was held 
yesterday between the Treasury valuer 
and the representatives of the local dis- 
trict boards. He asked anybody to meet 
him who had any grievance to urge. 
They came and stated their cases. He 
put further questions to them, and asked 
tor further information, which they have 
promised to provide, and when this is 
received he is going into the case 
thoroughly. This is a very big question, 
which involves not one particular district 
only. It may mean a very great change, 
and it could not be gone into rashly, nor 
could any assurance be given on the spur 
of the moment. The only thing I can 
tell the noble Lord is that when this 
report is received at the War Office we 
shall be perfectly prepared to go into it 
with the view and the hope of dealing 
fairly with the neighbourhood. We will 
certainly not assume at all a non possumus 
attitude. That is as far as I can possibly 
go on such a large question as this is. 
With regard to the question asked by 
the hon. and gallant Member for East 
Bristol, who said the increase of £8,100 
was due entirely to the sewage farm at 
Aldershot, I have to statethat that is not 
quite the case. The extraordinary expen- 
diture on the sewage farm is £1,500, and 
that was due to the necessity of increas- 
ing it owing to the greater number of 
troops in the station. That amount 
includes the apparatus and the necessary 
stock, and a little more land for the pur- 
poses of the farm. The rest of the ex- 
penditure is for the upkeep of the pro- | 
perty which has been acquired on Salis- | 
bury Plain, and which now comes on to | 


Lord Edmond Fitzmaurice. 


{COMMONS} 


He | the annual Estimates. The hon. Member 
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"asked me with regard to the drainage 
and sewerage of the new barracks near 
|Ludgershall. I am afraid I am not my- 
self conversant with the district, and | 
cannot say what plans are to be adopted. 
| When any troops are placed there by the 
Government everything that possibly 
can be done will be done to secure not 
only their health, but the health of the 
neighbourhood. I cannot give him any 
definite information as to the plans 
which are to be put in execution for this 
purpose. With regard to the incidental 
expenses, these include the expenses of 
men sent to make preliminary investiga- 
tions for any defence works that may be 
contemplated. I think I have answered 
all the questions the hon. Member asked. 


Mr. KENYON (Lancashire, Bury) 
said he understood that the ordinary 
pressure of boilers at most of the Govern- 
ment works was only 50 lb. That meant 
a great extravagance in coal, and he was 
certain considerable economy could be 
effected in this matter. The subject 
was very well worth the attention of the 
noble Lord. He believed twice or three 
times the required quantity of coal was 
being used. 


Mr. NANNETTI (Dublin, College 
Green) called attention to the way in 
which the work at barracks in Dublin 
was being carried out by the contractor, 
and asked whether any deductions had 
been made when the contractor em- 
ployed boy labour instead of adult labour. 
His complaint was that of fourteen per- 
sons employed eight were boys. He 
presumed that the Government in giving 
out contracts calculated that they would 
get value for their money. He had in his 
hand letters received from the War Office 
in reply to the complaints made by 
various societies in Dublin on this matter. 
An inquiry was promised by the War 
Office, but when it took place the mem- 


bers of the societies directly interested 


were ignored altogether, although they 
asked to be heard. He thought when 
contracts of this sort were to be given 
out by the Government they should be 


advertised in the Labour Gazette, so that 


the particular trades interested would 
have an opportunity of keeping their 
eyes on them and seeing that the terms 
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of the fair wages resolution of this House 
were carried out. Was the noble Lord 
aware that this very contractor had an 
action brought against him by one of his 
workmen who was doing plastering 
work, and that the defence made by the 
contractor was that the man was only 
a labourer? He could not see that 
labourers had a right to do skilled work 
the Government was paying for. The 
contractor should be made to feel his 
position in the matter. He admitted 
that a certain number of boys should be 
employed on the contract work, but his 
contention was that the contractor had 
no right to employ an extraordinary 
number of boys and to discharge regular 
workmen. 


*CoLONEL LEGGE (St. George’s, 
Hanover Square) called attention to the 
condition of Ballincollig Barracks, in the 
Cork district. 
originally built for infantry, extended for 
artillery, and occupied for some time past 
by cavalry. There was a want of proper 
accommodation for the soldiers, the 
paving was bad, and the light was bad, 
there being nothing but oil lamps. It 
was impossible for the men to groom 
their horses properly in the morning 
during the winter months. The 
barracks were swarming with rats, but 
that was not an uncommon thing. He 
believed the condition of these barracks 
was by no means a solitary instance. If 
we wanted recruits it was of the 
greatest importance that proper atten- 
tion should be paid to the matter of 
accommodation. He was perfectly aware 
that some of the barracks in the 
United Kingdom, such as those at Alder- 
shot, were model barracks. Foreign 
attachés and Members of Parliament 
were taken down there, and the barracks 
were shown off, but it was the barracks in 
out-of-the-way places he wished to call 
attention to. Bad barracks made the 
men discontented, and it was one of the 
things that deterred those from entering 
the service who might otherwise be 
inclined to do so. 


Mr. GODDARD (Ipswich) said some 
explanation ought to be given in regard 
to the large increase in salaries for Engi- 
neers’ services. The number of men 
employed had gone up from 712 last year 
to 779. He could understand that in 


They were old barracks | 
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times of pressure, when the country was 
at war, every department of the Army 
probably required more men. There was 
this large increase on the permanent 
staff, notwithstanding the fact that the 
temporary staff had gone up from 3,000 
to 8,700. They did not know in the 
least what these surveyors were getting, 
or whether the rate which had been fixed 
for these particular services had been 
adhered to. He thought this increase 
was a very important and very large one ; 
and in view of the fact that more than 
once during the last few weeks they had 
heard the expression that they ought to 
see whether the country got good value 
for its money, he would move the reduc- 
tion of this item by £1,000. 


Motion made, and question proposed» 
“That Item A (Salaries of the Staff for 


Engineer Services), be reduced by 
£1,000.” —(Mr. Goddard.) 
*THE SECRETARY or STATE For 


WAR (Mr. Broprick, Surrey, Guildford) 
said that the staff for the engineer services 
had certainly risen onaccount of necessary 
work undertaken; and in connection 
with the war additional clerks, and also 
additional military foremen of works, had 
been rendered necessary in the prepara- 
tion of hutting accommodation for the 
troops in South Africa, and in repairs to 
barracks. The hon. Member must re- 
member that all these questions were 
settled by warrant, and that the rate of 
salaries was carefully overhauled, not 
only by the Treasury, but by the Public 
Accounts Committee. The hon. Member 
must therefore feel that his criticisms 
were entirely uncalled for. 

Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE (Carnarvon 
Boroughs) said that he wished to ask a 
question in regard to the refugee camps 
in South Africa. 

*Tue CHAIRMAN said that that 
question did not arise under the present 
Vote. 

Mr. LAMBERT (Devonshire, South 
Molton) said he wanted to know whether 
commissions were paid on the work done, 
or on the value of the work done? If 
the commissions were paid on the value 
of the work done, it was a most extrava- 
gant system. 

*Mr. BRODRICK said that the com- 


mission paid generally was 5 per cent., 
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Salisbury Plain an increase had to be | 


made in the agent’s salary because the | 
work was not sufficiently remunerative. | Noes, 119. 


AYES. 


Abraham, Wm. (Cork, N. E.) | Hayne, Rt. Hn. Chas. Seale- 
| Hayter,Rt. Hn. Sir Arthur D. 


Allen, C. P. (Gloue., Stroud) 
Bell, Richard 

Brigg, John 

Burke, E. Haviland- 
Caldwell, James 

Channing, Francis Allston 
Clancy, John Joseph 
Cogan, Denis J. 

Craig, Robert Hunter 
Delany, William 

Dillon, John 

Doogan, P. C. 

Dunn, Sir William 
Ffrench, Peter 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Grant, Corrie 

Hayden, John Patrick 


Acland-Hood, Capt.SirAlexF. 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Allsopp, Hon. George 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Balfour, Rt.Hon.A J.(Mance’r) 
Balfour, Rt HnGerald W(Leeds 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bigwood, James 

Blundell, Col. Henry 
Bowles,Capt. H. F(. Middlesex) 
Brassey, Albert 

Brodrick, Kt. Hon. St. John 
Brooktield, Colonel Montagu 
Brymer, William Ernest 
Bull, William James 

Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cavendish, V. C.W.(Derby sh.) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hon.J.(Birm. 
Chamberlain,J.Austen(Wore’r 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colston, Chas. Edw.H. Athole 
Cook, Sir Frederick Lucas 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxford,Sir William Theodore 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edw. 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edward A. 
Fletcher, Sir Henry 

Forster, Henry William 
Godson, Sir Augustus Fredk. | 


Original Question again proposed. 


Mr. Brodrick. 


Jones, Wm. (Carnarvonshire 


| Joyce, Michael 


| O'Kelly, James(Roscommon,N 


Leamy, Edmund 


| Leng, Sir John 


Llovd-George, David 

M ‘Govern, T. 

Morgan, J.Lloyd(Carmarthen) 
Morton, Edw.J.C.(Devonport 
Murphy, J. 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 





Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) | 
O’Connor, James( Wicklow, W. 
O’Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 


NOES. 
Gorden, Hn.J.E.(Elgin& Nairn | 
Gordon, J. (Londonderry, S.) | 
Gorst,Rt.Hon.Sir John Eldon 
Goschen, Hon. George J. 
Green, WalfordD( Wednesbury | 
Greene, Henry D. (Shrewsb’ry | 
Greene, W. Raymond-(Cambs.) | 
Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchill 
Hamilton, RtHnLrdG. (Midd’x 
Hamilton,Marq.of(L’donderry 
Hanbury,Rt. Hon. Robert Wm. 
Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Hope,J. F(Sheffield, Brightside 
Howard,John(KentFaversh’m | 
Hozier, Hon. JamesHenry Cecil 
John stone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Kenyon, James (Lanes. , Bury) | 
Law, Andrew Bonar 
Lawson, John Grant 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leveson-Gower,FrederickN.S. | 
Long, Rt. Hn. W. (Bristol, S.) | 
Lowe, Francis William 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas,Col. Francis (Lowestoft) 
Lucas, ReginaldJ.(Portsmouth 
Macdona, John Cumming 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Calmont,Col. J.(Antrim,E. | 
M ‘Iver, Sir L.(Edinburgh, W. ) 
M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire 
Manners, Lord Cecil 
Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) | 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Mount, William Arthur 
Nicholson, Wiiliam Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
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Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 52 ; 
(Division List No. 208.) 


O'Malley, William 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
Price, Robert John 


| Reddy, M. 


Redmond, John E.( Waterford), 
Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Sinclair, Capt. J. (Forfarshire 
Sullivan, Donal 

Warner, Thos. Courtenay T. 
Wason Eugene(Clackmannan 
Weir, James Galloway 
White, Patrick (Meath, North), 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Mr. Goddard and Mr, 
Lambert. 


Parker, Gilbert 
Peel,Hn..Wm. Robt. Wellesley 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Purvis, Robert 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 
tidley, Hn. M. W. (Stalybridge: 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 
Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Sackville, Col. 8S. G Stopford- 
Scott, Sir S (Marylebone, W.): 
Seton-Karr, Henry 
Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 
Smith,JamesParker(Lanarks. 
Spear, John Ward 
Stanley, Lord (Lancs. ) 
Stewart,SirMarkJ. M‘Taggart. 
Stroyan, John 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester), 
Thornten, Percy M. 
Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Valentia, Viscount 
Walker, Col. William Hall 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 
Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Welby,Lt.-Col. A.C.E. (Ta’nt’» 
Williams, RtHnJ Powell-(Birm 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Wills, Sir Frederick 
Wilson, A.Stanley(York, E.R.) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wortley,Rt Hon.C. B. Stuart- 
Younger, William 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


£21,000 which had taken plaee in the 


working expenses of the sewage farms- 
Mr. LAMBERT said he could not! He confessed that if he had to do with 
understand the enormous increase of| these farms 


he would discharge @ 
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manager who raised the expenditure by | Committee, and he begged to move the 


something like 70 per cent. 
Lorp STANLEY said that the increase | 


camp. Other items in the increase were 
owing to taking over a farm at Salisbury 
Plain, to fencing, repairs, and main- 
tenance of large properties at Salisbury 
and elsewhere. If he found that there 
was any waste of money which could be 
saved he would be only too glad to 
stop it. 


and Kinross) asked whether these sewage 


farms could not be worked with profit | 


for agricultural purposes. 


Mr. LAMBERT said that there must 


have been some mistake in the matter, and | 


that the noble Lord had not given all the 
facts. The upkeep expense of the estate 
was enormous. Of course, they 


had said, that the sums were small, but 
it was the small sums that mounted up. 
He had seen Estimates slip through very 
easily, and it was owing to the lack of 
vigilant attention on the part of hon. 
Members that the Estimates increased. 
He thought it was their duty to call to 
account the officials who made out the 
Estimates. He could not consent to the 
large increase in the Vote before the 


| buildings on Salisbury Plain. 


knew | 
very well, as the right hon. Gentleman | 


reduction of this item by £100. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 


was due to the size of the sewage farm |“ That Item D (Incidental Expenses of 


at Aldershot and the growth of the large | 
by £190.” —(Mr. Lambert.) 


War Department, Lands, etc.) be reduced 


Mr. BRODRICK said that the 
increase had arisen in consequence of 
certain charges for fencing and for 


The hon. 
Member was quite in error in supposing 


'that he objected to criticism in small 
| sums. 


Mr. EUGENE WASON (Clackmannan | 
'Member thought it necessary to criticise 


What he took exception to was 
that, having explained the items, the hon. 


them again. 


Mr. ALLEN (Gloucestershire, Stroud) 
said that the right hon. Gentleman had 
referred to fences on Salisbury Plain, on 
which a large amount of money had been 


|spent, but he never saw fences of any 


kind or description on Salisbury Plain. 
He could not see the necessity for that 
expenditure. As regarded the farm- 
houses, a considerable number of them 
were allowed to fall into disrepair, and 
were not used at all. He thought some 
better explanation ought to have been 
given. 


Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 52 ; 
Noes, 115. (Division List No. 209.) 


AYES. 


Abraham, Wm. (Cork, N.E.) | Grant, Corrie 


Allen. C. P. (Glouc., Stroud) 


, Hay den, John Patrick 


O’ Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O'Kelly, James(RoscommonN. 
O'Malley, W ae 








Bell, Richard 

Brigg, John 

Burke, E. Haviland- 
Caldwell, James 

Channing, Francis Allston 
Clancy, John Joseph 
Cogan, Denis J. 

Cremer, William Randal 
Delany, William 

Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dillon, John 

Doogan, P. C. 

Dunn, Sir William 
Ffrench, Peter 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 


Acland-Hood,Capt.SirAlex F. 

2 ¢-Gardner, James Tynte 
Allsopp, Hon. George 

Arkwright, John Stanhope 

Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 

Balfour, Rt HnGerald W (Leeds 


| Hayne, Rt. Hon. Chas. Seale- | 
| Hayter, Rt. Hon. Sir A. D. 
| Jones, Wm. (Carnarvonshire) 


Joyce, Michael 


- Leamy, Edmund 


Leng, Sir John 
Lloyd- -George, David 
M‘Govern, T. 


| Morgan, > % (Carmarthen) 
Morton, E. J 


C. (Devonport) 

Murphy, J 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 

Norton, Capt. Cecil William 

O’ Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 

O’Brien, P. J. (Ti perary, N.) 

O'Connor. ,James(V Wicklow. W. W. 
NOES. 

Bhownaggree, Sir M, M. 

Bigwood, James 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 

Bowles Capt. H.F.(Middlesex) 

Brassey, Albert 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 

Brookfield, Colonel Montagu 





O'Shaughnessy, P. 

Power, Fi crore. op 3 J ols 

Price, Robert John 
Redmond, J. E. (Waterford) 
Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Sinclair, Capt. John (Forfarsh’e- 
Sullivan, Donal 

Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 
Weir, James Galloway 
White, Patrick (Meath, North), 


FOR THE AYES— 
and Mr. 


TELLERS 
Mr. Lambert 
Eugene Wason. 


Brymer, William Ernest 

Bull, William James 
Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cavendish, V.C. W(Derbyshire 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain,J Austen(Worce’r 
Chapman, Edward 
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Charrington, Spencer 


Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Cook, Sir Frederick Lucas 
‘Corbett, T. L. (Down, No:th) 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxford, Sir Wm. Theodore 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edw. 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edw. Algernon 
Fletcher, Sir Henry 

Ferster, Henry ‘Villiam 
Godson, Sir Augustus Fredk. 


Gordon,Hn.J.E.(Elgin& Nairn | 


Gordon, J. (Londonderry, 8.) 


‘Gorst, Rt.Hon. Sir John Eldon | 


{COMMONS} 


| Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H.A.E. | 


Kenyon, James (Lanes., Bury) 
Law, Andrew Bonar 
Lawson, John Grant 


| Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 

| Leveson-Gower, FrederickN.S 
| Long,Rt. Hn. Walter(Bristol, S 
| Lowe, Francis William 


Loyd, Archie Kirkman 


Lucas, Col. Francis(Lowestoft) | 


Lucas, ReginaldJ.(Portsmouth 
MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool 
M‘Calmont,Col.J.(Antrim, E. ) 
M‘Iver,SirLewis(Edinb’rghW. 
M‘Killop, Jas. (Stirlingshire) 
Manners, Lord Cecil 

Martin; Richard Biddulph 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 





Army Estimates. 1180 


Ritchie,Rt. Hn.Chas. Thomson 
Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 


| Royds, Clement Molyneux 


Sackville, Col. 8. G. Stopford- 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Seton-Karr, Henry 

Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 

Smith, Jas. Parker (Lanarks,) 
Spear, John Ward 

Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 
Stewart, Sir M. J. M‘Taggart 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Thornton, Perey M. 

Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Valeniia, Viscount 


| Walker, Col. William Hall 


Warde, Colonel C, E. 





Goschen, Hon.George Joachim | 
Green, Walford D.(Wednesb’y 
Greene,Henry D.(Shrewsbury) 
Guest, Hon. [vor Churchill 
Hamilton, RtHn!LordG.(Mid’x 
Hamilton,Marq.of(L’nd’derry 
Hanbury,Rt. Hon. Robert Wm. 
Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Hope,J. F(Sheffield Brightside 
Howard,John(Kent,Faversh’m 
Hozier, Hon. JamesHeory Cecil 


Purvis, Robert 


Original Question again proposed. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said he desired 
to call attention to Item 74 in the Vote, 
which he understood to refer to civil 
engineers, for the reason that *‘ regular ” 
engineers had already been dealt with 
under another head. He desired to have 
some information with regard to the 
accommodation of the refugee camps 
which had been founded in various parts 
of the Transvaal and the Orange River 
Colony. Reports had come to this 
country which reflected the greatest dis- 
credit upon those responsible for the con- 
dition of these camps, and he thought 
something more should be done for 
the comfort of the unfortunate refugees. 
The figures given by the Secretary for 
War disclosed a really appalling state of 
things. There was a terrible rate of 
mortality among the children. The 
right hon. Gentleman had said that 
from February the number of children 
that had died was 261 out of 1,100 in 
the camps. 
February or the end of February, and 
up to what date? These unfortunate 
people were carted across the country 
to these refugee camps, and when they 
arrived there was no accommodation 
for them; they were huddled together 


Moon, Edw. Robert 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Mount, William Arthur 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Parker, Gilbert 
Peel, Hn. Wm. 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Pretyman, Ernest George 


Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 


Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Ridley, Hn. M. W.(Stalybridge 


Was that from the Ist of | 





| Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Welby,Lt.-Col.A.C.E.(T’nt’n) 

| Walliams, RtHn.J.Powell-(Bir, 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Wills, Sir Frederick 
Wilson, A. 8S. (York, E.R.) 
Wilson, John /Glasgow) 
Wortley, Rt. Hn. C.B. Stuart- 


acy 


Robert W. 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


in huts or tents, and when rain came 
these places were swamped, and these 
wretched people were often obliged to be 
in the wet, and the result was this terrible 
mortality. The answer given by the 
right hon. Gentleman seemed to indicate 
that from a certain date in February 
up to 21st March 261 children had died. 
If that was so the death-rate among 
them was something like 250 per thou- 
sand. That must be due to the fact 
that there was insufficient shelter at 
these camps. He did not suggest that 
the Government was altogether to blame. 
The camps were set up in a great hurry, 
but these people had now to face the 
winter, and they were greatly dependent 
on the charity of America, Holland, and 
other countries to keep body and soul 
together, and that in the refugee camps 
under our flag. Whatever might be 
done with regard to the men, it was 
beneath the dignity of a great country 
like this to inflict any hardship on 
women and children. He made no 
insinuation that this was done intention- 
ally, and he was prepared to admit that 
our soldiers would go any length to 
prevent the people incurring these hard- 
ships, but there was a duty on the part 
of the Government in this matter. He 
desired to know what steps were being 
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and to repair the deficiency of accom- 
modation. 
independent witnesses to visit these 
camps as far as Bloemfontein, but no 


one had been allowed to visit the camps | 


in the Transvaal. From that he was 


afraid it must be assumed that the state | 


of things in the Transvaal was worse. 
He begged to move the reduction of the 
vote by £100. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That Items L, M, N (New Works, 
etc.) be reduced by £100, in respect of 
Engineer Services in the Field of South 
Africa.” —(Mr. Lloyd-George.) 


Mr. DILLON said he felt grateful 
to the hon. Member for raising this 
question before the adjournment. It 
seemed to him a horrible thing to adjourn 
for the vacation without endeavouring 
to extract from the Government some 
definite statement upon this subject. 
The hon. Member for Carnarvon had 
pointed out that Lord Kitchener had 
allowed independent witnesses to examine 
these camps ; but he wanted to point out 
this extraordinary matter, that while 
the right hon. Gentleman in this House 
had more than once assured the House 


that the women and children were com- | 
fortable and well cared for, it was per- | 


fectly plain that Lord Kitchener, even in 


the case of the witnesses who went up | 
as far as Bloemfontein, would not. allow | 


them to publish anything of what they 
saw. So that while there had percolated 
through different channels details of 
the accommodation of the women and 
children in these camps, and while 
they heard the figures, which he hesi- 
tated to believe without explanation, so 
horrible a state of things did they show, 
the House was entirely without any 
account from the witnesses who had 


been allowed to visit these places by Lord | 
He wished to know whether | 


Kitchener. 
the ordinary comforts which common 


humanity would dictate were being | 
allowed to these unwilling inmates. Why | 


should not Lord Kitchener not allow 
these independent persons to give expres- 
sion to what they witnessed ? When 
people went to these camps for humane 
objects why were they not allowed to 
publish a statement of what they had 
seen? The Committee were in this 


{24 May 1901} 
taken to stop this appalling mortality | 


Lord Kitchener had allowed | 
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position: they had nothing whatever 
/to go upon except these letters from 
Dutch people and the figures of the right 
hon. Gentleman. He had himself re- 
ceived letters from Holland declaring that 
women and children were huddled 
together in cattle-trucks and brought 
down to these various camps under 
circumstances of great hardship. If 
the statements in these letters were true 
no language could be too strong to 
denounce such atrocities. He should 
have thought that when such stories 
were in circulation the Government, in 
‘their own interests, would have sent 
out charitable people to visit the camps 
'and give the public an impartial account 
of the actual state of affairs. The right 
hon. Gentleman declared that these 
camps were camps of refuge in the true 
| sense of the word, and that the people 
were free to come and go as they chose. 
An answer given a few days previously, 
however, threw a certain amount of 
doubt on that statement, because it was 
then stated that the people in these 
camps could visit even the neighbouring 
towns only by permission and with a 
pass. He desired to know whether the 
people were really free to come and go 
as they chose, or whether, as he had 
heard, the camp at Port Elizabeth was 
surrounded with barbed wire and 
guarded by sentries, and was in fact 
a prison. Over and over again, in 
reply to questions with regard to the 
condition of these camps, the right hon. 
Gentleman had said he was unable to 
give any information. Would the right 
hon. Gentleman give the Committee his 
own views with regard to the figures of 
the mortality in these camps? If there 
was any doubt as to their significance, 
| would he cable at once to Cape Colony 
_ and Pretoria, insisting upon some accurate 
‘statement being sent? Further, why 
did the Government object to allow 
humane people, who had taken no part 
in the controversies with regard to the 
war—of whom there were hundreds of 
thousands in this country—who would 
| be ready to start at once to go out and 
| visit these camps, to organise relief, 
‘and to write home to the Press the 
/honest truth in regard to the matter } 
‘If, as Lord Kitchener said, the women 
| and children were well looked after, was 
jit not better that it should be known ? 
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On the other hand, if these accounts 
were true, he did not believe there was a 
inan in the House who would not be 
glad that the truth should come out in 
order that things might be remedied. 


*Mr. BRODRICK: I am perfectly 
ready, whether on this Vote or any 
other, to enter into any question which 
can properly be brought within the 
compass of the Vote, and as money 
is being taken for engineers’ services, and 
it is out of my power to say that engi- 
neers’ services in South Africa may not 
have been used in some way in the 
erection of these camps, I cannot say that 
a discussion on these camps is outside the 
Vote. At the same time, for the con- 
venience of Parliament. I would venture 
to call attention to a practice which I 
think is growing, and which is in itself 
undesirable from the point of view of 
the House of Commons—the practice of 
bringing forward, on Votes on which 
perhaps they might not be anticipated, 
serious questions of this kind without 
any notice at all. I speak entirely from 
the point of view of the convenience 
of the House. It is perfectly immaterial 
to me when they are brought on, but I 
cannot come down here with the whole 
of the archives of the War Office stacked 
in a room so that I can call for or pro- 
duce them. Nor is it possible—and I 
make no apology for it—with the im- 
mense labour I have at present to under- 
go, for me to remember all the statistics 
I have given in reply to the thirty or forty 
questions addressed to me daily in the 
House. Therefore, it would be more 
advantageous to the House if, on these 
questions which are argued wholly upon 
statistics, and in regard to which, of 
course, it is desirable the _ statistics 
should be as accurate as possible, hon. 
Members would exercise a little special 
courtesy by giving the Minister in charge, 
at all events, a few hours’ notice. At 
this particular moment I cannot for the 
life of me say even what the statistics 
are, because the only copy is in the 
possession of the hon. Member opposite. 
But I can assure the House that I am 
fully seized of the circumstances of these 
camps. I think hon. Members opposite 
sometimes hardly weigh the circum- 
stances under which these camps have 
been established and maintained. In 
the first place, why are they established ? 


Mr. Dillon. 


{COMMONS} 
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To a very large extent they are estab- 
lished for two of three classes of persons, 
One class are the women and children, 
who are unable to maintain themselves 
in the present state of the country in 
their own dwellings, and who come into 
these camps for refuge, to be fed, and to. 
have protection against Kaffirs. The 
second class are women and children 
from parts of the country which have 
been used as depots and halting places 
by Boer commandoes, and which have 
to be cleared out in the ordinary course 
of military operations. Finally, you have 
—notably in Cape Colony—a certain 
number of women and children who 
have been found to be in communication 
with the enemy, and who have had 
therefore to be removed from their own 
districts. In all these cases, we—or, 
rather, the military authorities, for we 
have given them no injunctions on this 
particular matter—have had to under- 
take these liabilities in a country in 
which, to a large extent, every article of 
food, and everything that is necessary, 
has to be brought up from the base. 
One must remember the difficulties 
under these circumstances of bringing 
up supplies, not only for an immense 
force in the field, but also for 20,000 or 
30,000 or 40,000 individuals who have 
either placed themselves or have had to 
be placed under our charge. Hon. 
Members, of course, fall back upon the 
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statistics which I have furnished to the 
House. I might perhaps say that many 
erroneous and unfounded inferences 


have been drawn in recent discussions 
from the absence of particular statistics.. 
It is not possible in reply to a question 
to make plain the general position. 
The general position in the matter is this. 
The officers in South Africa are worked 
up to the extreme limit of their powers 
at the present time. You cannot scrutr- 
nise a variety of different items by tele- 
graphic communications. Not a day 
passes but demands for information 
are made upon me either by Members 
on the other side of the House, who 
think the conduct of our commanders 
in the field may have been defective, 
or by Members on my own side of the 
House, who think the Boer leaders 
have shown less consideration than they 
might have shown towards our soldiers. 
All these inquiries involve statistics ; 
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they mean endless demands for returns. 
To supply these statistics with an army 
of 250,000 men in the field, scattered 
over an area as large as that of France 
and Spain together, naturally makes 
an extreme demand upon the powers of 
all our officers. For that reason it is 
often impossible to get for several days 
the reply to a simple question even by 
telegraphing, more especially as the 
officers themselves are constantly mov- 
ing about in the pursuance of the cam- 
paign. So far from concealing anything, 
I have been giving to the House with 
regard to these camps the statistics as 
rapidly as they have come into my 
possession. Let the House remember 
the circumstances under which these 
camps were first formed. They were 
formed principally in the months of 
January or February. In the month of 
January our communications were cut 
by General De Wet. The incursion of 
General De Wet involved the diversion 
of a very considerable force not only 
from the Orange Free State, but even 
from the Transvaal, in order to check 
the advance into Cape Colony—an 
advance which had been so ably planned, 
but which we are glad to think was so 
well frustrated by Lord Kitchener. 
That involved an absolute dislocation 
of traffic. It was at the moment when 
all these troops were being moved, when 
every kind of store was required to be | 
brought up, when the line was con- 
stantly being put out of action in one 
place or another, for eight or twelve hours 
at a time, causing a most hopeless con- 
gestion of traffic—it was just at this time 
that these camps, involving 15,000 or 
20,000 people, had to be formed at 


{24 May 1901} 
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ants of the country. But that is im- 
possible. There must and will be great. 
hardships to be borne by the inhabitants 
of a country in which war is being carried 
on. But | say, further, that I do not 
believe there is in history any case in 
which an invading army has endeavoured 
to feed the inhabitants of the country, 
invaded as we have done. 


Mr. DILLON: But you burnt their: 
food first. 


*Mr. BRODRICK: Of course. The sup- 
plies of the enemy are always destroyed. 
In every war the first thing to do is to 
prevent the enemy obtaining the neces- 
sary supplies and forming a base from 
which to make an attack. I cannot 
imagine a greater impeachment of Lord 
Kitchener than would be contained 
in the fact that he left the enemy 
the supplies with which they could 
advance and attack his own troops. 
Obviously, the first thing you have to do 
is to make matters as difficult for the 
enemy as you possibly can under the 
laws of war. One of the laws of war is 
that you have an absolute right to de- 
prive the enemy of his supplies and any- 
thing of that sort. For the inhabitants. 
this prolongation of a hopeless war must 
be a matter of hardship. We have 
endeavoured by all the means in our: 
power to mitigate that hardship, by pro- 
viding adequate food and, as far as 
possible, the necessaries of life for these 
people. I do not contend that the food 
or the accommodation in any way repre- 
sents luxury. It cannot be that it should. 
But we have given to our prisoners and. 
the refugees the same rations that we 
have given to our own soldiers in the 
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different places. I believe there was no 
occasion on which at any of these camps 
food actually ran short for a single day. 
I do not attempt to say that the original 
accommodation under these circum- 
stances was all that we should have 
desired. No doubt there were hard- 
ships. But war is war. 


Mr. DILLON: But you should not 
make it on women and children. 


*Mr. BRODRICK: I have no doubt that 
in the fulness of their hearts some hon. 
Members believe that war can be war 
qua soldiers, and that war can be some- 
thing other than war qua the inhabit- 








field. We cannot do more. Every 
British soldier has a right to as much as 
is given to a prisoner or refugee. All I 
can say is this. I have heard from both 
sides ; I have had a good deal of corre- 
spondence with those who have been in 
South Africa; I have heard of the 
original state of the camps being in some 
cases unsatisfactory, although I could 
not admit the justice of the deduction 
which the hon. Member for Carnarvon 
has drawn from some of the statistics ; 
but I have heard nothing but a con- 
sensus of opinion from both sides that 
there has been an immense improvement 
in these camps as the circumstances of. 
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the war have permitted it. That is our | suggestion that we are anxious to make 
desire. I have been asked as a last the circumstances of the war more 
question why we do not allow the onerous to the refugees than they are at 
hundreds of thousands of people men- present. On the contrary, we have 
tioned by the hon. Member for East | shown by every means in our power that 
Mayo to go out from this country to|we desire to mitigate their lot. We 
organise relief. desire from every point of view that 
Mr. DILLON: What I said was, these people should be well treated, and 
Why were not some people allowed to go ‘that every means should be used to 
out from this country ? I described the Mtgate their lot. But at the same time 
class from which they might be drawn, We shall not in consequence of the attacks 
namely, those whohad not taken an active | hon. Gentlemen opposite, or for any 
part on either side in the war contro- Other reason whatever, take any step 
versy, of whom I said there were hun- Which will tend towards the prolongation 
dreds of thousands. of the war. We are not going to invite 
*Mr. BRODRICK: Our position with people who have been in communication 
regard to sending out relief of this cha- re oes geet seg hhane es ie 
racter is this. The philanthropic people the enemy again. So long as the war 
of this sgl cr Nate. se gg lasts those places which have been used 
lg ating ng riage egy “ed as bases for military operations by the 
mene e4 _ permease te ett ge ths J = enemy or have formed resting places for 
accidents of war have found themselves a Oia nee eles. eal 
obliged to leave their homes and to collect ce terrane agy tease pate, gal ng ge’ Torys 
in these camps. We are only too glad anpemem: Wares on the fant thet Ce 
to welcome the distribution of these oy sana ps es me ae ae 
funds. We think that by means of local “™ WCUCE @ atl a ne — je 
committees, on which the Dutch element ere alg oe a ie tes es "1 pies 
can be represented, very valuable work ee se 
may be done. We think that these com- celery ey elena — —_ 
mittees should be formed inside the ener netaNe Wau WE ass Cover nate 
camps in many instances; but we are °°” anoge % to take AE stops Wine 
not desirous of seeing a large: number of a es wen we tk She eee 
individuals going out and travelling up possible a will ‘tend to bring show 
country, and placing themselves for this anh mere ipa of this war, the continus: 
; ee tion of which we all so deeply deplore. 
or any other purpose in a country for 2 : 
which at this moment we are responsible Lorp EDMOND  FITZMAURICE 
under military law. Every person who thought no complaint could be made 
goes up has to be fed; every pound of against the hon. Member for Carnarvon 
luggage that they take means delaying | because he had availed himself of one 
something else which might be sent up of the few opportunities Members had 
for another purpose, and this on a single for raising such questions. Nearly the 
line of railway, crowded with stores and | whole time of the House and the Com- 
munitions of war, and with horses and mittee was taken up by the Government, 
troops going up for reliefs or other pur- | and therefore he thought such rare 
poses. This is no exaggerated picture. | opportunities as the present one might 
The authorities even at Cape Town have legitimately be taken advantage of to 
issued the fullest possible injunction that | call attention to facts which under the 
nobody who is not employed in the war old procedure of this House could have 
is welcome at this moment in South been brought forward in the ordinary 
Africa. There is now an enormous popu- course of business. The right hon. 
lation employed by the war; they have Gentleman had delivered a friendly 
to be fed and provided for, and we are not | lecture or sermon on the inconvenience 
desirous of any increase in the number. | of raising questions that might embarrass 
But we shall be very glad to weleome any the Government, but there was a time 
relief which can be given by money when the right hon. Gentleman did not 
administered by proper local committees. | scruple to bring forward any question 
May I just say before I sit down that we | at any time and in any manner to em- 
entirely dissociate ourselves from any | barrass the Government. He assured 


Mr. Brodrick. 
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the House that he was not going to | 
follow the bad example which the right | 
hon. Gentleman used to set to the House 
in those days. 


Mr. BRODRICK: What does 
noble Lord mean-? Will he kindly give 
me the dates of the occasions he alludes 
to? 


LORD 
said it was in the years 1882, 1883, 
and 1884, when he himself held the 
office of Under Secretary for Foreign 
Affairs. 


Mr. BRODRICK: In those years I 


never touched foreign affairs. 


Lord EDMOND’ FITZMAURICE 
said he was not speaking about foreign 
affairs, but about the general business 
of the House. He was alluding to the 
general conduct of those hon. Members 
who sat at that time on the Front Oppo- 
sition Bench and upon the Opposition 
bench below the gangway. 


Mr. BRODRICK: I never sat on 


either of those benches at that time. 


Lord EDMOND — FITZMAURICE 
said the right hon. Gentleman must 
have sat somewhere. He thought no- 


body had any right to complain of the 
hon. Member for Carnarvon for bringing 
forward this question under cireum- 
stances which the right hon. Gentleman 
would not have hesitated to have taken 
advantage of in past years. He desired 
to say, however, that although he 
thought the hon. Member for Carnar- 
von was justified in raising this subject, 
he would not advise a division being 
taken, for the statement of the right 
hon. Gentleman, under the circum- 
stances, was a perfectly fair and reason- 
able one. The Secretary of State for 
War had pointed out that he had had 


no notice that this question was going | 


to be brought forward, and he had 


told the House that it was impossible | 
for a member of the Government in| 
charge of a very heavily worked Depart- | 


ment to give a full and satisfactory 
answer to inquiries of this kind unless 
he had sufficient time allowed him to | 
obtain full information. He thought | 
his hon. friend the Member for Car- | 
narvon had attained his object in direct- | 
ing public attention to the grave facts 
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the | 


EDMOND FITZMAURICE | 


_on their foreign policy, a thing which the - 
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|he had stated to the House, which were- 
undoubtedly — a very unfavourable 
‘impression not only in many parts of 
‘this country but also abroad. There 
| was a great deal of hostile public opinion 
abroad, and foreigners were too anxious 
to make the most of everything detri- 
mental to this country. There could be 
no doubt that a painful impression had 
been created by stories circulated by 
'those who were unscrupulous in the 
expression of feelings of hostility to 
this country, and we could not wholly 
disregard the public opinion of Europe. 
The answer and explanation might be 
summed up in the phrase of the right. 
hon. Gentleman that horrors were the 
necessary accompaniments of war. He 
had himself been witness of such horrors 
when acting as commissioner at the 
Turkish refugee camp, when the in- 
habitants were driven by the Russians 
across the Balkans. Then, as now, he 
recognised that these horrors were the 
necessary consequences of war before 
which humanity felt helpless. He felt 

certain that an inquiry would be made, 

and that whatever was humanly possible 
would be done by the right hon. Gentle- 

man and his colleagues. However 

much they might differ about the causes 

of this war, after all they were all Eng- 

lishmen—{ Nationalist cries of ‘‘ No, no,” 

and Ministerial laughter]—well, they 

were all subjects of his Majesty the 

King, and they believed that no British 

Government would desire that there 

should be any inhumanity or cruelty 

which could possibly be avoided. The 

right hon. Gentleman had promised 

that every inquiry would be made, and he 

had given the Committee the assurance 

that upon’ some future occasion he 

would be prepared to give every infor- 

mation on this subject. Therefore he 

thought the reply of the right hon. 

Gentleman was quite satisfactory. 


Mr. STUART WORTLEY (Sheffield, 
Hallam) said the noble Lord had thrown 
his segis over the hon. Members below the 
gangway opposite to very little 
purpose. He himself had been a 
Member of the House in the period’ 
reférred to by the noble Lord, and he 
remembered that at that time they used 
to challenge the Government of the day 
by fair votes of censure, with full notice, 
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present Opposition in the imperfect 
state of its structural organism 
was physically incapable of doing. The 
noble Lord’s argument rested upon a 


Supply— 


hopeless fallacy—namely, that what was 


called Government time on Supply 
nights was Government time, and not 
private Members’ time. ‘Theoretically 
it might be so, but practically and sub- 
stantially the whole of it was private 
Members’ time, and it was because of the 
incapacity of the Opposition to organise 
themselves as an effective force in the 
State that such accusations as these were 
made in circumstances under which 
they could not be answered. The noble 
Lord had referred to foreign opinion, and 
yet fostered the practice of making 
statements of this sort under circum- 
stances under which they could not be 
answered. ‘The noble Lord had told the 
Committee that he had travelled abroad 
under Her Majesty's Commission. He, 
too, had travelled abroad with Her 
Majesty’s Commission ; he was in Bel- 
gium in December, when the House was 
sitting, and he remembered how in the 
Belgian newspapers everything that was 
said in this House by the critics of the 
Government was set forth in spicy 
paragraphs isolated from the context, so 
that the result should be the worst for 
the reputation of this country. Those 
spicy paragraphs were generally headed 
“The English painted by themselves.”’ 
The noble Lord appeared to be more 
Welsh and more Irish than the hon. 
Members below the gangway, and he 
doubted whether he had rendered them 
any great service. Such was the practice 
to which the noble Lord had lent the 
protection of his high parliamentary 
authority. Such questions as this rested 
very largely on details and statistics ; 
there was opportunity to give notice 
of them, and if that opportunity was not 
taken great injustice was done. 


*Mr. CHANNING (Northamptonshire, 


E.) said he understood that what the | 


House and the country were interested 
in, and what this discussion turned upon, 
was the practical question whether those 
refuge camps could be so conducted as to 
minimise the terrible sufferings of the 
women and children who were being 
forced into these camps. No one could 


doubt he was one of those who firmly 
believed that the officers who had charge | 


Mr. Stuart Wortley. 
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| of those camps had acted, and intended 
'to act, with the utmost merey and con- 
sideration towards the people in those 
camps. The fault did not lie with them, 
He though: his hon. friend the Member 
for Carnarvon would be justified in press- 
ing his Amendment, because he did not 
think that the speech of the right hon. 
Gentleman had sufficiently cleared up the 
matter or thrown enough light upon it. 
The figures of the mortality amongst 
the children recently admitted by the 
right hon. Gentleman in reply to a 
question were simply appalling. He was 
astonished to hear from the right hon. 
Gentleman that he was not aware of 
many of the facts recently disclosed, 
although he had had the advantage of 
a great deal of correspondence from 
persons on the spot. He wished to ask 
the Secretary of State for War whether 
he was not aware that one of the chief 
causes of the terrible mortality among 
children in these camps was the absolute 
impossibility of providing the fuel neces- 
sary for cooking food, and that much of 
the food had to be consumed in a prac- 
tically raw state. The right hon. (Gentle- 
man had said the women and children 
were being treated as well as the 
British troops, and this might well be 
so, for they knew of the terrible suffer- 
ings of the troops in the hospitals, and 
that those scandals had largely been due 
to the failure to bring up proper supplies 
and equipment and to the gross mis- 
management.of the railway line from 
Cape Town to Bloemfontein. 


*Mr. BRODRICK : The Commission 


denied that there had been gross mis- 
management. 


*Mr. CHANNING said he had listened 
to the speeches of the hon. Member for 
Westminster upon this question, and they 
were quite sufficient to convince him that 
there had been gross mismanagement. 
He had seen letters from officers with 
General Rundle’s forces in one part of the 
campaign where those poor men were 


‘forced to fight day after day upon half 


a biscuit a day. No doubt this was 
largely due to official mismanagement 
and miscalculation. When this war had 
been so prolonged, and these poor women 
and children had been kept in camps in 
these conditions, Members had the right 
to challenge the right hon. Gentleman 
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to lay before them the facts that would | War. [Cries of “ Yes.”] The American 
justify them in passing these Votes. | precedent had been cited, but that 
They had a right to insist that some steps | was really not a case in point at all. 
should be taken to mitigate these evils That was fifty years ago, and he thought 
in the future. The whole cause of this they would agree that humanity and 
trouble was that nine of these families’ civilisation had made some progress 
out of ten never need have left their since the American Civil War. They 
homes. What was to blame was that had had within the last two years the 
their homes had been destroyed and! Hague Convention, which had met in 
they had been driven out by the same order to formulate and stereotype rules 
ruthless policy that had brought about | in relation to such matters as they were 
all this misery and human suffering. /now discussing, which were absolutely 
ete ae rohibited under tk les draw 7 
Mr. BRYN ROBERTS (Carnarvon- | P?°™ er the rules drawn up two 
ae ; ; . |years ago. [Cries of “No, no.”] In 
shire, Eifion) said the Secretary of State |“ SENG 
‘ . : ailte support of this assertion the hon. Mem- 
for War had omitted to deal with one |} cid eeeend cl iw -niisielin Aeeae’ 
point which had been pressed on his ne eee ee ee 
I ; ; up at the Hague Convention. There 
attention—namely, the complaints that | "oy. 7 a Yee : 
~ : | was absolutely no meaning in the sections 
women and children were kept in the | nar gusenny: “papi me ld} 
“amps against their will. He hoped the | ee ee eee 
oe Aseers a | confiscated whenever they liked. Under 
omission was due to inadvertence ; if not, | Article 5é : “ ey 
engi | Article 53 of the Convention even private 
one could only conclude that the com- | ~ ” gre one ca ited * seal 
laints were well founded. He hoped | Property Oe ne eee 
aeseaggellines ; ries necessity must be restored at the con- 
they would be given some assurance) ) . ; ; : 
- ; : clusion of peace and an indemnity paid 
that it was a fact that these women would fori tees svete. Me 
se 'forit. In these circumstances it was not 
be allowed to leave the camps if they | very ingenuous for those gentlemen who 
chose to do so. He had been informed Binge i se & 


knew what the rules were to say that 
that a large number of these women and _. ME. 
; | private property could be confiscated. 


children would be readily taken out of | 
Mr. STUART WORTLEY dissented. 


the camps by Dutch sympathisers in 

Cape Colony, and would be provided for 

if they were permitted to leave the camps.| Mr. BRYN ROBERTS said the hon. 
He had heard complaints made that the | Gentleman delivered a speech which was 
military authorities would not permit | irrelevant from beginning to end. He 
money to be remitted to South Africa | recognised that it “would be impossible 
for the purpose of alleviating the hard-| to allow anybody who chose to visit the 








ships and miseries of the people in these | 
He hoped the Secretary of State | 
for War would be able to give them a) 
of the Dutch to go there. 


camps. 


satisfactory assurance that all money, 
whether subscribed here or in Holland, 
would be readily transmitted for this 
purpose. The right hon. Gentleman 
had justified the existence of these camps 
on the ground that they were a military 
necessity. He had said that war was 
war, and always resulted in the hard- 
ships which had been brought to the 
attention of the Committee. He thought 
that was an extreme statement. He did 
not think refugee camps, denudation of 
the country, destruction of farm build- 
ings, supplies, and standing crops were 
features of the Franco-German War. 
{An Hon. MempBer: Yes they were. ] 
There was no removal of the inhabitants 
and non-combatants in that war, nor in 
any other European war. It was not so 
in the Danish War, nor in the Peninsular 








camps, but there would be no incon- 
venience in allowing half-a-dozen or a 
dozen people accredited by the friends 
The hon. 
Gentleman had spoken as if those who 
asked an independent investigation of 
the camps wished some thousands of 
people to be sent, but nobody expected 
that even a dozen would be required. 
Those who asked for an independent 
investigation had been treated as if they 
suggested that the hardships endured 
by the people had been wantonly and 
willingly inflicted. Nobody had sug- 
gested anything of the kind, but what 
they said was that a little carelessness, a 
little over-attention to the necessities of 
war, and too little attention to the conse- 
quences attendant on the war, might 
have resulted in hardships. What was 
wanted was that the exigencies of war 
should not be allowed to interfere with 
the dictates and the calls of humanity. 
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had stolen all the private property of 
the combatants among the enemy, it 
was strange that any gentleman in this 
House should claim credit because we 
fed the women and children. If a man 
swindled another of his entire property 


it would be little credit to him if he after- , 


wards gave a dole to the wife and family 
of the man he had swindled. The right 
hon. Gentleman mentioned the causes 
why these people had been removed from 
their homes. One was that they had 
been in communication with the enemy. 
Was that a cause for removing women 
from their husbands, fathers, brothers, 
and fellow-countrymen ? These women 
were living in their own country. They 
were not spies who had been removed 
into the refugee camps. Of course it 
was impossible to prevent them from 
getting information. He supposed that 
no army had ever invaded another 
country without being subjected to the 
inconvenience of the inhabitants giving 
information. That was part of the 
necessary difficulties in connection with 
every invasion, and because these neces- 
sary difficulties had occurred in South 
Africa that was given as a reason why 
a policy of Weylerism should be resorted 
to in civilised warfare. 


Mr. FULLER (Wiltshire, Westbury) 
said it had been admitted that great 
hardships existed in the refugee camps. 
He earnestly appealed to his hon. friend 
the Member for Carnarvon not to press 
his Amendment to a division,in view of 
the promise of the Secretary for War that 
the women and children would be pro- 
perly cared for so far as the necessities of 
war allowed. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said he would 
very much like to respond to the appeal 
not to press the Amendment. If the | 
Secretary of State for War had confined 
himself purely to the question addressed 
to him, and had not gone into the general 
policy of the refugee camps, he thought 
he would have responded to the appeal. 
He felt the justice of the complaint of the 
Secretary of State for War that this 
question had been sprung upon him 
without notice. Notice ought to have 
been given, and he regretted that he had | 
not foreseen that this debate would arise. | 
He could not accept the right hon. Gentle- | 


Mr. Bryn Roberts, 


{COMMONS} 


When we had regard to the fact that we | man’s view in regard to the whole policy 


,on_ the 
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pursued in connection with the refugee 
camps, and therefore he was driven to 


the division lobby to protest against that 
policy. He had to call attention some 
time ago to the treatment of the wives 
and children of men who were out on 
commando, and although the Secretary 
of State for War at the time indignantly 
denied the complaint which was brought 
on the authority of The Times, he after- 
wards made inquiry, and as the result of 
his investigation he put a stop to what 
was complained of. Therefore, he thought 
there would be very good ground merely 
on that account for believing that the 
right hon. Gentleman would do every- 
thing in his power to see that these camps 
were conducted with due regard to 
humanity. He had given his honest 
assurance that so far as he was concerned 
he meant to see that the war was carried 
on with the utmost humanity possible. 
The hon. Member for the Hallam Division 
had complained of the action of those who 
called attention to this without notice, 
because it was a means of discrediting 
our country abroad. He did not see what 
difference notice would make in so far as 
discrediting the country abroad was 
concerned. If he had quoted anything 
which was not within the knowledge of 
the Secretary of State for War there 
would have been a good deal of justice in 
what the hon. Member said, but he had 
confined himself exclusively to quoting 
answers which the right hon. Gentleman 
had himself given in the House. 


Mr. BRODRICK dissented, and was 
understood to say that the hon. Member's 
argument was based on statements con- 
tained in answers which had been misin- 
terpreted. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said if the 
right hon. Gentleman gave an answer 
in the House of Commons which was 
capable of an interpretation other than 
that which was meant he must not 
blame the Opposition if the Continental 
journals put the wrong interpretation 
answer. He had quoted the 
official report in Hansard of the answer 
which was given to the House. That 
was what appeared in the Continental 
journals, and the right hon. Gentleman 
had been subjected by the hon. Member 
for the Hallam Division to the terrible 
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imputation of discrediting and slandering 
his country abroad. If they were not 
to call attention to any of these things 


lest the gutter press of Paris, Belgium, | 


and elsewhere should misconstrue their 
action, and tear their words away from 
the context, what would be the use of the 
House of Commons at all? They were 
sometimes told in this House that the 
guns of the artillery were not good, that 
the rifles were not good, that the ammu- 
nition was worthless, and that the Navy 
was armed with muzzle-loading guns. 
If the Continental press began to quote 
these criticisms from men who belonged 
to the profession which was specially 
patriotic, it would say that the British 
Navy was not good, and that the British 
Army was worthless. The men who 
made the criticisms would be liable to the 
charge that they were discrediting their 
country in the eyes of the world. Criti- 
cism became impossible if such puerile 
suggestions were allowed to be made. 
After all, the Continent was not governed 
by this wretched press, which the right 
hon. Gentleman thought it worth while 
to quote in the House. What we had to 
consider was the opinion of the more 
rational people abroad. What  precipi- 
tated the row between Spain and America 
was in a great measure the question of 
the treatment of the reconcentrados in 
the camps. Who was doing the greatest 
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service to the country—the man who 
threw his egis over the Secretary of 
State for War and tried to keep back 
information from the House of Commons, 
or those who were doing their best to 
improve the condition of the refugees ? 
The tacts could not be withheld. There 
was no doubt that constant communica- 
tion between the Continent and South 
Africa was going on, and he had no doubt 
the information would be exaggerated 
to a large extent. That was why he 
thought it was important that they 
should get the real facts in the House of 
Commons from Ministers. The best 
answer to any slander circulated on the 
Continent was to get the real facts in the 
House of Commons. Anyone who had 
the interest of the country at heart 
should rather welcome any discussion 
which elicited the facts on the question. 

Mr. NANNETTI said he had not re- 
ceived a reply to the question he asked 
earlier in the evening about the barracks 
in Dublin. 


*THE CHAIRMAN said that could not 
be raised on the Vote now before the 
Committee. The hon. Member could 
ask the question afterwards. 


Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 46 ; 
Noes, 123. (Division List No. 210.) 


AYES. 


Abraham, Wm. (Cork, N. E.) | Jones, William (Carnarvonsh.) 
Lambert, George 
Leamy, Edmund 


Allen, Chas. P.(Gloue. Stroud) 
Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Bell, Richard 
Brigg, John 

Burke, E. Haviland- 
Caldwell, James 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Claney, John Joseph 


Leng, Sir John 
M‘Govern, T. 


| Murphy , J. 


Morgan,J.Lloyd (Carmarthen) 
Morton, Edw. J.C.(Dev onport) 


| Nannetti, Joseph P. 


O’Shaughnessy, P. J 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
Price, Robert John 
Redmond, John E.(Waterford ), 
Rickett, J. Compton 
Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
| Sinclair. ,Capte John(Forfarshire- 
Sullivan, Donal 


Craig, Robert Hunter 
Cremer, William Randal 
Delany, William 
Doogan, P. C. 

Ffrench, Peter 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Grant, Corrie 

Hayden, John Patrick 


Acland-Hood,Capt.SirAlex. F. 
Age-Gardner, James Tynte 
A Isopp, Hon. George 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Balfour, RtHnGerald W(Leeds 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M 
Bigwood, James 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Brassey, Albert 
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Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) | 
Norton, Capt. Cecil William 

Oo’ Brien, Patrick avec f | 
O’Brien, P. J. (Ti pperary, N ) | 
O’Connor, Jas. cw akin, W.) 
O'Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O'Kelly, Jas.(Roscommon,N ) | 
O'Malley, William 


NOES. 


Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brookfield, Col. Montagu 
Brymer, William Ernest 
Bull, William James 

Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cavendish, V.C. W.(Derbysh.) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, J Austen(Wore’) 
Chapman, Edward 
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Wason, Eugene (C lackmannan 
Weir, James Galloway 
White, Patrick (Meath, North) 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Mr. Lloyd-George and Mr. 
Dillon. 


Charrington, Spencer 
Cochrane, Hon. T. H. A. E. 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colston,Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Cook, Sir Frederick Lucas 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Crossley, Sir Savile 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxford, ‘Sir William Theodore 
Duke, Henry Edward 
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Fellowes,Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
FitzGerald, Sir R. Penrose- 
Fitzroy,Hon. Edward Algernon 
Fletcher, Sir Henry 

Fuller, J. M. F. 

Godson, Sir Augustus Fredk. 
Gordon,Hn.J. E.(Elgin& Nairn 
Gordon, J. (Londonderry, 8.) 
Gorst; Rt. Hon. Sir John E. 
Goschen,Hon.George Joachim 
Green, Walford D(Wednesb’ry) 
Greene, Henry D. (Shrewsbury) 
Greene, W. Raymond-(Cambs. ) 
Greville, Hon. Ronald 

Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchill 
Hamilton, Rt. Hn.LdG(Midd’x 
Hamilton, Marq.of (L’dnderry 
Hanbury, Kt. Hon. Robert W. 
Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Hope,J. F.(Sheftield Brightside 
Howard,John (ent, Faversh. ) 
Hozier, John James Hy. Cecil 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Kenyon,Hn.Geo.T. (Denbigh) 
Kenyon, James (Lanes., Bury) 
Keswick, William 

Law, Andrew Bonar 


Supply— 


{COMMONS} 


Lawson, John Grant 

Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leveson-Gower, Fredk. N. S. 
Long, Rt. Hn. W. (Bristol, 8S. 
Lowe, Francis William 

Loyd, Archie Kirkman 


Lucas,Col. Francis(Lowestoft) | 


Lucas, ReginaldJ. (Portsmouth 
Macdona, John Cumming 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool 
M‘Calmont,Col.J.(Antrim, E. 
M‘Iver,SirLewis( Edinburgh W 
Manners, Lord Cecil 

Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Maxwell, WJ H(Dumfriesshire 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Mount, William Arthur 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 

Parker, Gilbert 

Peel, Hn. Wm. Robt. Wellesley 
Penn, John 

Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Purvis, Robert 

Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 
tidley,Hn.M.W. (Stalybridge 
Ritchie, Rt. Hon. Chas. T. 
Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
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Ropner, Colonel Robert 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Sackville, Col. 8. G. Stopford- 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W-) 
Seton-Karr, Henry 

Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 

Smith, Jas. Parker (Lanarks.) 
Spear, John Ward 

Stanley, Lord (Lancs. ) 

Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Thornton, Percy M. : 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Valentia, Viscount 


| Walker, Col. William Hall 


Warde, Col. C. E. 


| Warner, Thomas CourtenayT. 


Webb, Col. William George 
Welby, Lt.-Col. A.CE(Tannt’n 
Whiteley, H. (Ashton un.Lyne 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Wills, Sir Frederick 
Wilson,A.Stanley(York,E. R.) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson-Todd, Wm. H.(Yorks.) 
Wortley, Rt.Hon.C. B. Stuart- 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Younger, William : 
TELLERS FOR THE NOEsS— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 





Original Question again proposed. 


Lorp STANLEY said he had not got 
the particulars at the present moment 
as to the case of the contractor referred 


to by the hon. Member, but the matter | 
was being inquired into, and he could | 


assure the hon. Member that if a mis- 
take had happened he would be happy to 
rectify it. 

Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE said he 
wished to direct attention to the fact 
that proper provision had not been made 
for the families of the garrison regiments 
at Gibraltar and Malta. The troops of 
the garrison regiments were going out 


to the Mediterranean stations under cir- | 


cumstances utterly different from those 
in which they had enlisted. The men 
were to be allowed to take out their wives 


and families ; for it was well known that | 


it was a very bad thing to separate 


soldiers from their wives and families. | 
But at Gibraltar 50 per cent. of the| 


families had to be left behind; and 
at Malta it was impossibie to accom- 


| to the provision that was to be made for 
‘the accommodation of the wives and 

families of the men of the garrison 
| regiments. 


Mr. GODDARD said he wished to draw 
attention to a most important matter 
in connection with the financial arrange- 
ments of the War Office. He noticed 
|that there was a growing tendency to 
make use of certain Votes for other ‘pur- 
_ poses than those for which they had been 
granted. In looking over the Votes he 
discovered that in no fewer than twenty- 
two cases money voted for certain uses 
‘had been transferred to other Votes. 
That system naturally led to extrava- 
gance. It was a dangerous policy, and 
in order to show his objection to it, he 
moved to reduce the Vote by £100. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“ That Items L, M, N (New Works, ete.) 
be reduced by £100, in respect of Boat 
and Ireland Island Sea Walls and Piers 
Repair, Storm Damages.”—(Mr. God- 
| dard.) 


modate the wives and families of the | 


garrison. 
modation of the single soldier was bad, 
not only in quantity but in quality. He 
hoped the Secretary of State for War 
would give some satisfactory answer as 


Not only that, the accom- | 


*Mr. BRODRICK said he had not a 
word of apology to say as to their 
conduct under the system against 
which the hon. Gentleman _ protested. 
fa there was an urgent service which 
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had not got parliamentary sanction, 
were they to wait fifteen months 
until they obtained parliamentary 
sanction ¢ 


Supply— 


held his present office the criticisms of 
the hon. Member opposite would not deter 
him from taking that responsibility. As 
to the question put by the hon. Member 


for East Bristol he had to say that the 


War Office had endeavoured, and with 
some success, both at Gibraltar 
Malta, to extend the accommodation 
for the wives and children of the soldiers 
of the garrison regiments. He hoped 
also that when things settled down in 
South Africa and a garrison was sta- 
tioned there the same class of soldier 
would be found sufficient for garrison 
purposes, and also for laying the founda- 
tion of good settlers in that country. 
The hon. Member for Lichfield had made 
an attack on him which was, he thought, 
not only unmerited, but discourteous. 
He had complained of an answer he had 
given with reference to desertions from 
garrison regiments, and had said that 
Ministerial replies were intended to be 
evasive, and that there was no intention 
of giving a direct answer. The hon. 
Gentleman was entirely in error. He 
had answered every question put to him 


during the session, and had made the 


answer, of which the hon. Gentleman 
complained in all good faith, on the 
information supplied to him. 


Mr. COURTENAY WARNER said 
he thought the right hon. Gentleman 
quite misunderstood him, and he was 
glad to hear that further accommodation 
was to be given to the married men of the 
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A Minister was in the House , 
to take responsibility, and so long as he 


and | 
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garrison regiments of the Mediterranean. 
What he objected to was not the system, 
but the abuse of the system. 


Mr. ALLEN said he thought a better 
explanation should be given of such 
large increases, because otherwise the 
Committee would lose its hold over the 
Estimates, especially at a time when they 
were all so economical. 


Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty) said 
the hon. Member for Ipswich was only 
doing his duty in calling attention to 
the matter before the Committee. He 
wished to know whether the sum of 
£3,100 would complete the work at 
Ireland Island, or would the Treasury 
at a later stage have to provide further 
funds at the request of the Secretary 
of State for War. It was their duty to 
protest against a system under which a 
Minister went to the Treasury and 
obtained unlimited supplies of money. 


Lorp STANLEY said that the sum 
asked for would complete the work. The 
damage was done by a hurricane, which 
visited the island without the sanction of 
the Treasury. 


Mr. GODDARD said he thought it 
right to direct attention to the fact that 
he had a Treasury letter which supported 
his contention as to the way in which the 
Estimates were put forward, and the 
want of finality in them. The explana- 
tion was altogether inadequate. 


Question put. 


The Committee divided:—Ayes, 49 ; 
Woes, 115. (Division List No. 211.) 





Abraham, Wm. (Cork, N.E.) 
Allen, Chas. P.(Glouce.,Stroud) 
Ashton, Thomas Gair 

Brigg, John 

Burke, E. Haviland- 
Caldwell, James 

Channing, Francis Allston 
‘Clancy, John Joseph 

Craig, Robert Hunter 
Cremer, William Randal 
Delany, William 

Dillon, John 

Doogan, P. C. 

Elibank, Master of 

Firench, Peter 

Fuller, J. M. F. 

Grant, Corrie 





AYES. 


Griffith, Ellis J. 

Hayden, John Patrick 
Hayter, Rt. Hon. Sir A. D. 
Hobhouse,C. E. H.(Bristol,E.) 
Jones, William (Carnarvonsh.) 
Lambert, George 

Leamy, Edmund 

M‘Govern, T. 
Morgan,J.Lloyd(Carmarthen) 
Morton, Edw.J.C.(Devonport) 
Murphy, J 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. Crgpeeeny N.) 
O’Connor, James( Wicklow, W. 





O’ Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O’ Kelly, Jas. (Roscommon,N.) 
O'Malley, William 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
Redmond, John E.(Waterford) 
Rickett, J. Compton 
Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Spencer,Rt. Hn.C. R.(N’th’nts) 
Sullivan, Donal 
Wason,Eugene(Clackmannan) 
White, Patrick(Meath, North) 
Williams,Osmond (Merioneth) 
TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Mr. Goddard and Mr. 
Warner. 
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Acland-Hood,Capt. SirAlex. F. 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Allsopp, Hon. George 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Balfour, Rt.Hon. A.J.(Mane’r. ) 
3alfour, Rt HnGerald W.(Leeds 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bigwood, James 
Blundell, Col. Henry 
Brassey, Albert 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brookfield, Colonel Montagu 
Brymer, William Ernest 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cavendish, V.C. W. (Derbysh.) 
Chamberlain,J Austen(Wore’r 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 
Cochrane, Hon. T. H. A. E. 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Cook, Sir Frederick Lucas 
Corbett, T L. (Down, North) 
Crossley, Sir Savile 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxtord,Sir William Theodore 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edw. 
Finch, George H. 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
FitzGerald, Sir Rbt. Penrose- 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edward A. 
Fletcher, Sir Henry 
Godson, Sir Augustus Fred. 
Gordon, Hn.J.E.(Elgin& Nairn 
Gordon, J. (Londonderry, 8.) 
Gorst,Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon 
Goschen, Hon.GeorgeJoachim 


Original Question again 


{COMMONS} 
NOES. 


Greene, Henry D. (Shrewsbury) 
Greene, W. Raymond-(Cambs. ) 
Greville, Hon. Ronald 

Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchill 
Hamilton, Rt HnLordG(Mid’x) 
Hamilton, Marq. of (L’nd’nd’y) 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. Robt. W. 
Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Heaton,!John Henniker 
Hope,J. F. (Shetti’ld, Brightside 
Howard, John (Kent, Faversh. 
Hozier, HonJamesHenryCecil 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Kenyon, Hon. G. T. (Denbigh 
Kenyon, James (Lanes., Bury) 
Keswick, William 

Lawson, John Grant 

Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leveson-Gower, Fred. N. 8. 
Long, Rt. Hon. W. (Bristol, 8. 
Lowe, Francis William 

Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas,Col. Francis (Lowestoft) 
Lucas, Reginald J.(Portsm’th) 
Macdona, John Cumming 
M‘Arthur, Cnarles (Liverpool) 
M‘Calmont,Col. H.L.B.(Cambs 
M‘ Iver, Sir L. (Edinburgh, W. 
Manners, Lord Cecil 

Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Maxwell, W.J H( Dumfriesshire 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Mount, William Arthur 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 

Parker, Gilbert 

Peel, Hon. Wm. Robert W. 
Penn, John 


proposed. 
now put.” 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR rose in his place 


and claimed to move, “ That the Question 


be now put.” 


| Noes, 49. 


AYES. 


Acland-Hood, Capt. Sir A. F. | Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 


Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Allsopp, Hon. George 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 


Cook, Sir Frederick Lueas 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Crossley, Sir Savile 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 


Balfour, Rt.Hn. A.J. (Manch’r | Doxford,Sir William Theodore 


Balfour, Rt HnGerald W(Leeds 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bigwood, James 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Brassey, Albert 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brookfield, Colonel Montagu 
Brymer, William Ernest 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cautley, Henry Strother 


Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 
Cochrane, Hon. T. H. A. E. 


| 


Duke, Henry Edward 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edw. 


| Finch, George H. 


| Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 


| 


| 


| 


| Fletcher, Sir Henry 


| Gordon, HnJ. E.(Elgin& Nairn) 
Cavendish, V. C.W(Derbyshire | Gordon,J.(Londonderry,South 
Chamberlain,J.Austen(Wore. | Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir J. Eldon 


| Fisher, William Hayes 
| FitzGerald, Sir Rbt. Penrose- 


Fitzroy, Hon. Edward A. 


Godson, Sir Augustus Fred. 
| 


Goschen, Hon.George Joachim | 
Greene,Henry D. (Shrewsbury | 
Greene, W. Raymond-(Cambs. | 
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Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Purvis, Robert 

Rasch, Major Frederick Carne 
tenshaw, Charles Bine 
Ridley, Hon. M. W(Stalybridge 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 
tolleston, Sir. John F. L. 
Ropner, Colonel Robert 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Sackville, Col. 8. G. Stopford- 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Seton-Karr, Henry 

Sinelair, Louis (Romford) 
Smith, James P. (Lanarks.) 
Spear, John Ward 

Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 

Sturt, Hon. Humphrey Napier 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Thorton, Perey M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Valentia, Viscount 
Walker, Col. William Hall 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 
Webb,Colonel WilliamGeorge 
Welby, Lt.-Col. ACE(Taunton 
Whiteley, H.( Aston und. Lyne 
Willoughby d’Eresby, Lord 
Wills, Sir Frederick 

Wilson, A.Stanley(York,E.R. 
Wilson, John (Glasgow 
Wilson-Todd,Wm. H.(Yorks.) 
Wortley, Rt. Hn.C. B. Stuart- 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Younger, William 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


Question put, ‘ That the Question be 


The Committee divided:—-Ayes, 115; 
(Division List No. 212). 


Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchill 
Hamilton, RtHnLordG. (Mid’x 
Hamilton,Marq. of (L’nd’ndry 
Hanbury,Rt. Hon. RobertWm. 
Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Hope,J.F. (Sheffield, Brightsd. 
Howard,John(Kent,Favers'm. 
Hozier, Hon.JamesHenryCeeil 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Kenyon,Hon.|Geo.T. (Denbigh 
Kenyon,jJ ames (Lanes., Bury) 
Keswick, William 


| Lawson, John Grant 


Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leveson-Gower,FrederickN.S. 
Long, Rt. HnW alter(Bristol,S. 
Lowe, Francis William 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas,Col. Francis (Lowestoft) 
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Park 
Peel, 
Penn 
Platt 
Prety 


Abra! 
Allen 
Ashte 
Brigg 
Burk 
Caldy 
Cham 
Clane 
Craig. 
Crem¢ 
Delan 
Dillor 
Dooge 
Elibar 
Ffrens 
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Lucas, ReginaldJ.(Portsmouth , 
Macdona, John Cumming 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) | 
M‘Calmont,Col. H.LB(Cambs. | 
M‘Iver,SirLewis(Edinb’rgh W | 
Manners, Lord Cecil 

Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Maxwell, WJ H( Dumfriesshire | 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Mount, William Arthur 
Nicholson, William Graham 


| Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
' Ropner, Col. Robert 
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Purvis, Robert ) 


| Rasch, Major Frederick Carne 


Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Ridley, Hn.M. W. (Stalybridge 
Ritchie, Hn. Chas Thomson 


Royds, Clement Molyneux | 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford. | 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Seton-Karr, Henry | 
Sinclair, Louis (Romferd) 
Smith, JamesParker(Lanarks.) 








Spear, John Ward 
| Stanley, Lord (Lanes.) 
Sturt, Hn. Humphry Napier 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
| Thornton, Perey M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 


Nicol, Donald Ninian 

Parker, Gilbert 

Peel, Hn. Wm. Rbt. Wellesley 
Penn, John 

Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Pretyman, Ernest George 


NOES. 


Griffith, Ellis J. 

Hayden, John Patrick 
Hayter, Rt. Hon.Sir Arthur D. 
Jones, William (Carnarvonsh. ) | 
Lambert, George 

Leamy, Edmund 
M‘Govern, T. 

Morgan, J. L. (Carmarthen) 
Morton, E. J. C. (Devonport) | 
Murphy, J. 
Nannetti, Joseph P. 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) | 
Norton, Capt. Cecil William | 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) | 
O'Connor, James( Wicklow, W. | 
O’ Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.} 
O'Kelly, J. (Roscommon, N.) | 


Abraham, Wm. (Cork, N. E.) 
Allen, C. P. (Gloue., Stroud) 
Ashton, Thomas Gair 

Brigg, John 

Burke, E. Haviland- 
Caldwell, James 

Channing, Francis Allston 
Clancy, John Joseph 

Craig, Robert Hunter 
Cremer, Wiiliam Randal 
Delany, William 

Dillon, John 

Doogan, P. C. 

Elibank, Master of 

Ffrench, Peter 

Fuller, J. M. F. 

Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Grant, Corrie 





Original Question put accordingly. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 119; Noes, 38. 


AYES, 
Acland-Hood,Capt.SirAlex.F. | Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte Doxford, Sir WilliamTheodore 
Allsopp, Hon. George Duke, Henry Edward 
Arkwright, John Stanhope _ | Elibank, Master of 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John | Fellowes, Hon. AilwynEdward 
Balfour,Rt. Hon. A.J.(Manch’r |. Finch, George H. 
Balfour, RtHnGeraldW(Leeds | Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. | Fisher, William Hayes 
Bigwood, James | FitzGerald,SirRobertPenrose- 
Blundell, Colonel Henry | Fitzroy, Hon. Edward A. 
Brassey, Albert | Fletcher, Sir Henry 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John | Godson, Sir Augustus Fred. 
Brookfield, Colonel Montagu | Gordon,Hn.J.E(Elgin& Nairn) 
Brymer, William Ernest | Gordon,J.(Londonderry,South 
Caldwell, James | Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. Goschen, Hon. George Joachim 
Cautley, Henry Strother | Greene, Henry D.(Shrewsbury) 
Cavendish, V.C.W.(Derbysh.) | Greene, W. Raymond-(Cambs. ) 
Chamberlain, JAusten(Wore’r | Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Chapman, Edward | Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchill 
Charrington, Spencer | Hamilton, RtHnLrdG. (Midd’x 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A.E. | Hamilton,Marq.of(Lond’nd’ry 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse | Hanbury, Rt. Hn. Robert W. 
Cook, Sir Frederick Lucas Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) | Heaton, John Henniker 
Crossley, Sir Savile | Hope,J.F. (Shetfield Brightside 
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Valentia, Viscount 

Walker, Col. Wm. Hall 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 

Webb, Col. Wm. George 
Weiby, Lt.-Col. ACE(Taunton 
Whiteley, H.(Ashton-u.-Lyne 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lerd 
Wills, Sir Frederick 

Wilson, A.Stanley( Yorks, ER. 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson-Todd, Wm. H.( Yorks.) 
Wortley, Rt.Hn. C. B. Stuart- 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Younger, William 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


O’Mailey, William 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 

Power, Patrick Joseph 
Redmond, J. E. (Waterford) 
tickett, J. Compton 

Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 

Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 

Spencer, Rt. Hn. CR( Northants 
Sullivan, Donal 

Wason, Eugene(Clackmannan 


| Weir, James Galloway 


White, Patrick(Meath, North) 
Williams,Osmond(Merioneth) 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Mr. Warnerand Mr. Charles 
Hobhouse. 


(Division List No. 213.) 


Howard,John (Kent,Faversh. ) 
Hozier, Hon. JamesHenryCecil 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Kenyon, Hon. Geo.T. (Denbigh 
Kenyon,James (Lancs., Bury) 
Keswick, William 

Lawson, John Grant 

Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leveson-Gower,FrederickN.S. 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter(Bristol,S 
Lowe, Francis William 

Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft 
Lucas, ReginaldJ. (Portsmouth 
Macdona, John Cumming 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Calmont,Col. HLB(Cambs. 
M‘Iver, Sir L. (Edinburgh, W.) 
Manners, Lord Cecil 

Martin, Richara Bidduph 
Maxwell, W.J.H(Dumfries-sh 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morton,Edw.J.C.(Devonport) 
Mount, William Arthur 
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Whiteley,H.(Ashton-u.-Lyne) 
| Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
| Wills, 


Nicholson, William Graham Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- | 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 


Nicol, Donald Ninian | 

















Parker, Gilbert Seton-Karr, Henry ir Frederick 
Peel,Hn. WmRobertWellesley | Sinclair, Louis (Romford) Wilson, A.Stanley(York,E.R.) 
Penn, John Smith,JamesParker(Lanarks. | Wilson, John Aa P! 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick | Spear, John Ward Wilson-Todd, Wm. H. (Yorks.) 
Pretyman, Ernest George Stanley, Lord (Lancs.) Wortley, Rt. Hn. C. B.Stuart- 
Purvis, Robert Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier | Wyndham, Rt. Hn. George BATI 
Rasch, Major Frederic Carne | Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) Younger, William 
Renshaw, Charles Bine Thornton, Percy M. 
Rickett. J. Compton Tollemache, Henry James | Re 
Ridley, Hn.M.W.(Stalybridge | Valentia, Viscount | TELLERS FOR THE AYES— withc 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn.Chas.Thomson | Walker, Col. William Hall | Sir William Walrond and 
Rolleston, Sir John F. L. Warde, Colonel C. E. | Mr. Anstruther. 
Ropner, Colonel Robert Webb, Colonel William George | DUI 
Royds, Clement Molyneux Welby,Lt.-Col. ACE(Taunton) | ‘ 
Re: 
NOES. ROYA 
Abraham, William(Cork,N,E. | Hayden, John Patrick , Power, Patrick Joseph 
Allen,CharlesP(Glouc.,Stroud | Jones, William(Carnarvonsh.) | Redmond,John E.(Waterford) : Rea 
Ashton, Thomas Gair Lambert, George | Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) witho 
Brigg, John Leamy, Edmund Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 3 
Channing, Francis Allston M‘Govern, T. | Sullivan, Donal : 
Clancy, John Joseph | Morgan, J. L. (Carmarthen) | Wason,Eugene(Clackmannan SHEF! 
Craig, Robert Hunter | Murphy, J. | Weir, James Galloway 
Cremer, William Randal | Nannetti, Joseph P. | White,Patrick( Meath, North) Rez 
Delany, William Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) | Sams 
Dillon, John O'Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N. with a 
Doogan, P. C. O’Connor,James( Wicklow, W. | TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Ffrench, Peter O'Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) | Mr. Patrick O’Brien and 9 ALDER] 
(soddard, Daniel Ford O'Kelly, J.(Roscommon, N.) | Mr. Haviland-Burke. 
Grant, Corrie | O'Malley, William j 
Griffith, Ellis J. | O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 
As a 
Resolution to be reported upon Thurs- Bae ae No se os have been seen, § the thi 
a ie a, “ee cit again | and it is impossible to say when workingscan FP 
day, 6th June ; Lomnaaethioe a be thoroughly explored. Plenty of willing ff HUMBI 
upon Thursday, 6th June. helpers.” , 
i ae As a 
SENGHENYDD COLLIERY DISASTER. |. The third message is a telegram from F Monday 
ino i the managing director of the colliery, ; 
On the Motion for Adjournment— sent at five minutes past eight o'clock. fF Lonpo 
The managing director says :— } WAYS 
“Mr. RITCHIE: I take this opportu-) 7 2 MET 
Bi at oe een “Mr. Robson, inspector of mines, an ree ee 
nity of reading to the House telegrams assistants here. Every effort is being made to As ar 


which I have received, and which I told 
the House I would read. They are not 
at all satisfactory. 


The first telegram is | 


explore the underground workings, which are 
very badly damaged by force of explosion. 
Seventy men were down at time of explosion. 


the thir 


from Mr. Robson, the mining inspector mea we: olan stag oe pecs _ 
on the spot— | as to the fate of those still in the pit.” hh ~ 
“Regret to report serious explosion at Uni- | ments 1 
versal Colliery, near Caerphilly, this morning) [py pursuance of the Order of the § "me. 
about five o’clock. Seventy-eight men were H f the 93rd day of this indatt 
supposed to be down at time. Two have been \ ae Se rad day of this im I 
brought up, one alive. Explorations are pro- May, Mr. Speaker adjourned the House 1 
ceeding, but up to present moment the fate of without Question put. BIDEFOI 
others is uncertain.” 
(AB. 
The next telegram is from the mining | BIGGLE 
inspector also, and is as follows :— Adjourned accordingly * 7. ; 
minutes after Twelve 0 CO} 
| ° 
“The ventilation is being restored as fast as | the clock, till Thursday, Reade 
possible, but many large fallsare impeding rapid | 6th June. VOL. ° 
| ie 
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F without Amendment. 


: SHEFFIELD DISTRICT RAILWAY BILL 


| ALDEBURGH CORPORATION WATER | 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS. MANCHESTER CORPORATION BILL 
(Lords]. 
Thursday, 6th June, 1901. MERSEY DOCKS AND HARBOUR 


BOARD BILL [Lords]. 


MERSEY DOCKS AND HARBOUR BOARD 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. (CANADA DOCK WORKS, ETC.) BILL 
| 
| 


[Lords]. 
sone | OTLEY GAS BILL [Lords]. 
BATH GAS pa D COKE cael Read a second time, and committed. 


’ead the third time, and passed,| yepROPOLITAN DISTRICT RAILWAY 
without Amendment. | BILL. 
Petition for additional Provision ; re- 
DUBLIN CORPORATION (MARKETS, | ferred to the Examiners of Petitions for 
ETC.) BILL. | Private Bills. 
Read the third time, and passed. 
ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 


ROYAL EXCHANGE ASSURANCE BILL | ORDERS (No. 2) BILL. 
: (aede} ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
Read the third time, and_ passed, ORDERS (No. 4) BILL. 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 5) BILL. 


‘Eerie Read the third time, and passed. 


Read the third time, and passed, LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) PRO- 
with an Amendment. VISIONAL ORDERS (No. 2) BILL. 


Third Reading deferred till to-morrow. 


BILL. METROPOLITAN COMMON SCHEME 
BURY CORPORATION BILL. (ORPINGTON) PROVISIONAL ORDER 
. | BILL. 
As amended, considered ; to be read , ‘ ' 
the third time. Read the third time, and passed. 


HUMBER COMMERCIAL RAILWAY AND NORTH BRITISH AND = MERCANTILE 


Rt INSURANCE COMPANY’S ORDER CON- 
DOCK BILL. FIRMATION BILL. 


As amended, to be considered upon . . 
‘ I Read the third time, and passed. 


Monday next. 
LONDON COUNTY COUNCIL (TRAM- | AL ro 
WAYS AND STREET WIDENINGS) BILL. | PETITIONS. 
METROPOLITAN RAILWAY BILL. 
As amended, considered ;_ to be read | 
the third time. | 


COAL MINES (EMPLOYMENT) BILL. 
Petitions in favour, from Shireoaks ; 
| Bradford; Sutton Heath; Sherdley ; 


ictal i etal: hale uci ‘and Havannah and Southport ; to lie 
; ) £ KS, PY IG T N, F ND Ms 4 Et » Ts > 
RAILWAY BILL. ae 


As amended, considered ; Amend- | ELEMENTARY EDUCATION (HIGHER 
ments made; Bill to be read the third}; GRADE AND EVENING CONTINUATION 
time. SCHOOLS). 

Petitions for alteration of Law, from 
BARRY RAILWAY BILL. Southampton ; Tottenham ; and Bristol ; 


BIDEFORD AND CLOVELLY RAILWAY | t¢ lie upon the Table. 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


(ABANDONMENT) BILL [Lords], HOUSING OF WORKING CLASSES 
BIGGLESWADE WATER BOARD BILL. (REPAYMENT OF LOANS) BILL. 


RS eee Petitions? in favour, from Richmond 
COWES FERRY BILL [Lords]. (Surrey) ; and Scarborough ; to lie upon 
Read a second time, and committed. | the Table. 


VOL. XCIV. [FourTH SERIEs.] 2T 
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LIQUOR TRAFFIC LOCAL VETO (SCOT- 
LAND) BILL. 


Returns, 


Petition from Greenock, in favour ; | 


to lie upon the Table. 


LOCAL AUTHORITIES OFFICERS’ 
SUPERANNUATION BILL. 


Petition from Charlton Kings, 
favour ; to lie upon the Table. 


in 


MARRIAGE WITH A DECEASED WIFE'S | 


SISTER BILL. 
Petition from Ewelme, against ; 
lie upon the Table. 


to 


MINES (EIGHT HOURS) BILL. 
Petitions in favour, from Shireoaks ; 
Bradford; Sutton Heath; Sherdley ; 
Havannah and Southport; Quarry 
Bank; Netherton; Old Hill; and 


Pearson's Colliery ; to lie upon the Table. | 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS ON 
SUNDAY BILL 
Petitions in favour, from Oldham ; 
Maidstone ; Gloucester ; and Battersea ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO 


CHILDREN BILL. 

Petitions in favour, from London ; 
Olhdam (two) ; Warminster ; Birming- 
ham ; Portsmouth ; Carlisle ; Salisbury 
{ten); Deptford (two); Grangetown ; 
Pallion ; Bishopwearmouth ; Monkwear- 
mouth ; Plymouth; Maidstone (two) ; 
West Kent; Salford; Walthamstow ; 
Bath; Gloucester; Chilwell; Tam- 
worth; St. Austell; Yazon;  Ports-' 
mouth (four): Mansel Lacy; Devon- 
port ; Caldbeck ; Shoreditch ; Romsey ; 
Hoxton ; Cheltenham ; Southsea (two) ; 
Stourton ; Perth ; Ardleigh ; Blackpool ; 
Nantcuredig ; Kingston ; 
Millfield (eight); Sunderland (ten); 
and Durham ; to lie upon the Table. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS 
TO CHILDREN (SCOTLAND) BILL. 
Petitions in favour: Dornoch; Kil-| 

tarlity ; and Inchinnan ; to lie upon the 

Table. 


SOVEREIGN’S OATH ON ACCESSION 


BILL. 


Petition from Inverness, against ; to) 
lie upon the Table. | 


{COMMONS} 


Ledbury ; | 
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| RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


Reports, &c. 


| _— 
| 


| PARLIAMENTARY PAPERS (WHITSUN. 


| TIDE RECESS). 

| The following Papers, presented by 
Command of His Majesty during the 
| Whitsuntide Recess, were delivered to 
‘the Librarian of the House of Commons 
during the Recess, pursuant to the 
Standing Order of the 14th August, 
1896 :— 

1. Trade Reports (Annual Series) — 
Copies of Diplomatic and Consular 
Reports, Nos. 2609 to 2613. 

2. Trade Reports (Miscellaneous 
Series).—Copy of Diplomatic and Con- 
sular Reports, No. 552. 

3. Suez Canal (Commercial, No. 2, 
1901).—Copy of Returns of Shipping 
and Tonnage, 1898, 1899, and 1900 (in 
continuation of ‘“ Commercial, No. 1, 
1900 ”). 

4. Workmen’s Locomotion (Facilities) 
(Commercial, No. 3, 1901).—Copy of 
Reports from His Majesty's Representa- 
tives Abroad on Special Facilities for 
Locomotion of Worksnen in Belgium, 
France, and Germany. 

5. Africa (No. 4, 1901).—Copy of 
Correspondence respecting Slavery and 
the Slave Trade in East Africa and the 
Islands of Zanzibar and Pemba (in con- 
tinuation of Africa, No. 3, 1900). 

6. Gibraltar.—Copy of Report on Re- 
cent Improvements at Gibraltar in 
respect of Sanitary and other Matters. 

7. Public Records.—Copy of Sisty- 
second Annual Report of the Deputy 
Keeper. 


Ordered, That the said Papers do lie 
upon the Table. 


EDUCATION (SCOTLAND) (TRAINING 
COLLEGES). 

Copy presented, of Reports and Papers 
relating to the Training Colleges of 
Scotland for the year 1900 [by Com- 
mand]; to lie upon the Table. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (SCOTLAND). 

Copy presented, of Return of the 
Population and Valuation of Counties 
Burghs, and Parishes in Scotland [by 
Command] ; to lie upon the Table. 
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1213 Questions. 
GLASGOW (EXPENDITURE ON VACCI- 
NATION). 


Return presented, relative thereto | 
fordered 10th May; Mr. Thomas Bay- | 
ley]; to lie upon the Table. | 
IRISH LAND COMMISSION (RULES). | 

Copy presented, of Rules made by the | 
Irish Land Commission under the Land | 
Purchase Acts, dated the 17th May, 1901 | 
{by Command] ; to lie upon the Table. 


ARRESTS FOR DRUNKENNESS 
(IRELAND). 

Return presented, relative thereto 
fordered 16th May ; Mr. William John-' 
ston]; to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. [No. 193.] 


ALIENS. 

Return presented, relative thereto 
[Address, 23rd April ; Mr. Jesse Collings] 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 194. ] 


BOARD OF EDUCATION (GENERAL 
REPORTS). 


Copy presented, of General Report for 
the year 1900 by the Chief Inspector of 
the Welsh Division [by Command]; to 
lie upon the Table. 


ENDOWED SCHOOLS ACT, 1869, AND 


AMENDING ACTS. | 
Copy presented, of Scheme for the 
Management of the Grammar School 
of King Edward VI. and other Endow- 
ments in the borough of Stratford-on- 
Avon, in the county of Warwick [by 
Act]; to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. [No. 195.] 


BOTANICAL WORK COMMITTEE. 

Return presented, relative thereto 
fordered 24th May; Sir Michael Fos- 
ter}; to lie upon the Table. 


LONDON COUNTY COUNCIL. 

Copy presented, of Returns relating to 
the Council up to 31st March, 1901, 
with Estimate ot Expenditure for the year 
ending 31st March, 1902 [by Act]; to 
lie upon the Table, and to be printed. | 
[No. 196.] | 


{6 JUNE 1901} 


| without a 
through inadvertence on the part of the 
| Head of his Department [by Act] ; to lie 
| upon the Table. 


NATIONAL 
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| Office Department, was appointed with- 
/out a Civil Service certificate through 
inadvertence on the part of the Head of 
his Department [by Act]; to lie upon 
the Table. 


Copy presented, of Treasury Minute, 


'dated 22nd May, 1901, declaring that 


Henry Lathen, Rural Postman, Hertford 


| Post Office Department, was appointed 


Civil certificate 


Service 


SINKING FUNDS. 
Account presented, of the Commis- 


| sioners for the Reduction of the National 


Debt, showing the amount received and 
applied in the year ended 31st March, 
1901, in respect to the Old and New 
Sinking Funds [by Act]; to lie upon the 
Table, and to be printed. [No. 197.] 


SCHOOL TEACHERS’ (IRE- 
LAND) PENSION FUND. 


Annual Accounts presented, of Re- 


'ceipts and Payments for the period to 


31st December, 1900 [by Act]; .to lie 
upon the Table. 


TEACHERS 
(ISLE 


ELEMENTARY SCHOOL 
(SUPERANNUATION) RULES 
OF MAN). 


Copy presented, of Draft Rules made 


| under the Elementary School Teachers 


(Superannuation) Act, 1898, as extended 
by the Elementary School Teachers 
Superannuation (Isle of Man) Act, 1900 
[by Act] ; to lie upon the Table. 
PAPER LAID UPON THE TABLE BY 
THE CLERK OF THE HOUSE. 
Union of Benefices Act (Saint Mary 
at Hill with Saint Andrew Hubbard, and 
Saint George, Botolph Lane, with Saint 
Botolph, Billingsgate).—Copy of Scheme 


|for effecting an union of the Benefices 


of St. Mary at Hill with Saint Andrew 
Hubbard, and Saint George, Botolph 
Lane, with Saint Botolph, Billingsgate 
[by Act]. 


QUESTIONS. 
SUPERANNUATION ACT, 1884. niin 
Copy presented, of Treasury Minute,| RESERVE LANCERS—CANTEEN FUND. 


dated 22nd May, 1901, declaring that | 


Captain NORTON (Newington, W.) : 


Henry Richards, Rural Messenger, Post | I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 


2T2 
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War whether he is aware that when| Mr. ELLIS GRIFFITH (Anglesea): 
the Reserve regiment of Lancers was| May I at the same time ask the hon. 
: _ <A 
disbanded on 25th March a sum of} Gentleman whether he can state who 
£219 stood to the credit of the canteen | is responsible for entrusting the designs 
: | P 6 a 
fund ; and whether, seeing that the men | of the new postage stamps to a foreign 
were charged barrack damages monthly, | artist, and whether an opportunity was 
and that no clothes were given to them| afforded any other artist to submit 
when disbanded, he can state how this | designs ; and, if not, what was the reason 
sum to which the men were entitled | for such omission. 
has been disposed of. aa , : 
I | Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: 
Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror) Lhe responsibility for the designs of the 
WAR (Mr. Broprick. Surrev. Guild-| 2&W sue of stamps rests with the 
Sail)» "Fhe total available ceedit on the Postmaster General, who took the pleasure 
6th March, after deducting outstanding of His Majesty the King as to the porary 
liabilities. was £157 ls. 10d. Out of | Of His Majesty which should be used in 
this sum an amount of £125 5s. 4d. has, the “gar mewn a ol — The 
been paid on camp, barrack, and portrait selected by His Majesty was 
ihc dinenes and doitdende: ant executed only last year by a gentleman 
somid of eclittinns’ eee wk pant of Who has long been resident in London, 
£31 16s “Gd 3 eae ea itt ‘tue and whose work deservedly enjoys a 
expenditure when the value of the stock high repeeewon in this country. As 
"inca EP RR the portrait was thought to be par- 
ride 6 ticularly well adapted for the purpose 
in question, it did not appear necessary 


DENOMINATION AL” SCHOOL to invite designs from any other artists. 
SUBSCRIPTIONS. It was not thought necessary to consult 


Mr. HERBERT LEWIS (Flint the President of the Royal Academy or 
Boroughs): I beg to ask the Secretary to the leaders of the artistic profession on 
the Treasury whether he can state who is the subject, as the selection of the por- 
responsible for the non-publication of trait to be used in the preparation 
the Return relating to subscriptions to | of the designs was obviously a matter 
denominational schools which was inthe | in which His Majesty's own wishes 
hands of the printers last August, and should carry most weight. 
whether steps will be taken to expedite 
the printing of the Return. MOUNT PLEASANT SORTING OFFICE- 

MEDICAL ARRANGEMENTS. 

THE FINANCIAL SECRETARY To CapraIn NORTON : I beg to ask the 
THE TREASURY (Mr. Austen CHAM- | Secretaryto the Treasury, as representing 
BERLAIN, Worcestershire, E.): My right} the Postmaster General, whether he is 
hon. friend the Vice-President of the! aware that an accident happened at 
Council, who has asked me to reply to| Mount Pleasant Sorting Office on 6th 
this question, informs me that the) May to a sorter, causing him to faint; 
Return referred to will be issued very | that, in the absence of an attendant 
shortly. The printing of the Return, | medical officer and of an ambulance, 
which is a heavy piece of work, is being this man had to be taken in a mail van 
pressed forward. to the Royal Free Hospital, Gray’s Inn 

|Road, nearly half an hour elapsing 


DESIGN OF NEW POSTAGE STAMPS. | before he was attended to ; and whether 
the Postmaster General, in view of this 


Dr. FARQUHARS( IN (Aberdeen- _and other accidents, and seeing that over 
shire, W.): I beg to ask the Secretary | 9 990 men are employed at this office, 
tthe ‘reasry, as representing the| wit) eee to the ets of the sal 

a age ee ta eee for a resident medical officer and give 


1a] sione ae * mn 
the commission for designs for the new ‘instructions for an ambulance to be 


postage stamps was given to an Austrian | am 
artist, the advice of the President of the | eat RSP . 
Royal Academy and the leaders of the) Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: 


artistic profession was obtained. The accident in question, which was 
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Questions. 1218 


due to a door swinging against the man’s | ing colleges of Drumcondra and Bagot 
face, was not a serious one, and there is | Street, Dublin, and Waterford, and that 


no record that the man fainted. It is 


reported to have happened at 8.2 p.m., | 


and, as a cab could not be found at the 
minute, the man was conveyed in a mail 
van to the Royal Free Hospital, where 
he arrived at 8.15 p.m. His wound 
was dressed, and he started home in a 
eab at 8.30 p.m. It does not appear, 
therefore, that any time was lost. It is 
not considered necessary to have a 
resident medical officer at Mount Pleasant, 
but the question of providing an ambu- 
lance litter, which, however, would 
hardly have been used on the occasion 
in question, is under consideration. 


ROSS-SHIRE POSTAL FACILITIES. 

Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): I 
beg to ask the Secretary to the Treasury, 
as representing the Postmaster General, 
whether he is aware that the inhabitants 
of the north side of Little Lochbroom, 
Ross-shire, recently made application for 
a daily post, and were informed in reply 
that the cost of the existing service (four 
days a week) absorbs nearly the whole 
of the postage on the correspondence de- 
livered, and that, in these circumstances, 
the cost of a more frequent delivery 
would not be warranted; and will he 
explain the rule which guides him in 
sanctioning postal facilities for the 
Western Highlands and Islands of Scot- 
land and other similar districts where the 


existing postal service does not meet the | ; , hers d 
‘for Irish- speaking districts in Marl- 


requirements of the people. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: The 
answer to the first paragraph of the ques- 
tion is in the affirmative. In sanction- 
ing additional postal facilities for country 
districts in England, Scotland, and Ire- 
land, the Postmaster General is guided 
mainly by the amount of correspondence 
and the expense involved. It 
practice to provide as good a service as 
ean be afforded at a cost which is con- 
sidered to be warranted by the circum- 
stances. 


TEACHING OF IRISH IN IRISH 
COLLEGES. 


no special grant is made to these colleges, 
or any of them, to meet the cost thus 
incurred; can he say whether the 
Marlborough Street (Dublin) College 
is at any disadvantage as regards its 
funds which would constitute a reason 
for its not having a professor of Irish 
as well as other training colleges ; and is 
he aware that teachers in the Marl- 
borough Street College are trained for 
the Irish-speaking as well as the non- 
Irish-speaking districts in Ireland ; and 
seeing that the Marlborough Street 
College is under the uncontrolled manage- 
ment of the Commissioners, who for 
some years past have allowed the use of 
Irish by the teachers in schools in Irish- 
speaking districts and have recently 


‘advised it, whether the Government can 


| ber of the staff. 


is the’ 


} 
| 
| 
| 
) 


take any steps to remove this inequality. 


THe CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. Wynpuam, Dover): There 
is a professor of Irish in St. Patrick’s, 
Drumeondra. There is, I am informed, 
no official record of such professors in 
Bagot Street, or in Waterford College ; 
but in the latter it appears from corres- 
pondence that Irish is taught by a mem- 
In reply to the second 
paragraph, all the recognised training 
colleges are on the same footing in 
respect of grants from public sources 
made on account of King’s Scholars 
trained therein. ‘Teachers are trained 


borough Street. In reply to the third 
paragraph, this matter is now the 
subject of inter-departmental correspond- 
ence between the Irish Government and 
the Board of Education. 

Mr. JOHN REDMOND: I will re- 
peat the question at a later period, 
especially with regard to the last para- 
graph. 

Mr.,.WYNDHAM: Perhaps the hon. 


Member will allow a week or so to elapse. 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 


Mr. VAUGHAN DAVIES (Cardi- 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) : | ganshire): I beg to ask the First Lord 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the | of the Treasury whether it is now prac- 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether his ticable for him to introduce a Bill giving 
attention has been called to the fact that | effect to the promise made onthe 7th of 
there are professors of Irish in the train- December, 1900, to the effect that the 
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Government will this session deal with 


the question of the wrongful dismissals 
of teachers in public elementary schools. 


Tue FIRST LORD or tHE TREASURY 
(Mr. A. J. BaLrour, Manchester, E.) : 
I shall have to make a statement on this 


subject, as well as on other matters | 


relating to legislation, when I ask for 
further facilities for the conduct of 


Government business, and [ propose 


to do that on Tuesday next. 
Mr. JOHN REDMOND: Will the 


right hon. Gentleman make any state- 
ment as to the nature of the proposals 
he will then submit to the House ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I will put my 
motion on the Paper. The proposals 
will be of a character common at this 
time of the year. 


Mr. JOHN ELLIS (Nottingham- 
shire, Rushcliffe) : Will the motion 
appear on Monday’s Paper ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Yes, 
put it down on Monday. 


Mr. VAUGHAN DAVIES: Will the 
right hon. Gentleman make a clear 
statement as to what he is going to do 
on this subject of the wrongful dis- 
missal of teachers ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I hope my 


statements are always clear. 


Mr. JAMES LOWTHER (Kent, 
Thanet): What will be the business on 
Monday ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I would 
rather defer till to-morrow a statement 
of what Monday’s business will be, 
as to-morrow, in the highly probable 
event of Supply not being finished to- 
night, I shall ask the House to consider 
Class 3 of the Civil Service Estimates. 


Mr. CHAPLIN (Lincolnshire, Slea- 
ford): I beg to ask the First Lord of the 
Treasury if he intends to make any 
definite statement in reply to the 
memorials addressed to him by the 
supporters of the movement in favour of 
pure beer, and whether he proposes to 
do so before he makes the motion for 
taking additional time from private 
Members, or at the time he makes such 
motion. 


I will 


{COMMONS} 
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Mer. A. J. BALFOUR: I think it will 
be most convenient to make the state- 
ment in the course of a general state- 
ment on the business of the House. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) : 
Will the motion the right hon. Gentle- 
man proposes to make on Tuesday for 
the taking of Tuesdays for Government 
| business include that Tuesday ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Oh, yes. 


| Mr. E. J. C. MORTON (Devonport) : 
'Can the right hon. Gentleman make 
| any statement as to when the Navy 


| Estimates will be taken ? 


| Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: No, I think 
it would be premature to do so as yet. 





| NEW MEMBER MADE THE AFFIRMA- 

TION REQUIRED BY LAW. 

| Joseph Albert Pease, esquire, for the 

| County of Essex (Northern or Saffron 

| Walden Division). 

NEW MEMBER SWORN. 

| George Ralph Charles Ormsby-Gore, 

esquire, commonly called the Honour- 
able George Ralph Charles Ormsby- 

| Gore, for the County of Salop (Western 

| or Oswestry Division). 


| PRISONS (SCOTLAND) BILL [Lords]. 


| Read the first time ; to be read a second 
{time upon Monday next, and to be 
| printed. [Bill 206. ] 

| 

PUBLIC ACCOUNTS COMMITTEE. 

| Ordered, That a Message be sent to 
| the Lords to request that their Lordships 
| will be pleased to give leave to the Vis- 
|count Esher to attend to be examined 
| 


'as a witness before the Committee of 


| Public Accounts.—(Sir Arthur Hayter.) 


SUPPLY. 
[EIGHTH ALLOTTED Day.] 
Considered in Committee :— 


| (In the Committee.) 


| [Mr. J. W. Lowrner (Cumberland, 
| Penrith) in the chair.] 


| 


Army ESTIMATES, 1901-2. 


1. Motion made, and Question pro- 
|posed, “That a sum, not exceeding 
| SEO ATT000, be granted to His Majesty, 
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to defray the Charge for Transport {of hon. Members on this side of the 
and Remounts, which will come in| House. Such an argument, however, 
course of payment during the year. 
ending on the 31st day of March, 1902.” | 


CarTaIN NORTON (Newington, W.) | 
‘clined to fall, and there was not the 


said he desired to draw attention to the 
extravagant expenditure 
taken place in connection with both 


which had | 


could not be successfully maintained 
this year, because that great public 
necessity had entirely passed away. He 
understood that freights were now in- 


slightest difficulty about obtaining all 


‘the transports required for the pur- 


the sea transport as regarded horses | 
and the entire management of the) 
| know whether there was any foundation 


Remount Department. 


Mr. COURTENAY WARNER (Staf- | 
fordshire, Lichfield), interrupting, said he | 


wished to call attention to a matter 


which would be excluded by the motion | 


of the hon. and gallant Member for West 
Newington. He wished to impress upon 
the Secretary for War the importance 
of not wasting money in moving Militia 
about the country. The South Stafford- 
shire Militia were moved down to the 
neighbourhood of Portsmouth for a 
week or two before being sent to South 
Africa ; it would surely have been better 
to keep them in their quarters at Lich- 
field. He wished to have an assurance 


poses of the war in South Africa. The 
House of Commons was entitled to 


for those rumours, and whether the 
shipowners did unduly put up their 
freights when the Government were 
‘ cornered,’’ and when they were practi- 
cally obliged to pay whatever price the 


'shipowners asked. 


They had heard a great deal of talk 
lately of conscription, and about the 
necessity of men making up their minds 


ito make all kinds of sacrifices in the 


interests of the Empire. It was a matter 
of very great importance that the country 
should know how those patriotic duties 


| were interpreted by the very wealthy 


from the right hon. Gentleman that he | 
would not continue the policy of moving | 


Militia battalions about 
absolutely necessary. 


more than is | 


Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.) moved to | 


reduce Sub-head C by £1,000,000. The 
Government could not now shelter 
themselves behind the excuses they 
gave last year for not giving the House 
any information as to the sums of money 


class of shipowners in this country. In 
the event of a great national crisis arising, 
such as did arise in the winter of 1899, 
his notion was that it was the duty 
of a great shipowner not to take advan- 
tage of that crisis in order to put up 
his freights. He thought shipowners 
ought to be prepared to carry troops 


|and munitions of war to South Africa 
'at the same rates as prevailed before 


' the erisis arose. 


paid for the transport of troops to South | 


Africa. 
year when enormous Votes were asked 
for in order to convey troops and horses 
to South Africa, and when rumours, 
which were pretty well authenticated, 
were flying about the country that the 
shipowners had taken advantage of 
the necessities of the nation to put up 
their freights in order to put millions 
of the taxpayers’ money into their 
pockets. What answer did the right 
hon. Gentleman give last year? He 
said that the necessities of the public 
service were so great that it was impos- 
sible to give any information as to the rates 
paid for the transport of men and horses 
to South Africa. That was an answer 
which, in those days of great emer- 
gencies, effectively closed the mouths 


This question was raised last | 


| 


If it was true, as had 
been alleged, that when the crisis arose 
in 1899 the shipowners took advantage 
of it when they had practically the 
Government by the throat, then it was 


/a gross act of want of patriotism on 


| their part. 





Last year the sum asked 
for on this Vote was £10,600,000, and 
this year it is £9,550,000, or only about 
£1,000,000 less than the amount asked 
for last year. How were the Govern- 
ment going to justify this Vete unless 
they were expecting another surprise 
in South Africa? Was the war going 
to take a new development, which 
would render enormous reinforcements 
necessary ? This demand for £9,550,000 
for sea transport during the present 
year was calculated to give the impres- 
sion that the Government were making 
preparations for another year of war 
at least on the same scale as in the year 
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gone by. Last year they had to convey | into the eyes of the people and conceal 


some 130,000 men to South Africa, and | from the country the particular way in 
were they to understand from those} which they wanted to spend the money, 
figures that the Government were look- | they might put down under the head of 
ing forward during the present year} ‘sea transports”? an enormous sum 
to sending another 100,000 men, | larger than they knew they would be 
remounts, and military stores upon a| able to spend, and in the course of the 
similar scale? If that was not the case, | year they could apply part of that money 





why did they ask for practically the| to some other item. 


same amount of money ? 


There was another danger. He ob- 


He gathered from the public press| served that the War Office proposed in 


and the shipping returns that freights | 


were falling and the boom was over. 
the pressure had now been taken off, 
then the Government ought to get their 
freights at a very much lower rate than 
last year. It appeared to him that by 
this Vote the Government were making 
preparations for carrying on this war 
for another whole year, not only on the 
same but upon a larger scale. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
** That Item C (Sea Transport) be reduced 
by £1,000,000.”—( Mr. Dillon.) 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) 
said there was one feature in this enor- 
mous amount which he really thought 
was very significant. There were several 
headings down, but there was no 
single item with respect to which any 
sum was named. He believed that it 
was unprecedented in the history of 
Estimates that a Vote of this nature, 
amounting to £9,550,000, should be 
asked for in a lump sum without the 
smallest detail being given. There were 
no fewer than seven heads to this Vote, 
every one of which was entitled to have 
its amount set down. In the case of 
sub-head A the proper method had been 
pursued, for there were four sub-heads, 
each one of which had its amount 
set out. He was entirely unable to see 
why under Sub-head C £9,550,000 
should be asked for without a single 
item being set forth, the lump sum only 
being given. This system of setting down 
lump sums was especially dangerous in 
Army and Navy Estimates, because in 
those Estimates if there was more taken 
than was needed on one item it 
could be taken and used for another 
purpose. That was not the case with the 
Civil Service Estimates, nor with the 
Estimates of the Revenue Department. 
If the Government desired to throw dust 


Mr. Dillon. 





future that in some respects the unex- 


If | pended balances should be carried for- 


ward. That exposed them to a number 
of new dangers. If they voted this 
£9,550,000 without detail, the War 
Office would have the power to devote 
part of this money to other matters, such 
as the payment of men and officers—a 
policy which might be open to discussion. 
Whether this abuse would be permitted 
to continue was a matter for future 
consideration. He was simply pointing 
out the very serious financial considera- 
tions and dangers involved in this system 
—which to him appeared to be an abuse 
—of asking the House to vote £9,550,900 
without giving the smallest detail, 
although the different heads were there. 
There was one other matter which had 
been raised by the hon. Member opposite. 
When the Government in a time of war 
put down £10,600,000 for sea transport 
and horses, and in the following year 
they asked the House for a sum which 
was almost equal to the previous year, 
undoubtedly there were grounds for the 
hon. Member for East Mayo’s contention 
that, in the opinion of the Government, 
the war expenditure was going to con- 
tinue for another year. If that was the 
opinion of the Government he was 
rather inclined to think that they were 
correct. If this Vote was to be taken 
as an indication that the war expenditure 
was going to be continued for another 
year at the same rate it was a very 
serious matter. He trusted that the 
Secretary for War would give some 
explanation, and a sufficient one, for the 
absence of all detail in this large Vote, 
and that he would be able to tell the 
House that the probability of the war 
continuing this year was not, in his 
opinion, as 94 to 103, the sum asked for 
last year being £10,600,000, while the 
amount asked for this year was 
£9,550,000. 
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*Srr ARTHUR HAYTER (Walsall) 
said he desired to ask the Secretary for 
War a question with regard to the trans- 
port of the Yeomanry last year, in which 
the screw steamer, ‘ Lusitania,” was 
engaged. The transport arrangements 
were carried out by the Yeomanry Com- 
mittee, and they were not, therefore, 
inspected by the Transport Department 
of the Admiralty. The result was that 
when the transports were taken over by 
the War Office, in order to take the 
Yeomanry to South Africa, it was found 
that the “* Lusitania ” was entirely unfit 
to carry troops. The result was that 
Lord Lansdowne had to pay £5,000, being 
one month’s hire of the transport, in 
order to get out of the difficulty. He 
wanted an assurance from the right hon. 
Gentleman that laches of that kind 
would not be committed again, because 
they had been called upon to pay £5,000 
for absolutely no benefit whatever. 


Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE (Bristol, 
E.) called the attention of the Secretary 
of State for War to the case of a steam- 
ship which had been used for the purpose 
of forming a hospital for the Boers, and 
for which a sum of £1,000 a month had 
been paid. His information was that 
the Boers stationed on the hospital ship 
were taken down from a comparatively 
healthy up-country station and put down 
at Colombo, the mean temperature of 
which was 83° and on occasions rose to 
such a pitch that the medical officer in 
attendance had to recommend the ship 
to be sent to sea for cruises of six or 
eight hours at a time in order to save 
the lives of the patients. But it was 
infinitely worse from the point of view 
of economy, because close to the very 
stations from which the patients were 
brought were hill stations where English 
and Europeans lived in perfect health 
and comfort, and where the prisoners 
could have been put without going to 
the great cost of this absurd hospital 
ship. If the Secretary of State was not 
aware of the details of this transaction, 
he hoped he would look into the matter, 
and take such cognisance of it that such 
a state of things, which he could not 
describe as anything short of scandalous, 
should not be allowed to occur again. 


Mr. LABOUCHERE (Northampton) 
pointed out to the hon. Member for 


{6 JUNE 1901} 
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King’s Lynn that it might be that the 
Government were taking this large sum 
of money in order to bring back the 
troops. Any hon. Member who desired 
to do his duty to his conscience and the 
country on such Votes as this had a good 
deal of difficulty to contend with. He 
regarded the money already spent as 
money which they were bound to pro- 
vide, although he was opposed to spend- 
ing any more money upon this war. 
They ought not to vote any further sup- 
plies so long as the Government told 
them that they intended to carry on 
this war until the Boers surrendered, and 
so long as they told them that they 
would not enter into negotiations with 
the Boers to try and discover under what 
conditions the Boers were prepared to 
enter the area of the British Empire. 
He wished the Secretary of State would 
tell them exactly how much of this 
money had been spent, how much it was 
intended to spend, and how much of it 
was for the bringing back and the send- 
ing out of troops. He would be ready 
to vote money for bringing the men back, 
but not for sending them out. They 
heard last year that the war was over, 
and a number of ships were sent to the 
Cape to bring back the soldiers. He 
wished to know what the Government 
were doing in regard to those ships. 
Were they still paying for them, and were 
the ships still waiting for the precise 
moment when the war would be over ? 
That was too monstrous to believe. 
Those ships were sent out—an elec- 
tioneering dodge—with great parade to 
bring the troops back, and to convey the 
idea to the country that the war was 
over in the true sense of the word, and 
from that moment to the present time 
those ships were being kept there, and 
the country had to pay for them. And 
still the Government would not enter 
into any reasonable negotiations with 
the Boers. He was sure that the Secre- 
tary of State for War did not wish them 
to vote against his views under a mis- 
apprehension of the figures, and there- 
fore he should tell the House what he 
was paying for demurrage at the present 
moment, and what amount he had 
included in the present Vote for further 
demurrage. How long was this state of 
things going to last? If the Govern- 
ment were so stiff-necked as to refuse to 
enter into reasonable negotiations, the 
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war might last a year. 
told how much of the money was to be 
spent in sending out more troops to South 
Africa. He did not want any more 
troops sent out until they had entered 
into negotiations, or until they had 
found that negotiations had failed. On 
account of the hugger-mugger manner 
in which this Vote was presented it was 
perfectly impossible for anyone to vote 
with a full knowledge of what he was 
doing. Under the present system the 
right hon. Gentleman might take the 
money voted for one purpose and devote 
it to another purpose. The War Office 
claimed the right to spend this money 
not only upon the particular item in the 
Vote, but upon any other item. So long 
as the Estimates were presented in that 
state, and so long as the Government 
claimed this right to ask for money for 
one object and spend it for another the 
granting of Votes would be a_ perfect 
farce. 


Supply— 


Mr. PIRIE (Aberdeen, N.) said that 
the Government in the end would be 
bound to furnish the details of the 
enormous amount of money which had 
been spent upon remounts. He ven- 
tured to say that when such information 
had been furnished it would be found 
that the money spent upon this item was 
one of the most disgraceful transactions, 
and an expenditure which ought not to 
have taken place. He hoped that a 
court of inquiry would be the outcome 
of the deplorable mismanagement which 
had taken place in South Africa. He 
should support the motion of his hon. 
friend because he felt that the transports 
were not wanted, and because there had 
been much delay in the South African 
ports. 


HERBERT LEWIS 
Boroughs) said that when certain 
transports were being sent out to: 
convey horses to South Africa it 
was found that the fittings of certain | 
vessels did not comply exactly with | 
the Government regulations, and 
they were taken out, and fittings com- | 
plying with the Government regulations | 
were placed in their stead. In one par- | 
ticular case the Government fittings | 


Mr. (Flint 


{COMMONS} 
Let the House be ! 
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into a rough sea those fittings gave way 
and a large number of horses were very 
seriously injured. [An Hon. MeEmper : 
One hundred and fifty.] A very large 
number of those horses had to be thrown 
overboard, and the vessel returned to 
Liverpool to be repaired. He wished to 
ask the right hon. Gentleman whether 
a full inquiry had been made into the 
circumstances of that particular case. 
The matter had been mentioned in the 
House more than once. He wished to 
know, first of all, why the ordinary 
fittings were taken out of the vessel at 
a moment when time was of the greatest 
importance? Why were the ordinary 
fittings replaced by Government fittings, 
and why were those Government fittings 
not of a sufficiently substantial character 
to stand the stress of weather? He 
agreed with the hon. Member for King’s 
Lynn that the Government had _ not 
treated the House fairly in this matter. 
He would go further, and say that 
during the last five or six years, although 
there had in that period been many 
instances in which the Government had 
treated the House of Commons with 
contempt, he believed there was no case 
in which the Government had treated 
the House with more contempt than in 
this particular instance. They were 
discussing now a Vote of £9,550,000. 
If they examined the Estimates for other 
Departments they would find the Votes 
properly classified under sub-heads and 
letters, and they would also find the 
amounts taken for the different items 
definitely stated. In this particular 
case they were asked to vote £9,550,000 
with their eyes absolutely shut. The 
House of Commons, upon this particular 
Vote, ought to make a definite and dis- 
tinct protest. He thought the time had 
now arrived when they should know 
the freights charged for the transports. 
He was not alluding to any transactions 
which had taken place within the last 
few weeks or months, for the Govern- 
ment might hold the opinion that in the 
interests of the public service it would 
not be right to give that information to 
the House. It was, however, a long 
time since these transactions were com- 
menced, and with regard to the earlier 
stages of them, at all events, the time 


were not put in in a sufficiently substan-| had long ago arrived when the House of 
tial manner, and when the vessel got} Commons ought to be placed in posses- 


Mr. Labouchere. 


\ 





1229 


sion O 
ask tl 
them | 
and n 
the pé 


drawn 


THE 
WAR 
ford) : 
sat do 
asked 
ticular 
House 
testim: 
has be 
to Sou 
tions | 
nection 
The ¢ 
South 
300,00 
life, ar 
course 
achieve 
the hi 
furnish 
more e 
work h 
ment | 
cerned 
the wh 
brough 
instance 
tion W 
which 

The 
to the 
my nok 
himself 
deal wi 
the ves 
in whi 
destroy 
a great 
and dic 
now, o 
guide t] 
ral que: 
last, I 1 
are so f 
oecurrec 

The | 
attentio 
vessel 
time by 
to that 
viduals. 
most ex 


1228 


way 
very 
BER : 
large 
‘own 
d to 
id to 
ther 
the 
case. 
the 
d to 
nary 
ol at 
atest 
nary 
ngs, 
ings 
eter 
He 
ng’s 
not 
tter. 
that 
ugh 
any 
had 
vith 
case 
ated 
1 In 
vere 
)00. 
ther 
otes 
and 
the 
ems 
ular 
N00 
Che 
ular 
dis- 
had 
OW 
rts. 
ons 
last 
rn- 
the 
uld 
to 
ng 


ym- 





Supply— 
sion of the facts. He would, therefore, 
ask the right hon. Gentleman to give 
them some information upon that point, | 
and more particularly as to the case of 
the particular vessel to which he had 
drawn attention. 


THE SECRETARY or STATE For 


WAR (Mr. Broprick, Surrey, Guild- | 
ford): The hon. Member who has just | 


sat down says the Committee are being 


asked to vote £9,550,000 on this par- | 


ticular item with their eyes shut. The 
House of Commons has before it eloquent 
testimony to the great service which 
has been performed in conveying troops 
to South Africa in the various publica- 
tions issued at different times in con- 
nection with the war in South Africa. 
The Government have embarked for 
South Africa and conveyed there over 
300,000 men, without the loss of a single 
life, and over 260,000 animals in the 
course of the last eighteen months, an 
achievement to which I do not think 
the history of any other country can 
furnish a parallel. I think that no/| 
more eloquent testimony to the way this 


work has been conducted by the depart- | 
‘of the duration of the 


ment of the Admiralty specially con- 
cerned can be found than the fact that 
the whole House of Commons has only 
brought forward some two or three 
instances upon which there is any ques- 
tion whatever as to the manner in 


which the work has been carried out. | 


The hon. Member opposite alluded 
to the fittings of a particular ship, but 
my noble friend, who has seen the vessel 
himself, is more competent than I am to 
deal with the question. I may say that 
the vessel met with an exceptional gale, 
in which a number of partitions were 
destroyed. In the rolling of the ship 


a great water tank became unshipped | 


and did considerable damage. There is 
now, of course, greater experience to | 
guide the authorities. Taking the gene- | 
ral question of transports from first to | 
last, I think it is wonderful that there 
are so few cases in which accidents have | 
occurred. 

The hon. Member for Walsall called | 
attention to the ‘ Lusitania.” That | 
vessel was engaged before my own), 
time by the Yeomanry Committee, who, | 
to that extent, acted as private indi- | 
viduals. The Yeomanry Committee did | 
most excellent work in equipping the | 
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‘large body of Yeomanry who first went 
‘out and in helping to equip the body 


‘headings, we 
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of Yeomanry more recently sent out. 
I think it is an interesting commentary 
on the excellent service provided by the 
Government that the only case the 
right hon. Gentleman had to bring 
forward was one of which a body other 
than the Government had the equipping 
of the ship. 

Various questions were put to me by 
my hon. friend the Member for King’s 
Lynn. First of all, he complains that, 
whereas under Item A we have given 
all the details under the various 
have not done so in 
the case of Item C. That information 
can be very easily obtained by anybody 
who has got the Estimates in his hands. 
Item A is for ordinary and smaller 
amounts and is only £714,000, and 
includes a sum of £414,000 which is 
on the normal Estimates, with regard 
to which the Government are able to 
give chapter and verse. The remainder 
alone is on the Estimates for war services 
which are less easy to calculate. Item 
C involves, as the hon. Member for East 
Mayo has pointed out, the whole question 
war. With 
particular transports 


regard to the 


| which have been engaged, it is absolutely 


impossible to apportion the cost under 
the various heads, and we cannot make 
even an approximate estimate. I was 
not surprised to find my hon. friend 
the Member for King’s Lynn hauling 


‘us over the coals for want of detail in 


this respect. In all matters connected 
with the Admiralty my hon. friend is 
a recognised corsair, and carries on 


| piratical practices without the slightest 


regard to the ordinary rules. He 
challenges all sorts of details, and 
brings up subjects which other hon. 
Members of the House are hardly 


| prepared to discuss, and he insists upon 


us giving the most minute details in the 
Estimates. When my hon. friend pro- 


'ceeded to follow in the wake of the 


hon. Member for East Mayo, and to 
declare that the size of this V ote indicated 
the probability that the Government 
intended or expected that the war would 
be continued up to the 31st of next 
March on the same scale as it has been 
continued up to the present moment, 
I thought for the moment that his 
mind was so set on financial purity 
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that he had forgotten what was surely 
the obvious deduction to be made from 
this ,Vote. The deduction from the 
Vote is that, having spent last year 
£10,000,000 in 
number of troops, we have had natur- 
ally to provide this year a large sum 
in view of the possibility—which I hope 
is more than a possibility—the probability 
of having to bring home a large number 
of troops. He, on the other hand, took 
the view that it was our intention to 
send out another 200,000 men and to 


land the country in a bill of £9,500,000, - 


and this particular item astonishes him. 

What we have done is this. We have 
taken money to be used in completing 
the payments for ships already on hire. 
I have been asked for more details 
with regard to that. The Admiralty 
carry on this business for us, and I ean 
only tell the House, not of individual 


cases, but of what is a_ typical 
case of the average we are pay- 
ing. A typical infantry transport, 


with room for 1,250 men, costs £5,000 
per month for hire, and a horse transport 


{COMMONS} 


taking out a large | 
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250,000 men engaged in South Africa. 
As regards the total amount of 


/£9,550,000—and I do not think that. 


compared with the expenditure last year, 
it can be regarded as excessive—we have 
to bring home at some time or another 
all the troops we have sent out. There 
is no doubt that the transport to and 
from has been admirably carried out, 
and it must be continued at its present 
level until there is some relaxation of 
the great demands upon us in South 
Africa. I think I have answered so far 
as I can all the points that have been 
put to me. 


Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE asked 
the right hon. Gentleman to give an 
answer in regard to the hospital ship at 
Ceylon. 


Mr. BRODRICK : I am not cognisant 
of what actually occurred in that matter, 
but I know that the health of the 
prisoners at Ceylon has, on the whole, 


' been admirably maintained. 


for 400 horses costs about the same, | 


coaling and messing forming an addi- 
tional public charge in both cases. We 
have at present engaged something like 
forty-five transports, the greater number 
of which are employed on_ passages 
either one way or the other. We have 
at home five transports preparing, nine 
travelling outwards, and eleven travel- 
ling homewards. The others are either 
hospital ships, or employed at the Cape, 
or engaged in coast voyages, or awaiting 
contingencies that may arise at the Cape. 
I am quite sure that, whether this is 
looked at from the point of view of the 
health of the soldiers who have to be 
removed from South Africa, or whether 
it is looked at from the point of view 
of the transport of prisoners, or from 
the point of view of as rapidly as 
possible delivering at the seat of war 


} 


those reinforcements which the Govern- | 


ment intend to send when they are 
necessary, it is a wise, a good, and 
indeed a humane expenditure that we 


should be fairly and properly provided 
corsair? When the whole of the pro- 


in the matter of transports. I do not 
think that the taking up of ships which 
are not well fitted up for the work is 
a wise thing for us to embark upon at 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES said he was 
amazed at the levity with which the 
right hon. Gentleman had answered the 
questions addressed to him by Members 
on both sides of the House. He was a 
member of the Public Accounts Com- 
mittee, and was only too well acquainted 
with the laches of the War Office to 
allow a Vote of £9,550,000 to pass with- 
out notice; but whether this question 
came from himself, who might be open 
to the objection of being too great a 
purist in finance, or from another, there 
had been a most reasonable request 
made for some details of the £9,550,000. 
It was only during the last two years 
that these details had been omitted. 
Formerly each of these items had the 
proper amount put opposite to it. Why 
should the right hon. Gentleman, in- 
stead of offering some details, put them 
off with such statements as that there 
was eloquent testimony in the way the 


troops had been sent to Africa of the 


this period of the war, when we have’ 


Mr. Brodrick. 


way the transport had been managed, 
and with such allegations as that he wasa 


ceedings of the Admiralty in this matter 
were brought before the House they 
would be able to see who was the corsair, 
or rather who was the pirate. If the 
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Committee did not get an answer giving | 
the details asked for, he would vote for | 
the Amendment. He was not prepared 
to see the House treated with contempt. | 
It was useless to say that the Govern- 
ment did not know the details. The | 
total of £9,550,000 could only have been | 
arrived at by adding up the different 
items. The right hon. Gentleman was | 
in possession of every one of the figures 
which had been asked for. [Mr. Brop- | 
rick shook his head.] If he continued 
to shake his head, how did he get the’ 
total ? Did somebody on this side of the 
House go to him and say, ‘“ Put down 
£9,500,000, and in order to make it 
exact add another £50,000 to it’? The 
Committee had an absolute right to all 
the items. It was an outrage—well, 
not an outrage, but it was unusual for a 
Minister to make so light and so contemp- 
tuous a reply. 


Mr. PIRIE said the reply of the 
Secretary of State for War had given 
increased cause for suspicion in this 
matter. There were two classes of 
transports—those which were hired right 
out for the time being, and the larger 
class which were simply taken for one 
or two voyages as the case might be. 
In a number of Cases these transports 
were paying for weeks or months hun- 
dreds of pounds of demurrage at the 
ports. This showed a want of ealcula- 
tion and foresight on the part of the 
Government, and it was only natural 
that details of these matters should be 
asked. 


Sir J. BLUNDELL MAPLE (Camber- 
well, Dulwich) asked for information as 
to the price of bringing back horses from 
South Africa. He understood that a trans- 
port carrying 400 horses cost £5,000 per 
month, which was equivalent to £12 per 
horse per month. If anything was re- 
quired in South Africa it was horses, and 
it seemed to him an absurd proposal to 
bring back horses which would be useful) 
in South Africa, and which would be 
more marketable there than here. He 
suggested that the Government should 
take into consideration the importance 
of leaving the horses in South Africa, 
and purchasing horses here for the use | 
of the troops when they returned. 


Mr. M‘KENNA (Monmouthshire, N.) | 
said the question “ How much has been | 
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spent in demurrage?” was very simple. 
Would the right hon. Gentleman inform 


'the Committee what the amount was ? 


He had had an opportunity of assuring 
the Committee that the miscalculation as 
to the termination of the war did not cost 
us much money. What he had told the 
Committee was an effort to evade the 
real issue, which was that at this moment 
there were fourteen ships under demur- 
rage. The major part of the money 
spent on demurrage was money wasted. 
It was expenditure which might have 
been avoided by more careful calculation 
as to when the war would be over, and 
the Committee had a right to know how 
much the miscalculation had cost the 
nation. 


Mr. COHEN (Islington, E.) said he 
absolutely disagreed with what had been 
said by the hon. Member for North Mon- 
mouth. He did not think the right hon. 
Gentleman could tell them how many of 
these ships were at South African ports, 
but they were there in anticipation of 
the bringing home of the troops, which 
would be done at the very first day they 
could be returned. He was quite sure 
that the money laid out for the purpose 
of securing ships for that purpose was 
economically and humanely spent. He 
was a member of the Public Accounts 
Committee, and he could not call to mind 
a single instance in connection with these 
tremendous outlays where any charge 
could have been brought against the 
War Office of being lavish, careless, or 
improvident in the expenditure of money. 
But his right hon. friend gave an ex- 
planation which he was glad to hear, 
that this expenditure was for the trans- 
port of troops to and from South Africa. 
His right hon. friend—and, indeed, any 
responsible Minister—would have been 
imprudent, instead of being most cautious 
as the right hon. Gentleman had been, 
had he ventured to allocate the propor- 
tion of expenditure that was to be in- 
curred for sending the troops out to 
South Africa and that for bringing them 
home. He would have given ground 








for a repetition of those constant re- 


proaches made, sometimes with reason, 
against the Government about the ex- 


| pectations which they held out that the 


war was not going to last so long as it 
unfortunately had done. His right hon. 
friend had given to the Committee an 
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explanation as clear and satisfactory and 
as detailed as it was possible or wise for 
him to do. 


Supply— 


Mr. DILLON said that the hon. 
Gentleman who had just sat down 


might be a great authority on finance, | 


but he would pardon him for saying 
that he had not met the point raised. 
The contention of the hon. Member for 
King’s Lynn was, to his mind, un- 
answerable, and no attempt had been 
made to answer it. How was this 
Estimate of £9,550,000 arrived at? 
Was it put down at random, without any 
attempt to estimate the items which 
went to make up the total? He main- 
tained that the Government were con- 
demned by their own Paper, which put 
down no fewer than seven separate 
items, making up a total but fixing no 
amount for each Estimate. Did the 
War Office, in making this enormous 
demand to be presented to the Com- 
mittee, calculate the separate items at 
all? If they did not, they were attempt- 
ing most shamefully to deceive the 
Committee. And if they did calculate the 


seven separate items, why should they | 


not be communicated to the Committee ? 
It was a curious coincidence that all 
the dead walls in London were to-day 
placarded with bills announcing the 
Report of the War Office Committee. 
The Committee reported that there was 
‘“want of business method,” ‘and 
that so great was the confusion in the 
War Office that it was impossible to 
bring home responsibility to any indi- 
vidual.’’ They had a very good illustra- 
tion of that in the present case ; and 
when the hon. Member for Kings 
Lynn—who, whatever his political views 
might be, was distinguished in the 
House for his knowledge of its rules— 
brought up this point, he was called a 
corsair, and accused of making incur- 
sions on the War Office and Admiralty 
without any regard to principle or rule. 
But it was not an answer to the main 
question as put by the hon. Gentleman 


to make an absurd and unsuited attack | 


upon him. What they demanded to 
know was how this Estimate was made 
up. Was it an honest Paper under 
these seven sub-heads, and, if so, why 


were they not told the amount of the) 


Estimate on each of the seven sub-heads ? 
Mr. Cohen. 


{COMMONS} 


1236 


| What was the objection to letting the 
| Committee know that? The hon. Mem- 
| ber did not make the smallest effort to 
| state any objection, or to insinuate that 
-any public interest was at stake in 
| giving to the Committee, the country, 
or even to the enemy the cost of the 
transports and other important details 
which it was important for the Com- 
mittee and the country to know. They 
wanted to know how many transports 
| were permanently employed, and how 
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' many on casual hire. 
When the right hon. Gentleman 
was asked to give some detailed 


information as to why such a large sum 
was demanded he gave two contradic- 
tory reasons. At the beginning of his 
speech the right hon. Gentleman said 
that the reason why so large a sum as 
103 millions was asked for was to send 
250,000 troops to South Africa, with 
remounts, armaments, etc. ; and _ that 
now it would take 9} millions to bring 
them home again. There was a great 
deal of doubt as to whether they would 
be ever brought home again, considering 
that more than half of the whole cost of 
transport was for horses. Most of 
the horses were dead and buried in 
South Africa, and the remainder ought 
to be left there. Therefore, at one 
stroke half of the whole sum disappeared. 
The second reason given by the right 
hon. Gentleman was that we had forty- 
five transports in the hire of the Govern- 
ment, and that we should have to keep 
that fleet up to its present strength as 
long as the war remained on its present 


footing. In other words, the right hon. 
Gentleman asked for this enormous 


amount of money on the ground that 
he expected that the war would go on 
for another year at its present magnitude. 
The right hon. Gentleman could not hop 
from one reason to another in that way. 
He must, or he ought to, base his Esti- 
mate, and justify it to the Committee. 
on some specific ground or on the forecast 
which was in the minds of the gentlemen 
in the War Office. They knew, from 
past experience, that the War Office was 
not very capable of making any accurate 
forecast, but they were entitled to get a 
simple statement of the forecast on which 
the Estimate was based. That they had 
not got, and the Committee was left 


| completely in the dark. The right hon. 
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Gentleman had not given a satisfactory | 


answer to any of the points raised in the 
course of the debate. 


Mr. BRODRICK said he was seaiioe | 


surprised at the tone taken by the hon. 
Member for East Mayo because of the 
answer he had given to the hon. Member’s 
query. He was very far from desiring 
to conceal anything from the House. 
There was nothing whatever to conceal. 
All those who were acquainted with 
framing Estimates—and no one more 
so than his hon. friend the Member for 
King’s Lynn—must know that nothing 
was so easy as to divide up a total into 
definite figures, under such heads as 
those, but first they must have an exact 
knowledge of the amount of work to 
be done under each item. The question 
was how much they had precisely to 
spend on each item. He had told the 
Committee that a part of the Estimate 
was for bringing back a large number of 
troops from South Africa in the course of 
the year. But when the time came for 
these troops to be brought home, they 
could not all be brought away in trans- 
ports which they had at command, or 
were at present engaged in travelling 
to and fro from South Africa. When the 
time came when Lord Kitchener could 
release troops home, it would depend 
entirely whether at the moment they 
could use their own transports, or be 
compelled to hire additional transports. 
Then as to the troops going out to South 
Africa, they could not always tell whether 
the troops would be ready by a given 
date, and as to whether they should not 
want their own transports, or extra 
transports. The total cost could not be 
estimated by any calculation of the 
number of men to be conveyed by their 
own fleet or by subsidiary vessels ; and 
therefore the observations of the hon. 
Gentleman the Member for East Mayo 
and the strong expressions from the hon. 
Member for King’s Lynn fell to the 
ground. The hon. Member for Dulwich 
had asked a question as to whether 
the Government intended to bring back 
all the horses from South Africa. He 
was afraid that a great many of the horses 
had found a permanent home out there, 
but, apart from officers’ chargers, there 
was no idea of bringing back ordinary 
troopers’ horses, 
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Sir J. BLUNDELL MAPLE: Is it 


| the fact that the Government are bring- 
| ing back horses at the present time ? 
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Mr. BRODRICK said there might 
be isolated cases of officers’ chargers 
being brought back, but he was not aware 
that troopers’ horses were being brought 
back. On the contrary, they were 
sending out horses, which, when the 
war was at an end, would be useful for 
other purposes than remounts. As to 
demurrage, of course a certain amount 
had to be paid. That was obviously 
the case when demands were made 
for the transfer of troops from the Cape 
to Durban or Port Elizabeth, or from 
these ports to Cape Town, and the ships 
had to wait until the troops arrived. 
He was not aware that these questions 
were going to be asked, and therefore 
he had not beside him all the details of 
the demurrage that had been paid. He 
could assure hon. Gentlemen who had 
raised this question that he was very far 
from taking lightly this large Vote for 
which he asked. He did not suppose 
that anyone alive had tried more than 
he had done to come at the details of the 
expenditure in regard to the transports. 
He had made most careful investigation 
into the necessities of the case, and he 
found it desirable to continue the em- 
ployment of the forty-five vessels which 
the Government had at their command. 
The average cost of hiring additional 
transports was now 20s., or under, 
per ton per month, but at one time 
it was 30s., and at another 
period of great stress it was as high as 
35s. He had told the Committee where 
the ships were at present employed. He 
had given the average cost of transport, 
both as regarded men and horses, and if 
it had been in his power he would have 
given further details, but he could not 
do so from the necessities of the case. 


VAS YA 


Mr. WALLACE (Perth) said that 
during the course of the long struggle 
in which the country was engaged in 
South Africa he had never voted against 
supplies asked for by the Government ; 
but he was not willing to vote money 
without understanding the purpose to 
which it was to be devoted. If he under- 
stood that the nine and a half millions 
asked for was for a particular purpose 
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warranted by the War Office, he was | 


perfectly prepared to vote for it, but, | 
as far as he could understand the right | 
hon. Gentleman, the Estimate might | 
just as well be five millions or twenty | 
millions. 


Mr. BRODRICK said that the Esti-| 
mate was carefully based on the move- | 
ments of troops and on detailed caleu- 


lations. 


Mr. WALLACE said that the right 
hon. Gentleman had stated that the 
Estimate had been carefully worked out, 
and that the result had been arrived 
at byadding together detailed Estimates. 
What the Committee was asking for 
was that such details should be submitted 
to it. The right hon. Gentleman also 
stated, and he was perfectly willing to 
accept it, that during the last ten years 
he had been one of the most vigorous 
crities of the War Office, and that he had 
sueceeded in cutting down details of ex- 
penditure. But was the right hon. 
Gentleman not to have any successors ? 
The right hon. Gentleman could not 
have succeeded if Governments in the 
past had acted in the way in which he 
himself was now acting by putting down 
general Estimates and shutting out from 
the Committee particular details. They 
asked that the right hon. Gentleman 
should now do what all Governments 
did in the past, and that they should 
have some opportunity of criticising the 
Estimate in detail. They were asked to vote 
away a general sum of money to be placed 
in the hands of the Government, but h- 
was not prepared to place such confidence 
in them, nor in any other Government. 
As an independent Member he insisted 
on his right to criticise in detail the 
Estimates, but he could not eriticise them 
unless he was furnished with information, 
and on that ground he would feel con- | 
strained to vote against the Estimate. 


*Sir J. BLUNDELL MAPLE said 
he should like to know whether the | 
Government had prepared any scheme 

; are. 
whereby the Yeomanry and Militia 
now in South Africa might be allowed 
to remain there and to get employment 
in different avocations. 


*Tue CHAIRMAN: I do not see how 
that can arise. 


Mr. MWallace. 
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*Sir J. BLUNDELL MAPLE said he 
wished to explain. It would arise if 
the men were given passes to return in 
a year hence if they did not get employ- 
ment. 


*THE CHAIRMAN : That is too remote. 
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Mr. COURTENAY WARNER said 


he was reluctant to oppose the Vote 


‘in any way, as he did not wish to oppose 


the proper carrying on of the war, but 
he thought that some idea ought to be 
given as to what the items were. The 
right hon. Gentleman must have had 
items to make up the total, and if the 
items were fictitious, then the Estimate 
must be fictitious also. There must 
also be some proportion between the 
items. It was absurd to provide for 
such things as bedding, victualling, and 
forage when they did not know how 
many troops were to be embarked and 
where they were to be sent. 


Mr. BRODRICK said that the divi- 
sion between the items was fictitious. 


Mr. COURTENAY WARNER said 
that was the point. The division be- 
tween the items of the War Office were 
generally fictitious, because sums were 
transferred from one to another with 
the leave of the Treasury. He thought 
the proportion of the different items 
should be given to the Committee. 
The right hon. Gentleman said that the 
whole Estimate had been very care- 
fully drawn up, and that, therefore, 
they ought not to ask what the items 
were. That was not reasonable, and 
he did not think that such a large 
sum had ever been asked for before 
without some idea as to how it was to 
be divided up having been given. 


*Mr. CORRIE GRANT (Warwick- 
shire, Rugby) suggested that, at the 
least, hon. Members were entitled to 
have the information which Ministers 
had. If that were a true proposition, 
who was wasting the time of the House ! 
Members had now been engaged just two 
hours in trying to elicit information. 
Either the Secretary of State for War 
had information on the subject or he 
had not. If he had not, why did he 
not say so frankly? If he had infor- 
mation, he ought to give it to the Com- 
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mittee. 
was an estimate, and that he did not 
wish to be pinned to it. Why should 
not the Committee be treated honestly ? 
He had listened to the debate, and, as a 
new Member, he was at a loss to know 
what it was all about. If the right 
hon. Gentleman had the information, 
he should give it to the Committee. 
If he had not, the Vote should not be 
allowed. 


Mr. HERBERT LEWIS asked why 
fittings had been taken out of transports 
chartered by the Admiralty, and replaced 
by Government fittings at considerable 
expense. He wished to know how 
many of the transports were horse trans- 
ports. The right hon. Gentleman 
stated that a horse transport which 
would carry 400 horses would cost on 
an average £5,000 per month, and that 
if such transports were detained for 
several months the cost would be very 
considerable. He desired to know how 
many of them had been detained for 
long periods in South Africa. He 
wished to draw the attention of the 
Committee to. the fact that although 
they had been debating a Vote of nine 
and a half millions for an hour and a 
half. not a single representative of the 
Admiralty had thought it worth his 
while to be present. That was treating 
the House of Commons with contempt. 
They were asking the right hon. Gentle- 
man questions, and the representatives 
of the officials responsible were not 
present to give him the information 
which he had a right to ask of them. 
He thought the Committee would be 


justified in voting for the reduction. 


Tue FINANCIAL SECRETARY to 
THE WAR OFFICE (Lord STANtey, 
Lancashire, Westhoughton) said that 
with reference to the removal of the 
fittings there had been considerable dis- 
cussion as to the best mode of conveying 
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Let him say that the amount | 
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horses. There were two systems, one 
with long stalls and slings, and the other 
with short stalls and no slings. Both 
were tried, with a view to seeing which 
was the better. At first it was certainly 
thought that short stalls were not as 
good as long stalls, but he himself thought 
that after the experience of the war 
it would be found that the short stalls 
were better. The circumstances of the 
ship referred to by the hon. Gentleman 
had really nothing to do with fittings at 
all. She got into a tremendous gale, a 
big water tank got loose on the horse 
deck, and more horses were killed 
through that than by the breaking of 
the fittings. A question was asked as to 
the horse transports remaining at the 
Cape. There were two ships kept at 
the Cape for emergencies. They would 
be used if it were suddenly found neces- 
sary to, ship a regiment or a_ battery 
from a port in Cape Colony to a port 
in Natal, or vice versa. That had to be 
done as a military necessity. 


Mr. HERBERT LEWIS said the 
noble Lord did not answer his question 
as to why fittings had been taken out 
of transports. 


Lorp STANLEY said it was because 
the Admiralty plan was to have long 
stalls and slings, and the fittings were 
taken out and replaced with Admiralty 
fittings. 

*Sir J. BLUNDELL MAPLE asked 
how many horses were being brought 
from South Africa. 

Mr. BRODRICK said he was not 
aware that any horses other than the 
horses to which he had already referred 
were being brought back. 


Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 122 ; 
Noes, 182. (Division List No. 214.) 


AYES. 


Abraham, William(Cork,N. E. | 


Burns, John 
Burt, Thomas 


Ambrose, Robert 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Bell, Richard 

Blake, Edward 

Boland, John 

Bowles, T. Gibson (King’sLynn 
Brand, Hon. Arthur G. 

Brigg, Jolin 


VOL XCIV. 
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Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Allan, William (Gateshead) | Burke, E. Haviland- 


Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert 

Campbell, John (Armagh S.) 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Channing, Francis Allston 


Colville, John 

Craig, Kobert Hunter 

Crean, Eugene 

Crombie, John William 
Delany, William 

Dewar, J. A. (Inverness-shire) 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Donelan, Captain A. 

Doogan, P. C. 

Duafty, William J. 
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Dunn, Sir William 

Emuwott, Alfred 

Evans, 8. T. (Glamorgan) 
Fenwick, Charles 
Ferguson,R. C. Munro (Leith) 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Fuller, J. M. F. 

Gilhooly, James 

Gladstone, RtHn HerbertJohn 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Grant, Corrie 

Griffith, Ellis J. 

Hayden, John Patrick 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Chas. Seale- 
Hayter, Rt. Hn. Sir Arthur D. 
Hobhouse, C. E. H.(Bristol,E. ) 
Holland, William Henry 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Jacoby, James Alfred 

Joicey, Sir James 

Jones, William (Carnarvonsh. ) 
Kay-Shuttleworth, Rt HnSirU 
Kennedy, Patrick James 
Labouchere, Henry 

Langley, Batty 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leamy, Edmund 

Leese.Sir Joseph F( Accrington 
Leng, Sir John 

Lewis, John Herbert 


Supply—- 


Acland-Hood,Capt.SirAlex. F’. 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Allhusen, Augustus Henry E. 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bain, Col. James Robert 
Baldwin, Alfred 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. A. J.(Mane’r) 
Balfour, kt HnGerald W (Leeds) 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Bathurst, Hon. AllenBenjamin 
Beach, RtHn.SirM. H.( Bristol) 
Beach, Rt. Hn. W. W.B.( Hants 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bowles,Capt. H. F.( MiddJesex) 
Brassey, Albert 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Bullard, Sir Harry 
Butcher, John George 
Campbell, RtHnJ A.(Glasgow) 
Carlile, William Walter 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V.C.W.(Derbysh.) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Kt. Hn. J.(Birm.) 
Chamberlain, J. A. (Wore’r.) | 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 
Cochrane, Hon. T. H. A. E. 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Corbett,A. Cameron(Glasgow) 
Cranborne, Viscount 
Cripps, Charles Alfred 
Crossley, Sir Savile 


| Gretton, John 


| Hamilton, Marq. of(L’nd’derry 
| Hardy,Laurence(KentAshfrd 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 

| Heath, James (Staffs., N. W.) 


| Higginbottom, S. W. 
| Hoare, Edw. Brodie(Hampst’d) 
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Lloyd-George, David 

Lough, Thomas 

MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
M‘Arthur, William Cornwall) 
M‘Dermott, Patrick 
M‘Kenna, Reginald 

M‘Killo. W. (Sligo, North) 
Mellor, Rt. Hon. John Wm. 
Mooney, John J- 

Morgan, J. Lloyd (Carmarthen 
Moulton, John Fletcher 
Murpyh, J. 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) | 
Norman, Henry 

Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O'Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, '. 
O’Connor,Jas. (Wicklow, W.) 
O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O'Kelly, Jas.(Roscommon, N.) 
O'Malley, William 

O’ Mara, James 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 
Palmer, Geo. Wm. (Reading) 
Partington, Oswald 

Paulton, James Mellor 
Perks, Robert William 
Philipps, John Wynford 
Price, Robert John 

Rea, Russell 





NOES. 


Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davies, SirHoratioD.(Chath’m 
Denny, Colonel 

Dimsdale,Sir Joseph Cockfield 
Dixon-Hartland, Sir Fred. D. 
Dorington, sir John Edward 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
FitzGerald,SirRobert Penrose- 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edward Algernon 
Flower, Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gartit, William 
Gordon, Hn. J.E(Elgin& Nairn 
Gore, Hn.G. RCOrmsby-(Salop 
Gore, Hon.S. F. Ormsby-(Line.) 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. SirJohnEldon 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Graham, Henry Robert 
Greene,SirE W(B’rySEdm’nds 
Greene, Henry D.(Shrewsbury 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


Guthrie, Walter Murray 
Hamilton, Rt Hn. Ld.G(Midd’x 


Heaton, John Henniker 
Helder, Augustus 
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Reddy, M. 

Redmond,John E. (Waterford) 
Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
Roe, Sir Thomas 

Shaw, Charles E. (Stafford) 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Sinclair,CaptJ ohn(Forf«rshire 
Spencer, Rt. Hn. CR( Northants 
Sullivan, Donal 

Taylor, Theodore Cooke 
Thomas, David A. (Merthyr) 
Thomas, F. Freeman-( Hastings 
Wallace, Robert 

Walton, John L. (Leeds, §.) 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Warner, Thomas CourtenayT. 
Weir, James Galloway 
White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York, E.R.) 
Whiteley, Geo. (York, W.R.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palnrer 
Williams.Osmond(Merioneth) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid) 
Woodhouse,SirJ T( Huddersfd 
Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Mr. Dillon and Mr. Pirie. 


Hogg, Lindsay 

Hope, J. F.(Shetti ld, Brightside 
Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Howard, J.( Midd. ,Tortenham) 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Jessel, Captain Hervert Merton 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Kimber, Henry 

Knowles, Lees 
Lawrence,Joseph( Monmouth) 
Lawrence, Wim. 1’.(Liverpool 
Lawson, John Grant 

Lee, ArthurH( Hants, Fareham 
Legge, Col. Hon. Hrneage 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald W. Erskine 
Long,Col. Charles W (Evesham 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter( Bristol, 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft) 
Lucas, Reginald J.( Portsmouth 
Macdona, Jonn Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
Maconochie, A. W. 
M‘Arthur, Charles ( Liverpool) 
M‘Ixer, Sir Lewis(Edinb’ghW 
M‘Killop, James (Stirlingsh. 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Malcolm, lan 

Manners, Lord Cecil 

Maple, Sir John Blundell 
Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Maxwell, RtHnSirH. E(Wigt 
Maxwell, W.J.H.(Damfriessh. 
Meysey- Thompson, Sir H. ™. 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Milner, Rt. Hon. Sir Fredk.G. 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
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Montagu, Hon.J.Scott( Hants. 
More, Kobt. Jasper(Shropshire | 
Mowbray, Sir Robt Gray C. 
Muntz, Philip A. 
Murray, RtHnAGraham(Bute | 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Myers, William Henry 
Newdigate, FrancisAlexander 
0’ Neill, Hon. Robt. Torrens 
Orr- Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbary) 
Pease, Herb. Pike (Darlington 
Percy, Earl 
Pilkington, Lt.-Col. Richard 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pryce- Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 
Rankin, Sir James 
Rasch, Major Frederic Carne | 
Reed, Sir Edw. James(Cardiff) | 
Reid, James (Greenock, 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Rentoul, James Alexander 


Supply — 
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|, Richards, Henry Charles 


Rickett, Ks Compton 


| Ridley, Hn.M.W. (Stalybridge | 


Ridley,S. Forde(BethnalGreen 
Ritchie,Rt.Hn.Chas. Thomson | 
Robertson, Herb. (Hackney) | 
Robinson, Brooke 
Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
topner, Colonel Robert 
a Hon. Lionel Walter 
Round, James 

Rutherford, John 
Sackville, Col. 8. G. Stopford- 
Samuel, Harry 8. (Limehouse 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Seton-Karr, Henry 
Sharpe, William Edward T. | 
Shaw-Stewart,M.H.(Renfrew) | 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 
Smith,James Parker (Lanarks 


Spear, John Ward | 
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Spencer, Ernest( W. Bromwich) 
| Stanley, EdwardJas. (Somerset 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes.) 
Stewart,SirMarkJ M‘Taggart 
Stroyan, John 

Sturt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Valentia, Viscount 

Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Wason,JohnCathcart(Orkney) 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wodehouse, Rt. HnE. R. (Bath) 
Wortley, Rt. Hn. C. B.Stuart- 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 


FOR THE NOES— 





Original Question again proposed. 


Mr. FULLER (Wiltshire, Westbury) 


said he desired to call attention to the | 


extravagance of the present system 
under which remounts were purchased 
for His Majesty's service. The Com- 
mittee was asked to vote a sum of 
£3,119,000 for this purpose, and he was 
of opinion that if a different system was 
adopted a considerable permanent saving 
might result to the national exchequer. 
The present process was extravagant 
to a terrible extent. The remount 
officer gave notice to a horse dealer that 
in a certain time he should require for 
the Remount Department a certain 
number of horses. The dealer then 
bought horses, 


very often considerably | 


below the average of what was required, | 


and on a particular day the remount 


officer went to the depot and purchased | 


eighty or ninety horses an hour at an 
average price of at least £5 per head more 
than that at which the dealer had bought 
them. 

It might be said that there was no 
other machinery which could be used 
for the purchase of remounts, but he 


‘the remount depots of 


Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 
through the Yeomanry themselves. He 


was not speaking on this matter without 
experience, he himself having had to 
purchase large numbers of horses for 
the Imperial Yeomanry, and he was 
perfectly convinced, if such a system 
as he suggested were in force, it would 
result in a very great saving to the 
country. 

Another object he had for moving 
the Amendment which stood in_ his 
name was that a very large amount of 
the money paid for remounts went into 
the pockets of the wrong persons. Every- 
body knew that horse dealers throughout 
the country were making immense 
sums of money, and if that could be 
diverted so that it went into the pockets 
of the farmers and breeders of the horses 
which eventually found their way into 
the service a 
would be conferred on 


great benefit 


|a struggling industry. 


ventured to suggest that the adjutants | 
to the Yeomanry, who were to be reap- | 


pointed under the Army reorganisation 
scheme, might be usefully employed in 
their own districts for this purpose. If 
a saving only of £2 a head was effected 
it would amount, on the sum the Com- 
mittee was asked to vote, to no less 
than’ 200,000. The Government Pe 





Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That Item D (Purchase of Remounts) 
be reduced by £100.°—(Mr. Fuller.) 


*Sir J. BLUNDELL MAPLE wished 
to know whether the Government was 
still buying horses from abroad. There 
was no doubt whatever that during 
the last eighteen months or two years a 
great deal of rubbish had been bought 
from Austria-Hungary. He also wished 
to know whether the inquiry which had 


| been promised with regard to the swindles 


Wit 





which had taken place in South Africa 
onnection with horses purchased in 


2U2 
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Buda Pesth and Vienna was being 
prosecuted. The difference in the prices 


at which those horses were purchased, 
and at which they were sold to the 
Government, left as much as £10 or 
£20 per horse, which was divided among 
those who purchased them. It was 
nothing less than a wicked robbery, for 
the horses sent to South Africa were ot 
a most inferior class, and the use of such 
inferior horses had, no doubt, resulted 
in the death of hundreds and thousands 
of our men. 

It was of no use the right hon. Gentle- 
man shaking his head. He had supplied 
the right hon. Gentleman with evidence 
and letters upon the subject of the most 
reliable character, and it was perfectly 
well known that this swindle was being 
perpetrated. The reason he had asked 
for the inquiry to be held was that it was 
insinuated that certain officers in His 
Majesty’s service were mixed up in the 
swindle, and that was a very serious 
matter. The Ministers of Agriculture, 
both at Buda Pesth and Vienna, were 
prepared to give every information, 
and were disgusted that no inquiry 
had been made upon the subject. The 
horses were purchased and sold to the 
Government at a profit of sometimes 
£25 and the spoil divided, and were the 
worst horses that could be picked up off 
the streets. Was the same class of horse 
still being bought, and were the same 
people making the purchases? He 
believed that all the horses required for 
this purpose could be bred in this country 
and Ireland, but that was a question 
which might be discussed at another 
time; but with regard to the purchase 
of horses at Buda Pesth and Vienna 
he thought there ought to be a very 
strict inquiry. 


Mr. LOUIS SINCLAIR (Essex, Rom- 
ford) said he quite endorsed what had 
been said in regard to the horses pur- 
chased from all parts. A great number 
of them came from America, Canada, 
and South America, and those horses 
were quite unfit to undergo a sea voyage 
or to mount our men in South Africa. 
They were subject to colds, and quite 
unfit for the service. Those horses 


often came over in ships which were not 
suitable for carrying them, and they 
suffered from all kinds of diseases, and 


Sir J. Blundell Maple. 
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yet they were sold to the Government 
as good English horses, bred in this 
country. He thought the Government 
ought to have depots throughout the 
country to which farmers could bring 
their horses, and where they would 
get the full prices paid by the Govern- 
ment. The adoption of such a course 
would encourage farmers to breed horses. 
Certainly the present system of allowing 
the middleman to make all the profit 
was one which could not be for the 
benefit of the country at large. The 
farmers knew that prices had been paid 
for foreign horses that they would have 
been very glad to accept for their own 
horses, and they felt this very much. 
With regard to the question of colonial 
horses, Australian horses were notably 
good. Our eolonial troops had done 
effective service on colonial horses, which 
could be bought in Australia at from 
£10 to £20 eaeh, which was just about 
half the price the Government had been 
paying. If the surplus horses of Aus- 
tralia were sent over here at the market 
price, and were purchased by the Govern- 
ment, that would also encourage colonial 
breeders. 


Then there was the question 
motor-ears. ‘Lhis country was very far 
behind other countries in providing 


motor-cars, which could be maintained 
at less cost than horses. For about 
£80 they coul obtain a motor of five 
horse power, able to carry two men and 
a small gun. By this means they would 
be able to bring their troops into posi- 
tions into which they could not get on 
horseback. Upon motor-cars they would 
find that the soldiers would be able to 
get to places which it would be impossible 
for a horse to reach, and he thought 
motor-cars would enable them to deal 
very effectively with the war in South 
Africa. On horseback men were shot 
down very rapidly, but upon a motor-car 
with a small bullet-proof shield the men 
would not be so liable to be shot down 
as they had been in the past. Armies 
abroad were now using the motor-car, 
and they were largely used by France 
and Germany. Motor-cars would play 
a veryimportant part in future warfare, 
because they would be able to carry a 
miniature gun and two men, who would 
be able to protect themselves in a way 
which would be absolutely hopeless on 
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horseback. He hoped this matter would 
receive the right hon. Gentleman’s 
attention. 


Mr. PHILIPPS (Pembrokeshire) said 
he did not know what view the Govern- 
ment took in regard to accusations of 
corruption, but it seemed to him that this 
was a somewhat serious matter. They 
had just heard an accusation made, not 
by a person below the gangway or a 
pro-Boer, but by an hon. Baronet sitting 
on the Tory side, who did not make 
rash accusations every day. The hon. 
Baronet the Member for Dulwich said 
that he had got this information in his 
possession. 


*Sir J. BLUNDELL MAPLE said he 
had handed the letters over to the 
Government. 


Mr. PHILIPPS: Then the Govern- 
ment had in their possession evidence 
that British officers had been taking 
bribes. Officers were not in the House of 
Commons to defend themselves, and the 
honour of the Army was in the hands 
of the right hon. Gentleman opposite. 
The Secretary for War had in his posses- 
sion evidence that British officers had 
taken bribes, and yet he did not get up 
and answer the charge, and he allowed 
hon. Members to rise one after the other 
without even answering them. 


Mr. BRODRICK: It would be quite 
impossible for me to intervene after 
every individual speech. Anything that 
has occurred which it is desirable to have 
cleared up I am perfectly ready to clear 
up, and either my noble friend or myself 
will answer it. 


Mr. PHILIPPS said that an hon. 
Baronet on the Ministerial side had 
accused British officers of taking bribes, 
and now the right hon. Gentleman 
stated that he did not think anything 
had occurred to justify him answering 
the accusation. 


Mr. BRODRICK: I said nothing of 
the kind. What I said was that I did 
not think anything had occurred which 
rendered it necessary for me to trouble 
the House with a reply at the moment, 
before other Members had spoken. 


Mr. PHILIPPS said he understood 
the right hon. Gentleman to say that he 
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considered that up to the present nothing 
had happened to induce him to intervene 
in the debate, and that he intended to 
deal with the question at some other time. 
Upon an important matter like this 
they found the Secretary of State for 
War, who was the guardian of the honour 
of the Army, actually stated that an 
accusation of this nature was a thing 
which he might talk about at some 
other time. 


Mr. BRODRICK : I wish to point out 
to the hon. Member that the hon. 
Baronet has not made a statement with 
which it would be possible for me to 
deal at the present moment. I have not 
seen the Papers referred to, but I shall 
be perfectly ready to deal with the matter 
in the course of this discussion, and 
either my noble friend or myself will 
deal with it. 


Mr. PHILIPPS said the Papers on 
this subject had been handed over to the 
War Office, and the right hon. Gentle- 
man had not taken the trouble to read 
them. It seemed to him an extraordi- 
nary thing that a Tory baronet should 
accuse officers of the Army of accepting 
bribes, that the Papers should be com- 
municated to the Government, and that 
the Secretary of State should pay no 
attention to the matter. It was time the 
House should pay attention to it. It was 
high time that there should be an inquiry 
held into this matter, because it was very 
difficult for a private Member to bring 
before the House questions which must 
be largely matters of gossip and inference. 
There was no doubt that there were many 
men in this country to-day in possession 
of large sums of money who were very 
badly off when this war began. He 
knew of a case where a man was reported 
to be well off—worth £50,000. ‘‘ How 
did he make it?’ was the question. 
“Oh, buying horses for the Government.” 
He was now living like a rich man, and 
he had no ostensible means of making 
his wealth except by buying horses for 
the Government. The class of horses 
sent out to South Africa had been a very 
bad class. 


Mr. BRODRICK: Certainly not. 


Mr. PHILIPPS : Would the right hon. 
Gentleman call it a good class of horse 
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which died on the roadside ? He did not ; 
know who bought horses in the Argentine | 
for the Government, but they had 
bought a good many straight from the 
grass. If they bought a horse from the | 
grass he had to be fed on corn and hay, 
and exercised for at least three months , 
before he had muscle enough to do his 
work. [Ministerial cries of ‘* No, no.”] 
Hon. Members cried out ‘‘ No, no,” but 
let them ask their coachmen about the 
matter. If they had had a coachman at 
the War Office he would have known 
this. A horse which had been fed on 
nothing else but grass would take three 
months to get into condition. 


Mr. BANBURY (Camberwell, Peck- 
ham) : No, no. 
Mr. PHILIPPS: The hon. Member 


has evidently not consulted his coach- 
man. 


Mr. BANBURY: I beg the hon. 
Member's pardon, for I have consulted 
my coachman. 


Mr. PHILIPPS said everybody knew 
that a horse imported from Australia 
very rarely got into condition before 
something like six, nine, or twelve 
months. If they took a horse from 
grass and carried him over the sea to 
South Africa it would be little short of a 
miracle if he got into condition in four or 
six months. Argentine horses, as a rule, 
were good animals, if the right ones were 
obtained, and they were celebrated for 
their endurance. Many Argentine horses 
had been sent straight from grass to 
the front without any condition upon 
them, and they died off like flies. Was 
that good management ? Was he stating 
too much when he said it was a pity that 
the right hon. Gentleman did not consult 
his own coachman? What were the 
arrangements for horse purchasing which 
were being made to-day ? They had got 
down £3,100,000 for horses, and what 
arrangements had been made to guard 
against these mistakes in the future ? 
He wished to know how many horses 
were at the front now, and how many 
were at the base being brought into con- 
dition. For every two horses at the | 
front there ought to be one kept in 
reserve at the base. They were told just | 
before the last General Election that the 
war was over, but it had gone on, and | 


Mr. Philipps. 
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was still going on. And why was it going 
on? Was it because English soldiers 
were worse fighting men than the Boers, 
or that English officers were worse than 
the Boer officers? It was nothing of 
the kind, for this was simply a question 
of horseflesh. If a man on a grass-fed 
horse was sent to chase a man on a horse 
in good condition he would not catch 
him in twelve months. He thought it 
was about time that this matter was 
attended to. Anyone who was con- 
versant with the way horses had been 
bought for the War Office, either in 
Great Britain or abroad, knew that some- 
body had been buying horses whose 
hands were not clean. A serious aceusa- 
tion had been brought forward by the 
hon. Baronet opposite, who had asked 
for an inquiry, and who had accused 
British officers of taking bribes. Was it 
not time that such an inquiry was 
granted, and was it not time that the 
Leader of the House was present to hear 


' this discussion ? 


Mr. BRODRICK: No. 


Mr. PHILIPPS said that apparently 
the right hon. Gentleman thought that 
this was not necessary. 


Mr. BRODRICK: I assure the hon. 
Member that I know as much about 
horses as he does. 


Mr. PHILIPPS said if it was true that 
the right hon. Gentleman had _ been 
sending grass-fed animals to South 
Africa, he had not been giving the 
country the benefit of that knowledge 
of horses of which he was boasting so 
freely. He thought it was a somewhat 
cheap sneer for the right hon. Gentleman 
to say that he knew more about horses 
than he did, but that was immaterial to 
the question. The horses had _ been 
badly bought, and the right hon. Gentle- 
man was responsible. The Secretary for 
War was the person they had to call to 
account for those transactions. Here 
was a serious accusation made before the 
House by a_ responsible Member on 
the Government side, and they were 


'amply entitled to press the demand for 


an inquiry, and ask that the Govern- 


/ment should put on the Table the neces- 


sary Papers. They had a right to insist 
that allegations of corruption which had 
been made by the hon. Baronet opposite 
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should be probed to the very bottom, in 
the interests of the taxpayers of this 
country. 


Lorp STANLEY : I will first deal with 
some of the more milder criticisms. In 
regard to the provision of remounts, | 
feel it rather difficult to say what would 
be possible in the future, as we are just 
about to appoint a Committee which 
I hope will lay before the country de- 
finite plans as to the best way of obtain- 
ing horses in the future, not only in this 
country but also from our colonies. It 
is impossible that we should always have 
enough horses actually on the spot to 
meet our requirements in cases of emer- 
gency, and in some form a retaining fee 
must be paid to owners for the use of 
their horses. How that scheme can be 
developed it is impossible for me to say ; 
but I am glad to say that all the colonial 
Governments are prepared, as far as | 
can judge, to meet us as well as they can. 
I hope we shall be able to evolve some 
scheme which will prevent in the future 
our having to pay, what I admit we had 
to pay during the late crisis, panic prices 
for horses. The hon. Member for the 
Westbury Division put forward a_pro- 
posal that we should purchase horses 
through the adjutants of Yeomanry 
regiments direct from the owners and 
breeders. That is a suggestion well 
worthy of attention, although I am not 
quite sure myself that we should not do 
better by taking advantage of agricul- 
tural shows, and employing local autho- 
rities. That is a question for us to con- 
sider in the future. I entirely agree 
with the hon. Member when he says that 
as far as possible we should get horses 
direct from the breeders. Of course we 
must make some arrangement by which 
private breeders should bring their 
horses up to a certain point, and then we 
can send down officers to select what we 
require. It would be perfectly impos- 
sible to have remount officers going all 
over the country picking up a_ horse 
here and there. Earlier in the session 
my right hon. friend asked me to 
look into the question of dealing directly 
with the breeders, and I confess it | 
has not been a gigantic success. In 
one case an officer was sent down 
to a place in England to buy horses | 
from breeders who were asked to bring | 
the horses up to a certain point. Every 
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sort of rubbish was brought to him, and 
the result was that he went away with 
only two or three horses, pursued by a 
shower of stones from those people 
whose horses he had not bought. But 
if local committees were appointed to 
weed out the horses before the officer 
was sent down, I think that would be a 
feasible plan, and I hope to see it in 
operation. 

The hon. Member for the Romford 
Division has mentioned motor-cars 
as remounts. A Committee of which 
I am chairman has gone into the 
question of motor-cars for transport pur- 
poses. They have issued a prospectus 
in which they offer very large prizes, 
and they hope to get types of vehicles 
which at all events would be available for 
transport. They have not gone into the 
question whether motor-cars should be 
used for remounts. The spectacle of a 
regiment of motor-cars charging, no 
doubt, would be inspiriting ; but I do 
not think such a scheme would be likely 
to prove any permanent advantage to 
the Army. 

With regard to the accusations of 
the hon. Baronet the Member for 
Dulwich, the hon. Baronet has given me 
privately certain letters containing in- 
sinuations with regard to the buying of 
horses in Austria.’ These letters, I 
think he will admit, were handed to me 


| privately, to make any use I could of 


them. These letters make accusations 
of corruption, but against no particular 
individual. After seeing some gentlemen 
whom the hon. Baronet brought to my 
room, I communicated the substance of 
the letters to my right hon. friend, 
who told me to go into the question 
thoroughly, and to probe the accusations 
to the bottom. I went at once to the 
Commander-in-Chief, and the House will 
understand that, if anything is going 
wrong, proclaiming it on the housetops 
is not the best way to find it out. That 
very day inquiries began, and are still 
going on ; inquiries are being made, and 
shall be made, and the House may rest 
assured that if anyaccusation that has been 
made can be brought home to any indi- 
vidual it will undoubtedly be done. But 
the accusation was not made against any 
particular individual—I think the hon. 
Baronet will bear me out in that ? 


*Smr J. BLUNDELL MAPLE: There 
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was no name definitely mentioned. | out in that undertaking—that if any 
These letters were handed over six | definite accusation is made against any 


months since, and all I have asked is 
that inquiries should be made and the 
matter thoroughly investigated, because 
insinuations are made against people 
even if names are not mentioned. 


Lorp STANLEY : 


—I might almost say the whole 


Quite so ; but most 
of the 





accusations contained in the letters refer | 


to a time when we had not a single 
Government buyer in Austria. The 
Imperial Yeomanry at that time bought 
their own horses ; they undertook to do 
so. These officers were not under us 
in any way whatever, and therefore the 
Government can hardly be held respon- 
sible for the purchases of these officers. 
At the same time, inquiry is being made 
—not on the house-top, but privately— 
and if anything can be done to bring 
home any failing on the part either of 
Government buyers or Yeomanry buyers 
the House can rest assured that the 
Commander-in-Chief and my right hon. 
friend will be the first to wish to see it 
done. I must apologise for not having 
risen directly after the hon. Baronet 
had spoken. It must not be thought 
for one moment that I was going to 
allow accusations to be made against the 
honour of officers in the Army without 
desiring at once to reply. I had no such 
intention. [I am _ confident, notwith- 
standing all the accusations which have 
been made, that we shall be able to prove 
that there is not one word of truth in the 
theory of corruption which has been 
brought forward. Various accusations 
are always being made against buyers of 
horses. [“Sellers.""] Yes, and buyers 
also. Anonymous letters are continually 
being sent saying “this buyer came 
down ; he did not buy my horse, which 
was a good horse, but bought my neigh- 
bour’s horse, which was a bad one.” 


One person made a most violent accusa- | 
tion against the man from whom we ' 


bought most of our horses in Austria, 
but by the same post there arrived— 
although it was not posted at the same 
time—an application for this person to 
take the place of the man whom he had 
been traducing. In nearly all these 
matters there is a certain amount of 


personal animus, but I will undertake— 
and my right hon. friend will bear me 


Sir J. Blundell Maple. 


| particular individual every possible en- 
deavour shall be made to bring that 
officer to judgment. 


Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE ex. 
pressed his satisfaction with the account 
given by the Financial Secretary to the 
War Office of the inquiries being and to 
be made in regard to these purchases of 
Hungarian horses. Reference had been 
made to payment by the War Office for 
the registration of horses in the future. 
Within the last two or three weeks a 
memorandum had been issued from the 
War Office asking the Volunteer forces 
to provide themselves with transport. 
For the services of the transport they 
were to receive £1 per day, although 
the cost would certainly not be less than 
30s., and no fee was allowed for regis- 
tering the horses to be used on active 
service whenever necessary for the 
purposes of transport. It was hopeless 
for the War Office to attempt to get 
horses for these purposes unless the 
Volunteers were allowed a certain sum 
for registration. He believed the Govern- 
ment were on the right track in this most 
important matter, but they could not 
expect big contractors to put horses at 
the disposal of the Volunteers unless 
some such allowance was made. 

In the various arguments which had 
been advanced on the one side or the 
other a very serious financial aspect of 
this Vote had escaped attention. No 
less than eight millions of money were 
being voted for the services of remounts, 
and everybody admitted that at the 
beginning of the war the system was 
wasteful in the extreme. It was, there- 
fore, very unsatisfactory to find that as 
late as June 3rd of this year a letter 
appeared in The Times from a correspon- 
dent in South Africa, according to which 
the horses were at the present moment 
being wasted almost to the same extent— 
certainly in the same proportion. The 
writer pointed out that horses were put 
into requisition before they had had 
time to recover from the voyage. Much 
of the waste of horses in the war had 
been due to the want of skilled veterinary 
services. A great number of the horses 
which had had to be shot or abandoned 
would have been saved if they had had 
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proper treatment, and the troops would hammering as other horses in South 
have been given greater mobility than Africa, but upon their arrival the horses 
they had had during the whole course of his company were in better condition 
of the war. than those of any of the other troops 
Another point in connection with the with whom they were brigaded. Many 
Vote was that the Committee had had of the other troops had had remounts, 
no indication as to how much had been’! and one cavalry regiment had _ been 
spent on horses, mules, and trek oxen remounted three times with horses 
respectively. The right hon. Gentleman obtained from various parts of the world ; 
had casually mentioned that 260,000 and his experience in South Africa con- 
animals had been sent to South Africa, firmed the opinion he had formed after 
but the Committee had been kept in experience in Egypt snd India—that if 
ignorance of the amount paid per head. an English horse had a few days to 
According to the consular reports the recover after landing he was worth two 
average payment for mules worked out or three horses from any other country. 
at about £20. Why should this absurd The whole subject of obtaining remounts 
secrecy continue ? Accusations—which for the Army generally was a most 
he did not believe—had been made with important one, and he was glad to hear 
regard to money going into the hands the possibility of getting our own horses 
of officers, but the possibility of such in England and Ireland was to be in- 
accusations would be avoided by a state- quired into. The present system was 
ment of the exact amount paid by the essentially bad, and, tested by the war, 
War Office and the precise number of had absolutely broken down. In the 
animals purchased. It was also desir- interests of the Army and of the country 
able that the Committee should know at large, particular weight should be 
what had been the expenditure of horse given to this question when the full 
flesh and mule flesh by the cavalry, the investigation at the close of the war was 
artillery, and the transport services. made. We had learnt by bitter experi- 
NER PAN ence that we particularly wanted men 
Meat Madovnks ose os pind to ride horses, and therefore the horses 
Whather PE question of iaiaicenians to carry those men were a most important 
would form a part of the inquiry to be ae. eee —— =? 
held at the close of the war, but certainly SY*t°™ “6 ——— —_ pe 
the lamentable waste of horses had been —a — rag dilagentice 
a See renee supply of horses for the Army should 

one of the blots of the campaign in South }, ‘clad 
Africa. As to the horses sent out, his © ““P’ "P: 
opinion was that they were not of a very Lorp STANLEY: I must ask the 
good class. A little experience was Committee to pardon me for intervening 
worth a great deal of theory, and from; again so soon, but I must answer my 
his experience of Indian and Australian noble friend’s remarks. He has spoken 
horses he firmly believed that English of the horses he bought in London, and 
horses were the best in the world. He’ he gave us to understand that we might 
had always been a great believer in have bought many more. He also says 
English and Irish horses, and in that) that his horses lasted better than those 
belief he bought in London most of the we bought. I happen to know some- 
horses upon which his corps were thing about the company the noble 
mounted. He had no difficulty in get-, Lord was in, because my brother was 
ting good sound horses, and he bought not only in it then, but he is still out 
them at the regulation Government there. As to the work those horses had 
price. As far as South Africa was con- to do, they did not join us until we 
cerned, he was fortunate in that his reached Princetown, which must have 
horses had had a few days to recover been about the 18th of May; they hada 
irom the effects of a bad passage, and | rest of some days at Bloemfontein, and 
they also had the advantage of grass- joined headquarters at Princetown. They 
feeding on the march from Bloemfontein. | went on to Johannesburg, where, again, 
From that time the hard work began, | they had, I think, three days rest. They 
and until they reached Pretoria the then went into Pretoria, and about the 
horses had probably the same sort of | 16th or 17th June came back to Johan- 
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nesburg. From that time until the| 
noble Lord came home the corps did not | 
leave Johannesburg, although I admit | 
they were doing arduous outpost work | 
at that place. 


Lorp ALWYNE COMPTON did not 
wish there to be any mistake. He 
referred in his remarks to the time they | 
reached Pretoria, and his point was that 
his horses marched in the same time 
and under the same starvation conditions 
between Bloemfontein and Pretoria. 


Lorp STANLEY: I wish to assure | 
the noble Lord that the horses had less 
work, as a matter of fact, than most of 
the other horses in the Colony. Can 
the noble Lord tell us the percentage of 
his horses that died ? 


Lorp ALWYNE COMPTON: Abou' 
50 per cent. 


Lorp STANLEY: My _ information | 
is that it was a little higher than that. 
But [ do not think we can judge the 
matter by any individual case, and the 
Committee must not be led into thinking | 
that all the horses sent out were of a bad 
class. 


Mr. PHILIPPS: Could 


us the total number sent out ? 


Lorp STANLEY : | am afraid I could | 
not state the total number of horses 
sent out. From the commencement of | 
the war until the 3lst May, 172,985 
horses and 80,733 mules were sent out. 
In the next figures that I have horses and | 
mules are not separated; on the 11th 
May, 1901, there were being fed a total 
of 185,000 animals, excluding oxen, so 
that out of 253,708, plus any horses 
that were bought in the colony, there | 
were left on the Ist of May a total of 
185,000. 


Mr. MILDMAY (Devonshire, Totnes) | 
agreed that English horses beat almost | 
any other horses in South Africa, 
although the native horses there ranked | 
very high. It was unfortunate that 
advantage was not taken earlier of local 
supplies by taking horses from the Boers. 
That that was not done was due to a 
desire to treat the Boers very well, as 
undoubtedly we had done. He did not 


Supply— 


tell | 


you 


agree in condemning the class of horses 
sent out because of the percentage of | 


Lord Stanley. 
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| dition, 


'which took place. 


| Division, 
‘would be thoroughly relieved by the 
| statement of the noble Lord the Financial 


been any corruption. 
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deaths. Owing to the necessities of the 
case, horses were sent up country directly 
they were landed; they were then not 
adequately fed, and consequently they 
scarcely had a fair chance. He was not 
favourably impressed with the Argen- 
tine horses ; they appeared to have no 
heart in them. Hunting men knew 
the importance of horses being in con- 
but these unfortunate horses 
had no condition at all, because directly 
they arrived they were rushed up to the 
front and given to the troops at once. 
Moreover, the horses were inadequately 
fed. The column he was with had great 
difficulty in getting supplies at all. Their 
English horses were sometimes on two 
pounds of oats a day, and at one time 
they had nothing but a handful of mealies. 
Under these circumstances the horses 
dropped out very rapidly, and it was often 
a matter of anxiety whether one would 
be able to get his men home at night 
with their horses, or whether the horses 
would not have to be left, and the men 
get home as best they could. It had been 
said that the mortality amongst the 
horses was greatly due to the Yeomanry 
being bad horse-masters. He did not 
think that was so at all. A great many 
of the Yeomanry went out with very 


‘little knowledge of horses, but they were 


most anxious to learn. The horses were 
inspected every night, and he maintained 
that the men, who were a very intelligent 
class, became excellent horse-masters in 
their own interest before very long. 


Mr. PIRIE said the chances which 
the horses got on reaching South Africa 
fully justified the extraordinary mortality 
With regard to the 
charges of swindling brought forward 
by the hon. Member for the Dulwich 
he was sure the Committee 


Secretary to the War Office. He thought 
very few Members believed that there had 
Although he had 
heard of large fortunes being made, these 
fortunes were made by contractors 
who had supplied horses for the troops, 
but he had not heard that British officers 
were suspected of making money in that 
way, and he did not believe it. One 
reason for the extraordinary mortality 
of the horses was the absolute want of 
fairplay which they received, a great 
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many of them being sent to the front{a mounted army. Every cavalry regi- 
within twenty-four hours of their dis-| ment ought to have a large number of 
embarcation. The orders from the Chief | remounts. so that we could send out 


of the Staff were, however, imperative, | without delay not raw animals, but 
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and had to be obeyed. Another reason 
was to be found to some extent in the | 
composition of the irregular corps ; 
for it was not to be expected that engi- 
neers, stokers, waiters, and_ riff-raff, | 
men with no knowledge of horses, could 
be turned into horse-masters even in a 
few weeks. He blamed the Government 
for their want of foresight in regard to 
the Remount Department, which in 
June, 1899, consisted of but one depot 
in England and one in Ireland, with a 
total, he believed, of only six officers. 
The war had not lasted many months 
before that Department had to be 
greatly enlarged. He must say that | 
the work done by the Department had 
been unprecedented and most praise- 
worthy. He trusted that an inquiry 
would be made into all these matters. 
He was in favour of free trade in the 
breeding of horses rather than of Govern- 
ment breeding establishments, and 
thought that breeders of horses should 
obtain more encouragement from the 
Government. He believed we should 
follow the example of Canada and Aus- 
tralia, where horses were bred by private 
gentlemen. 


Mr. SCOTT-MONTAGU (Hampshire, 
New Forest) said he would like to impress 
on the Government what bad already 
been done in France and Germany 
with respect to the use of motor-cycles 
for militar: purposes. He thought the 
Government might well devote a little 
attention to this subject. Cyclist corps 
had already proved to be extremely 
useful, and if equipped with motor- 
cycles would be even more effective. 
Motors, too, were necessary for transport 
and commissariat if we were to hold | 
our place in any war in this or in other 
civilised country. 


CotoneL PILKINGTON (Lancashire, | 
Newton) said that after listening to the | 
speeches which had been made they | 
could only come to the conclusion that 
the remount system in South Africa | 
had been conducted on a most wasteful | 


trained, tried, and selected animals. The 
most perfect scheme for remounts would 
be one by which in the wild parts ot 
the south of England, some farts of 
Scotland, and in Ireland horses bought 
cheaply and selected carefully should be 
kept ready to remount each of the 
cavalry regiments at the brigade centre. 
Our remount system needed revolution- 
ising. He believed, indeed, that every 
department in the Army wanted revo- 
lutionising. We must have an ample 
reserve of horses as well as an ample 
reserve of men. 


Mr. BRODRICK : We have listened 
to some interesting speeches. It is 
assumed, somewhat hastily, I think, 
that there has been some very consider- 
able breakdown in the whole question 
of remounts for South Africa. My 
hon. and gallant friend who has just 
sat down is under the impression that 
we started this war without any reserve 
at all. We had a reserve of 14,000 
horses. These horses were available the 
moment the war broke out. The difh- 
culty lay in the distance of the seat of 
war. I do not, however, wis to put 
a couleur de rose statement before the 
House. I quite admit that when it 
came to be a question of sending out 
an enormous number of horses from 
all parts of the world some horses were 
sent that did not prove altogether satis- 
factors. The hon. Member for Pem- 
broke stated that a large number of 
horses were sent which ought never 
to have been sent at all. I demur 
a little to that statement, and also to 
the imputation he made. 


Mr. PHILIPPS called attention to 
the speech of the noble Lord opposite, 
who stated that he had made inquiry 
on the subject. He thought a Parlia- 
mentary inquiry would be better. He 
made no imputation. 


Mr. BRODRICK: I do not wish to. 


bandy words with the hon. Gentleman. 
He made a vehement attack upon me 


principle. The question of remounts was | and upon my noble friend who dealt 
most ‘mportant. The field army of the | with that question. I can only say, with 
future must be to a very great extent | regard to imputations of corruption in. 
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before me, that I shall always act in the | 


most stringent manner consistent with 
justice in order to ensure that there shall 
be no waste of public money in that way. 
The Government has not the slightest 
desire to shield anybody who may be 


guilty. As regards the Argentine horses, 
the hon. Gentleman endeavoured to 


saddle me with the responsibility for all | 


the bad horses that were bought there. 
The purchase of horses in the Argentine 
was stopped before I came into office, 
and consequently that accusation is 
wholly unfounded. I have been asked 
what are the prices of horses bought in 
various countries. I have no objection 
to give the Committee generally the 
prices which we have had to pay for 
horses. It is said that our horses from 
home are the best horses. I think that 
is probably toa large extent true, but they 
are also the most expensive horses. The 
Government pay for cavalry and artillery 
horses at home on an average about £72 ; 
the horses obtained from Canada cost 
on the spot about £30; and those 
obtained in Australia, the United States, 
and Hungary vary from about £20 to 
£25. We have had, of course, to con- 
sider the class of horses which could be 
obtained and the rapidity with which 
they could be brought together. 

It has been asked why we did not 
take all the horses in the Orange Free 
State and the Transvaal. Lord Roberts 
told me that he had seen very few left in 
the Orange Free State and the Transvaal, 
as they had been cleared away by the 
enemy as they retired. As to Cape 
Colony, | would remind the Committee 
that without martial law you may buy, 
but you cannot requisition, horses. 
When martial law was put into operation 
horses were requisitioned, and, in point of 
fact, Lord Kitchener bought 41,000 
horses in the month of January in South 
Africa, and we have been supplying 
horses at the rate of 10,000 a month for 
the last six months. I have received 
during this discussion a telegram from 


Lord Kitchener, who cannot have antici- 


pated the debate, in which he mentions 
that his mounted troops are well and 
suitably mounted. The Government 
are quite aware of the necessity of putting 


| 


the remount establishment on the best , 


possible basis, but it is impossible for the 
| 


Mr. Brodrick. 


{COMMONS} 


the matter of horse-dealing, if any come | 
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cavalry when at home to have two horses 
apiece, as the drill would not permit of a 
man looking after two horses. We will 
see that a suitable reserve of horses is 
established, and we are carefully con- 
sidering the sources of supply which the 
experience of the war has shown to be 
the best. My noble friend, who has 
some knowledge of horseflesh, has under- 
taken the charge of a Committee which 
is investigating the matter. I believe 
that when the record of the war comes to 
be written and the inquiry of which we 
have heard so much takes place it will be 
found that the mortality among horses 
was chiefly due to the fact that they had 
to be used before they had sufficiently 
recovered from the sea voyage. That is 
accountable for the greater part of the 
expenditure on horses in South Africa. 


Mr. COURTENAY WARNER said 
that what they complained of was that 
there had not been a sufficient reserve 
of horses during the war, and that even 
at the present moment there was not a 
sufficient reserve. He asked the Secre- 
tary of State for War what the reserve 
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was in South Africa at the present 
moment, besides the horses actually 
in use. it 

Mr. BRODRICK said that he had 


asked Lord Kitchener whether he desired 
more horses to be sent in order to form 
such a reserve, and Lord Kitchener 
replied that he was satisfied with the 
present supply. , mb 


Mr. COURTENAY WARNER said 
that that authority was the highest and 
best, and it was quite sufficient for him; 
but there was a letter in Monday's Times 
in which it was stated that— 

“unless a large reserve camp of remounts is 
formed from which horses are never to be dis- 
turbed until perfectly fit to perform the work 
they are called upon to do, and unless officers 
concern themselves more directly with the care 
of the horses ridden by their men, our opera 
tions will always be seriously handicapped.” 

That was the statement of Zhe Times 
principal correspondent in South Africa 
with Sir Bindon Blood’s column, and it 
surely afforded ground for the uneasiness 
on the part of Members in all parts of 
the Committee as to the state of the 
remounts even now. They had _ been 
assured by the Government over and 
over again that sufficient horses were 
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being sent out, but each time that assur- 
ance had proved illusory. In spite of 
what had been said on behalf of the 
(Government, one did feel that the 
remount department had broken down. 
He wished also to direct attention to the 
cost of the horses coming from such 
great distances as the Argentine and 
Canada. 


Mr. LAMBERT (Devonshire, South 
Molton) said he wished to ask a question 
with reference to the inquiry which the 
Secretary of War was now holding as to 
the allegations of corruption made by 
the hon. Member for Dulwich. As he 
understood it, the Papers had been in 
the hands of the Financial Secretary to 
the War Office for six months. 


Lorp STANLEY said, although he 
could not remember the exact date, 
the Papers were only placed in his hands 
during the Easter holidays. 


Mr. LAMBERT said that when this 
matter which concerned the honour of 
British officers, which it was everyone's 
wish to jealously guard, had been probed 
to the bottom, he hoped the noble Lord 
would publish the result of the inquiry. 


Mr. BRODRICK said that allegations 
of criminal corruption had been made, but 
they had not been specified in individual 
cases. But he would take care that the 

ole business should be brought for- 
ward and investigated. The allegations 
extended over a considerable period of 
time. 


Mr. LAMBERT said what he wanted 
to make sure of was that if there was 
any foundation for these allegations of 
corruption, they should be publicly 
stated, and the responsibility should. be 
brought home to the right people. 


*Sir H. MEYSEY-THOMPSON (Staf- 
fordshire, Handsworth) said there was 
another point which he wished to raise 
that had not yet been mentioned. A 
great deal of the expense and waste 
which had occurred in connection with 
the horses in South Africa had been 
caused not so much by the want of 
quality as by the enormous weights 
which they had to carry on their backs. 
He had reliable information from many 
friends in South Africa that the horses 
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had. to carry 18, 19, or even 20 stone. 
The experience of many generations in 
the employment of jockeys, hunt ser- 
vants, postillions, and second horsemen, 
had taught them that if you want to: 
get the best. work out of horses in the 
way of pace and endurance you must 
put light men on their backs, but 
the wisdom of the War Office had abso- 
lutely excluded the light men from the 
Army. There were two disadvantages 
in the existing practice. One was that 
they did not get the men best fitted for 
the work; and the other was that 
they quite unnecessarily restricted the: 
field of recruiting. They calmly and 
deliberately excluded from the Army 
enormous. numbers of men who could 
do everything that a soldier was required 
to do. He thought the attention of 
Parliament and the country ought to be 
called to the fact that they had been 
systematically and. habitually — over- 
weighting their horses, and that they 
were systematically and designedly ex- 
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cluding light-weight men from the 
Army. 
*Sir ARTHUR HAYTER wished to 


emphasise the fact that neither he nor 
the hon. Member for Westbury desired 
to exclude horses from Canada or Aus-- 


tralia. What they did wish was that 
purchases should be made locally. The 
War Office should: give notice that 


officers to purchase would attend fairs, 
and they would buy direct from the 
farmers at £28 instead of giving £40 to: 
the dealers. He hoped that after the 
satisfactory speech of the right hon. the 
Secretary of State for War his hon: 
friend would withdraw his motion. 


Mr. DILLON said that the answer 
of the Secretary of State for War was 
perfectly unsatisfactory. The Govern 
ment had instituted an action for the 
refund of enormous sums paid for re- 
mounts. He was not aware whether 
the case was sub judice. 


Mr. BRODRICK: Yes, it is. 


Mr. DILLON said that in that case 
he would not pursue that point further. 
The right hon. Gentleman had just read. 
out a telegram from: Lord Kitchener 
declaring that his mounted troops were 
now satisfactorily mounted. But he had. 
in his hand.a statement. by one of the 
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«hief correspondents of The Times at 
present with Sir Bindon Blood’s column, 
dated from the headquarters at Middel- 
burg, 6th May, in which he said— 

“ Owing to the difficulty experienced in 
securing fresh horses, the efficiency of the 
columns hurried from place to place is seriously 
impaired. The troops are for the most part 
pitiably mounted. Horses are put into re- 
quisition before they have had time to recover 
‘from the effects of the sea voyage, and after 


being admitted to the sick lines, have to be | 
given out again while still in an unfit condi- | 


tion.” 
They knew perfectly well that a good 


deal more weight was to be attached to | 


{COMMONS} 
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done, and it was clear that if the horses 
were not taken they might fall into the 
| hands of the Boers. He hoped that 
steps would be taken to prevent the 
continuance of that evil. He fully con- 
curred with the remarks of previous 
| speakers as to some of the horses having 
| to earry too much weight. 


Mr. FULLER said he was quite 
satisfied with the assurance that had 
been given him by the right hon. Gen- 
tleman the Secretary of State for War, 


the statements of The Times correspon- | 


dents who were allowed to go 
columns like those of Sir Bindon Blood 
than to the statements of the ordinary 
correspondents at the beginning of the 
war, and they had the specific statement 
that the troops were for the most part 
pitiably mounted. And the very system 
which had been indicted in the course 
of this debate by experts in this matter 


was apparently in full swing at the pre- | 
sent moment, and still they were asked | 
to vote these three millions of money. | 


He should certainly divide the Com- 


mittee on the reduction which had been | 


moved. 


Sir SAVILE CROSSLEY (Halifax) 
pointed out that after Cape Colony was 
put under martial law, in some districts 
the commandants had taken the trouble 
to secure every horse, so that none were 
left for the Boers ; 
districts in which that work had not been 


with | 


but there were many | 


and begged leave to withdraw his 
motion. 
Mr. BATTY LANGLEY (Sheffield, 


| Attercliffe) asked what size the horses 
were that were now being bought for 
remounts. He understood that they 
'were expected to carry 16 to 18 stone 
weight and that they were only 144 to 
15 hands high. 


Lerp STANLEY said it was_ not 
possible to answer the hon. Member. It 
did not follow that because a horse was 
small it was unable to carry a certain 
weight. 


Mr. 


BATTY LANGLEY said he 
| wished the Committee to understand 
‘that the country was paying from 
| £40 to £50 for ponies only 144 to 15 
/hands high. 

| Question put. 

The Committee divided :— Ayes, 78; 
| Noes, 154. (Division List No. 215.) 


AYES. 


Abraham, Wm. (Cork, N. E.) 
Allan, William (Gateshead) 
Bell, Richard 

Blake, Edward 

Boland, John 

Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Boyle, James 

Brigg, John 

Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
3urke, E. Haviland- 

Burns, John 

Burt, Thomas 

‘Caldwell, James 

Campbell, John (Armagh, 8.) 
Colville, John 

Crean, Eugene 

Delany, William 

Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dillon, John 

Doogan, P. C. 

Dutty, William J. 

Flavin, Michael Joseph 

Flynn, James Christopher 

Gilhooly, James 


Mr. Dillon. 


Grant, Corrie 


Hayden, John 


Lloyd-George, 


Murphy, J. 





Goddard, Daniel Ford 


Gurdon, Sir W 
Hardie, J. K.(MerthyrTydvil) 


Hayne, Rt. Hon. Chas. Seale- | 
Holland, William Henry 
Jones, William (Carnarvons. ) 
Kennedy, Patrick James 
Lambert, George 

Langley, Batty 

Leamy, Edmund 

Lewis, John Herbert 


Lough, Thomas 
MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
M‘Dermott, Patrick 
M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 
Mooney, John J. 

Morton, Edw.J. 


Nannetti, Joseph P. 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) | Weir, James Galloway 
Norman, Henry 


Norton, Capt. Cecil William 

O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 

O’Connor,James(Wicklow,W. 

OConnor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
| O'Kelly, James(Roscommon,N 
O’ Malley, William 
| 0’ Mara, James 
O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 
Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
Philipps, John Wynford 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
Price, Robert John 
Reddy, M. 

tedmond, John E. (Waterford 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Schwann, Charles E. 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Sinclair,CaptJ ohn(Forfarshire 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Sullivan, Donal 
Taylor, Theodore Cooke 
Thomas, David Alfred(Merth’r 


. Brampton 


Patrick 


David 


C.(Devonport) 


White, George (Norfolk) 
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orses Whiteley,George(Yorks,W.R. | Wilson,HenryJ.(Yorks,W. R.) | TELLERS FOR THE AYES 

h Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) Captain Donelan and Mr. 
‘a : Whittaker, Thomas Palmer | Yoxall, James Henry Patrick O’Brien. 

1a 

the NOES. 

con- Acland-Hood,Capt.SirAlex.F. | Fuller, J. M. F. Murray, Charles J.(Coventry) 

a Agg-Gardner, James Tynte Garfit, William Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 

10U8 Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel | Gorst, Kt. Hon. Sir John E. Parker, Gilbert 

ving Allhusen,Augustus Hy. Edeu | Gray, Ernest (West Ham) Pease, Herbert Pike(Darlingt’n 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John | Greene,SirEW(B’rySEdm’nds | Pemberton, John S. G. 
Balfour, Rt. Hon. A.J.(Mane’r | Greene, W. Raymond-(Cambs | Pilkington, Lt.-Col. Richard 

juite Balfour, Rt HnGerald W.(Leeds Guthrie, Walter Murray _ Platt-Higgins, Frederick 

had Balfour, Maj. K. R.(Christch.) Hamilton, Kt. HnLordG(Mid’x — Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 

- Bathurst, Hon. AllenBenjamin | Hamilton,Marq.of(L’d’nd’rry) | Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 

Gen- Beach, Rt. Hn.SirM.H.(Bristol Hanbury, Rt. Hn. Robert W. Purvis, Robert 

War, Beach, ktHn. W. W.B.(Hants. Harris, Frederick Leverton Pym, C. Guy 

his Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. Harwood, George tandles, John S. 
Bigwood, James Hayter, Rt. Hn. Sir Arthur D. | Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Blundell, Colonel Henry Heath, James (Stafts., N.W.) Reid, James (Greenock) 
Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- Heaton, John Henniker tenshaw, Charles Bine 
jeld, Boustield, William Robert Helder, Augustus Rentoul, James Alexander 
orses Bowles, TGibson (King’sLynn) | Henderson, Alexander tenwick, George 
ra Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John | Higginbottom, 8. W. Rickett, J. Compton 
lor Bullard, Sir Harry Hoare,EdwBrodie(Hampstead | Ridley,Hn.M.W (Stalybridge) 
they Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. | Hope,J.F.(Sh’ffield, Brightside | Ritchie, Rt. Hn.Chas.''homson 
tone Cautley, Henry Strother Howard,J.(Midd.,Tottenham) | Robertson, Herbert (Hackney 

L t Cavendish, V. C. W.(Derbysh. | Hudson, George Bickersteth Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 

7? Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) Hutton, John (Yorks, N. R.) topner, Colonel Robert 
Chamberlain, 8t.Hon.J.(Birm. | Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) | Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Chamberlain,J Austen(Wore’r | Kearley, Hudson E. Shaw-Stewart,M. H.(Renirew) 

not Chapman, Edward Keswick, William Smith,JamesParker(Lanarks. 

It Charrington, Spencer Kimber, Henry Spear, John Ward 
was Clare, Octavius Leigh Knowles, Lees Stanley,Edw. Jas. (Somerset) 
i Coghill, Douglas Harry Lawson, John Grant Stanley, Lord (Lanes.) 

‘tain Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse Lee, ArthurH(Hants,Fareham | Stewart,SirMarkJ.M ‘Taggart 
Colston, Chas. Edw.H. Athole Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage Stone, Sir Benjamin 
Cook, Sir Fredk. Lucas Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 

he Corbett, A.Cameron(Glasgow) | Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine | Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 

‘and Cranborne, Viscount Long,Rt.Hn. Walter(Bristol,S | Talbot,Rt.Hn.J.G(Oxfd Univ. 

: Crossley, Sir Savile Lonsdale, John Brownlee Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 

“Om Dalrymple, Sir Charles Loyd, Archie Kirkman Tritton, Charles Ernest 

» 15 Davies, Sir H. D. (Chatham) | Lueas,Col. Francis (Lowestoft) | Tufnell, Lieut-Col. Edward 
Dorington, Sir John Edward | Lucas,ReginaldJ.(Portsmouth | Tuke, Sir John Batty 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- Macdona, John Cumming Valentia, Viscount 
Duke, Henry Edward Maclver, David (Liverpool) Wallace, Robert 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin Maconochie, A. W Wanklyn, James Leslie 

78: Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas | M‘Arthur, Chas. (Liverpool) | Warner, Thos. Courtenay T. 

g Emmott, Alfred M‘Iver,SirLewis(EdinburghW | Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edw. M‘Killop, Jas. (Stirlingshire) | Webb,Uolonel William George 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst Maple, Sir John Blundell Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Finch, George H. Maxwell,W.J.H(Dumfriessh. | Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E. R. (Bath 
am Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne | Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. | Wortley, Rt. Hon.C. B.Stuart- 
ny) Fisher, William Hayes Mildmay, Francis Bingham Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 

1 W. Fison, Frederick William Milner, Rt. Hn. Sir Fredk. G. 

l) FitzGerald ,SirRKobertPenrose- Molesworth, Sir Lewis TELLERS FOR THE NoOES— 
mn,N Fitzroy, Hn. Eaward Algernon Moon, Edward Robert Pacy Sir William Walrond and 
Forster, Henry William More, Robt. Jasper(Shropshire) Mr. Anstruther. 

Foster,SirMichael(Lond.Univ. | Murray,RtHnAGraham (Bute 
den) Original Question again proposed. started out from Australia with a total of 
| 8,383 horses, and thirty-two from Buenos 
Caprain NORTON contended that | Ayres with a total of 25,872. One 
the action of the Government in con-| would have supposed that at least the 
ford nection with the supply of horses for| fifteen transports from this country 
hs.) the South African war had been at | would have carried a veterinary surgeon. 
fault from top to bottom. With regard} One would have thought that at least 
hire to the transport of horses, the loss in| that precaution would have been taken 

j horseHesh had been extravagant from | when sending valuable horses across 
every point of view. No fewer than|the sea; because the horses sent from 

th’r fifteen transports left this country at the | this country were the most valuable; 
outset of the war carrying on an average |they averaged £40 per head, when 
294 horses each; seventeen transports | purchased at three and four years old, 
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and when they had been trained were 
valued at £70 apiece. It might be said 
that the Government were net aware 
of the fact that they would require 
so many veterinary surgeons. But he 
himself drew attention on the Estimates 
previously to the war to the deplorable 
state of the Army Veterinary Depart- 
ment, which had only sixty-three execu- 
tive veterinary officers at the outbreak 
of the war. With regard to the seven- 
teen ships from Australia and thirty-two 
from Buenos Ayres, men known as 
cattle runners were placed on board 
sixty-four shins, to take care of 38,665 
horses. Up to June, 1901, 70,784 
reached South Africa from: North and 


South America, Australia, and Hungary. | 


Of the number transported, 3,119 died. 
That was, he admitted, not a large pro- 
portion; but of that number a corn- 
siderable portion would have — been 
saved if veterinary surgeons had beer 
carried by the ships. Of mules there 
were 70,759 transported, of which 
2,471 died on route. This was a ver, 
large proportion indeed. To show t.e 
loss which had _ occurred through, 
as he contended, want of proper super- 
vision, he quoted the case of the MV. 
battery of the Royal Horse Artillery. 
That battery was created at New Bridge, 
but it had not its proper complement of 
horses. The horses were brought out 
from England without proper inspection, 
and pink eye broke out among them, 
and the whole Battery was infected. 
Again, scratch teams were sent from 
England which picked up the batter 
at New Bridge. They were untrained 
and unknown to the men for service, and 
that in his opinion was not the proper way 
to send a battery into action. Then 
there was the case of the “ Rapidan,” on 
which glanders broke out with most 
deplorable results. His contention was 
that the Remount Department ought to 
be controlled by the Army Veterinary 
Department, and that all purchases and 
shipments of horses should be under that 
Department, which would give us a 
definite Department upon which re- 
sponsibility could be saddled. In the 
case of all great carrying companies— 
omnibus and the like—in this country 
all the horses were bought by the veteri- 
nary surgeons, and the results in these 
eases were fairly good. Another point 


Captain Norton. 
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to which he wished to draw attention 
was the fact that, out of the 250,000 
animals which were used in the early 
stages of the war in South Africa, only 
20,000 were purchased in South Africa, 
In other words, proper advantage was 
not taken of the opportunity to purchase 
properly seasoned horses on the spot. 
The system of station hospitals in India 
for horses acted admirably, and the 
Government were obliged to send for 
some of the staff of those hospitals for 
service in South Africa, and they were 
the only hospitals which had done any 
really satisfactory work. The loss of so 
many horses in South Africa was due to 
the fact that the veterinary surgeons 
had nobody to give an order to, the 
farriers and shoeing smiths being under 
the officers of their own regiments. 

The wastage of animals had been stated 
by the right hon. Gentleman to be some 
10,000 a month, but this was very 
greatly under the mark. A few months 
ago it was about 7,500 a week ; between 
400,000 and 500,000 animals had been 
used up during the first seventeen 
months of the war. _The casualties 
among those animals—he included mules 
and trek oxen—was 15 per cent., whilst 
from mismanagement, starvation, and 
abandonment on the veldt it was 35 per 
cent. Most people had read the details 
which had appeared in the press of the 
terrible sufferings of the horses which 
were left to die. It was said that they 
could not be despatched, because firing 
in the rear of a force would be a dangerous 
thing; but many of these poor beasts 
might have been despatched with ease 
with a small pole dagger, such as was 
used in Spanish bull-fights. England, 
which ought to be the first country in 
the world in matters regarding the wel- 
fare of dumb animals, was the most back- 
ward. The number of veterinary sur- 
geons required when an army took 
the field was in Germany one for 
200 animals; Russia, one for 120; 
France, one for 313 ; Italy, one for 180. 
In Austria he had not got the figures 
for an army on a war footing, but in time 
of peace they had one veterinary surgeon 
for 450 animals. We in South Africa 
had only had one veterinary surgeon 
to 1,200 animals, and it was not sur- 
prising that we had these immense 
losses. In the Transvaal and Natal 
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there were 169 veterinary surgeons, and | 


of these only 38 were Army veterinary 
surgeons. Thus there was only one 
Army veterinary surgeon for between 
6,000 and 7,000 animals. It would be 
of small value to buy them carefully and 
to transport them successfully if, when 
these animals arrived at the seat of war, 
they were not taken care of. There were 
many ailments in horses which were of a 
purely military origin, such as sand 
cholic and acute rheumatism, and other 
ailments caused by starvation, wrong 
feeding, overwork, exhaustion, and want 
of water, and which seldom came within 
the purview of a civil veterinary surgeon, 
whose dealings were with horses properly 
fed and housed. There was one case of 
an officer's valuable charger which was 
being led along, and which suddenly lay 


down and could not be induced to move, | 


which might have been saved had there 
heen proper veterinary assistance. The 
veterinary surgeons who were sent out 
upon an emergency—although he did 
not wish to say anything derogatory to 
the civil vets.—were the worst class of 
veterinary surgeons. 


*THe CHAIRMAN: Order, order! 
The hon. and gallant Member is now, 
I think, dealing with the Veterinary 
Department, the Estimate for which 
appears on Vote 1. He must now 
confine himself. to the question of the 
horses. 


Captain NORTON desired respect- 
fully to point out that when he at- 
tempted to deal with this matter under 
Vote 1 the Chairman had advised him 
to deal with it under the present Vote. 


*THe CHAIRMAN : The hon. Member 
is in error. 


Captain NORTON (continuing) said 
his whole point was that out of the 
£36,000,000 which Parliament was 
called upon to vote last year and this, 
millions might have been saved if the 
suggestion he formerly made had been 
carried out—namely, that the Army 
Veterinary Department should be en- 
larged and developed. The success of 
the entire campaign had been frustrated 
by the fact that there had not been at 
disposal a proper supply of properly- 
seasoned and cared-for horses. The 
delay of seven weeks after the occupation 
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of Bloemfontein was entirely owing 
to the want of horseflesh, while General 
French in the ride of his cavalry division 
from the Modder to Kimberley had 1,000 
-horses unfit for further duty. The 
cause of all this was insufficient care in 
| purchase and shipment, and also as 
regards preparation and training, and 
|the want of station hospitals and staff. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE (Carnarvon 
| Boroughs) said he desired some explana- 
| tion as to the reduction of this Estimate. 
Last year the Estimate was £19,000,000 
| odd, and this year it was £16,000,000, 
showing a decrease of nearly £4,000,000. 
He thought the Committee ought to 
| know the reason for this decrease. The 
| right hon. Gentleman the Chancellor of 
| the Exchequer had said that the total 
estimated for this year was practically 
the same as last year, but that did not 
appear to be so in the case of this Vote, 
and the Committee ought to know on 
what basis the Government arrived at 
this Estimate. With regard to remounts, 
the Estimate was something like £6,000 
less than last year, that was to say, 
there were 22,000 horses fewer. Why 
should that be so? The area of operations 
had considerably increased. There was 
a considerable waste of horseflesh. 
100,000 to 200,000 square miles had 
been added to the area of operations, 
and all the previous Estimates had had 
to be doubled, and now the Government 
asked for a less amount than was ex- 
pended last year. He would certainly 
like to know how the Estimate was 
arrived at; there were more mounted 
troops in the field, there were less re- 
mounts asked for! Nobody thought 
the campaign in Natal would last as 
long as it had done. With regard to 
that matter there had been a very great 
miscalculation. Was the noble Lord 
now prepared to say that he adhered to 
the Estimates, or was he prepared to 
admit that the Estimate was rather an 
under estimate ? 


Lorp STANLEY said he _ believed 
the Estimate would be sufficient to cover 
the expenditure up to the conclusion of 
the war, which, he hoped, was not so far 
distant as some supposed. It was only 
a matter of opinion, and he candidly 
confessed that when, on his return in 
January, he first saw the Estimate he 
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thought that all operations in Cape 
Colony were ended. The position was 
a difficult one to deal with, although 
it was not war. 

Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said that last 
year the House was told that provision 
for the war at full pressure was being 
made up to September, and at half 
pressure up to February. What was 
the basis of calculation now ! 


Lo 


Lorp STANLEY said he thought 
that the Estimate was based on “ full 
pressure’ up to the end of August, 


after which it diminished. With regard to 
the question put by the hon. Member for 
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results until martial law was put into 


force, and horses were requisitioned 
at a fair price, when the Government was 


_able to obtain the number of horses re- 


West Newington, the hon. and gallant | 


Gentleman had approached the subject 
from two points of view, recrimination 
of the past and advice for the future. 
He was perfectly ready to admit that 
there had been failures, and would 
consider any advice which was tendered 
to prevent any such failures in future. 
He might, however, say that those 
failures had only been proved by the 
war, and could not have been proved 
until a war had taken place. 
ence to the remount department, there 
was no doubt it would have to be entirely 
reorganised, and when those who were 
at present in South Africa returned, 
they would no doubt be able to give 
admirable advice in that matter. The 
hon. and gallant Gentleman had _ said 
there were no veterinary surgeons on 
hoard the ships, but only cattle runners ; 
he did not know the practice of shipping 
cattle, but the hon. and gallant Member 
would find that the so-called cattle 
runners had all the technical knowledge 
required. He quite agreed that there 
would be a decided advantage in having 
veterinary surgeons on board ships, but 
it was impossible to keep such an establish- 
ment in times of peace as would ensure 
veterinary surgeons to go, not only with 
the forces, but with the ships also. With 
regard to the “ Rapidan,” the ship on 
which glanders had broken out, he might 
say that nothing was more difficult to 
detect, and that no inspection would 
prevent such a thing occurring. With 
regard to the number of horses pur- 
chased in South Africa, the farmers in 
that country were very loth to part with 
their horses, and attempts to purchase 


| 


In refer- | 


quired. He did not agree that the 
stoppage at Bloemfontein was due to any 
want of horses; the real difficulty was 
getting up the forage necessary for the 
horses there. 


Captain NORTON asked whether 
the noble Lord suggested that if the 
forage had been at Bloemfontein they 
had sufficient horses there to remount 
the whole of the mounted troops ? 


Lorp STANLEY replied in the nega- 
tive, but explained that a sufticient 
number of horses could have been sent up, 
had it been possible to get up sufficient 
forage to feed them. The hon. and 
gallant Gentleman had also said that if 
his horses had been in good condition 
General French would not have lost so 
many as he did on his march. As a 
matter of fact great difficulties were 
encountered, and water places were far 
apart. If General French’s horses could 
have been rested at Kimberley no doubt 


‘they would have recovered, but when 


horses in Cape Colony showed very poor 


Lord Stanley. 


they arrived at Kimberley a telegram 
arrived ordering them to come out at 
whatever cost and cut off Cronje, and it 
was then that they suffered. The 
veterinary department would have to be 
improved, but the fact of there being a 
lot of camps, and sick camps, in the 
remount department would show that 
that improvement had commenced. 
There were seventeen farms or camps 
where horses were being treated, and 
kept thoroughly well. ‘There were 7,268 
men employed on these farms, and he 
hoped by the institution of these esta blish- 
ments to reduce the horse mortality. 
The observations of the hon. Member 
with reference to the veterinary surgeons 
would not be lost sight of. 


Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE called 
attention to the estimated proceeds from 
the sale of cart and other animals. 
There had been a lengthy and costly 
expedition to China, in the course of 
which a large quantity of property and 
war-like material, including mules and 
transport animals, had been acquired. 
Some of those mules had been trans- 
ferred to South Africa for the purposes 
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of the Army, and therefore they must | officers and the number of men who 
be added to the number purchased in were not invalids returning from South 
connection with the war there. Al-| Africa when— 

though £8,000,000 had been spent on | 

the purchase of animals, and a large} *THe CHAIRMAN pointed out that 
number had been acquired by warlike | the item on which the question could 
operations, the amount estimated to be | be raised had been passed. 

realised by the sale of these animals at 

the close of the war was only £135,000.. Mr. PIRIE explained that he was 
The amount ought surely to be much about to move a reduction of the whole 
more than that, especially in view of Vote. 


the large reduction of the military force | Ss 
ioreshadowed in the Secretary of State’s| * THe CHAIRMAN ruled that the hon. 


Army scheme. This was not only a|Member could not discuss an item 
srious financial transaction, but it was | already passed on a motion to reduce 
dosely wrapped up with the administra-| the whole Vote. 
tion of the remount department, and | : f 

. Mr. PIRIE: Very well; I will bring 


the Committee should have some ex: | 
planation upon the subject. | up the matter on the Report stage. 


| 

Mr. BRODRICK was understood to! Mr. GIBSON BOWLES, referring to 
reply that the amount in question was|}a sum of £181,500 for appropriations 
the minimum sum it was estimated) in aid, pointed out that that was an 
would be received, but if a larger number | item over which the Committee had 
of animals remained than would produce | absolutely no control. It might be 
that amount there would be no difficulty | thought that if the Committee had no 
in disposing of them. Horses would be| power of dealing with these appropria- 
required for the constabulary, and many | tions in aid there was no use in discussing 
of the transport animals would be applied | them, but that was not the case. Sums 
to local purposes. It was extremely amounting to £10,000,000 a year were 
likely that if the war came to an end) annually granted without the Com- 
to-morrow a much larger sum would be) mittee having the slightest power over 
realised, but the estimate was based on| them. It would not be in order for 
the assumption that provision would! him to suggest any other method by 
have to be made in this direction after) which these appropriations in aid should 
the war was actually over, because there be dealt with, but undoubtedly the day 
sould be only a gradual reduction of | must come when the Committee would 
troops, and a considerable period would | have that power, which it did not now 
have to elapse before we should have a | possess. 
small force as a permanent garrison in | 
South Africa. ' Question put. 
Mr. PIRIE was about to refer to the; The Committee divided :—Ayes, 159 ; 
discrepancy between the number of | Noes, 60. (Division List No. 216.) 

















AYES. 
Acland-Hood,Capt.SirAlex.F. | Bowles, T. G. (King’s Lynn) Colston, Chas. Ed. H. Athole 
Age-Gardner, James Tynte Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John Cook, Sir Frederick Lucas 
Allan, William (Gateshead) | Bullard, Sir Harry Cranborne, Viscount 
Allhusen, Augustus Henry E. | Burt, Thomas Crossley, Sir Savile 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John | Caldwell, James Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Bain, Colonel James Robert | Cautley, Henry Strother Denny, Colonel in 
Balearres, Lord Cavendish, V.C. W. (Derbysh.) Digby, John K. D. Wingfield- 


balfour,Rt. Hn. A.J.(Maneh’r) | Ceeil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) —Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
talfour, RtHnGeraldW (Leeds | Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
balfour,MajK R(Christchurch | Chamberlain, Rt. Hn.J.(Birm) , Duke, Henry Edward 


Banbury, Frederick George | Chamberlain,J.Austen(Wore’r | Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
bhownaggree, Sir M. M. | Chapman, Edward Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edwd. 
Bigwood, James | Charrington, Spencer | Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 


lundell, Colonel Henry | Clare, Octavius Leigh Finch, George H. 
Bond, Edward | Coghill, Douglas Harry _ Finlay, Sir Robert B. 
boseawen, Arthur Griffith- | Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse | Fisher, William Hayes 
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Fison, Frederick William 


FitzGerald,SirRobertPenrose- . 


Flower, Ernest f 
Forster, Henry William 
Foster,Sir Michaey/Lond. Uni. 


Koster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) | 


Garfit, William 


Gore,HnGR.C.Ormsby-(Salop | 


Gorst, Rt. Hon.Sir John Eldon 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
(ireene, W. D. (Wednesbury) 
Greene, SirEW (B’rySEdm’nds 
Hamilton, Rt HnLordG(Midd’x 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. Robt. Wm. 
Harwood, George 

Hayter, Rt. Hon. SirArthurD. 


Heath, James(Statfords.,N.W. | 


Heaton, John Henniker 
Helder, Augustus 

Henderson, Alexander 
Higginbottom,S. W. 

Hoare, Edward B. (Hampst’d) 
Hobhouse, C. E. H. (Bristol,E.) 
Holland, William Henry 
Hope,J. F(Sheftield, Brightside 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hutton, John (Yorks, N.R.) 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Jones, Wm. (Carnarvonshire) 
Knowles, Lees 

Langley, Batty 

Lawson, John Grant 

Lee, A. H. (Hants, Fareham) 
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Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter(BristolS. 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 

Lucas, ReginaldJ.(Portsmouth 
— Hon. Alfred 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
Maconochie, A. W 


M ‘Iver, Sir L. (Edinburgh, W. ) 
M‘Killop,James(Stirlingshire) 
Massey- Mainwaring, Hn. W.F 
Maxwell, W.J.H.(Dumfriessh. 
Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
More, R. Jasper (Shropshire) 
Morrell, George Herbert 


| Morton, E. J. C. (Devonport) 


Leese,SirJosephF.(Accrington | 


y on. Heneage 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 


Legge, Col. 


Abraham, William(Cork,N. E.) 
Ambrose, Robert 

Bell, Richard 

Blake, Edward 

Boland, John 

Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Boyle, James 

Brigg, John 

Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Burke, E. Haviland- 

Barns, John 

Campbell, John (Armagh, S. ) 
Colville, John 

Craig, Robert Hunter 

Crean, Eugene 

Delany, William 

Dillon, John 

Doogan, P. C. 

Dutty, William J. 

Emmott, Alfred 

Flavin, Michael Joseph 


2. Motion made, and Question pro- 
not exceeding | 


yosed, “ That a sum, 


Murray, Rt. Hon. A. G. (Bute 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 

Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Pease, Herbt. P. (Darlington) 
Pemberton, John S. G. 
Pilkington, Lt.-Col. Richard 
Pirie, Duncan V. 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Price, Robert John 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 


| Purvis, Robert 
| Randles, John 8. 


Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Reid, James (Greenock) 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Rentoul, James Alexander 


NOES. 


Flynn, James Christopher 
Gilhooly, James 

Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Griffith, Ellis J. 

Hayden, John Patrick 
Kennedy, Patrick James 
Leamy, Edmund 

Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, David 
MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
M‘Dermott, Patrick 
M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North} 
Mooney, John J. 

Morgan,J. Lloyd(Carmarthen) 
Murphy, J. 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O’Connor,James( Wicklow, W. 
O’Kelly,James(Roscommon,N 
O'Malley, William 


£345,000, be granted to His Majesty, 


to defray the Charge for the Ordnance 
Factories (the cost of the Productions of 
which will be charged to the Army, 
Navy, and Indian and Colonial Govern- 
ments), which will come in course of manner. The sum then put down was 


year before 


Army Estimates. 


| Skewes-Cox, Thomas 
| M‘Arthur, Charles(Liverpool) 


payment during the year ending on the 
31st day of March, 1902.” 


Captain NORTON said that until the 
last this 
merely a token Vote of £100, but last yea 
the Estimate was drawn up in a different 
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Renwick, George 
Rickett, J. Compton 
Ridley, HonM. W.(Stal ybridge 
Ritchie,RtHon Chas. Thomsen 
Rothschild, Hon. Lionel Walter 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford. 
Seton-Karr, Henry 
Sharpe, Wm. Edward T, 


Smith, HC.(North’d., Tyneside 
Smith, JamesParker(Lanarks, 
Spear, John Ward 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 
Stewart,SirMarkJ. M‘Taggart 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 
Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Tritton, Charles Ernest — 
Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Tuke, Sir John Batty 
Valentia, Viscount 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Wanklyn, James Leslie 
Warner, ThomasCourtenayT. 
Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Webb, Colonel WilliamGeorge 
Weir, James Galloway 
Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon. 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Woodhouse, SirJ T( Hudders’fd 
Wortley, Rt. Hon.C. B. Stuart- 
Yoxall, James Henry 
TELLERS FOR THE AYES.— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


O’Mara, James 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
Priestley, Arthur 

Reddy, M. 

Redmond, JohnE. (Waterford) 
Schwann, Charles E. 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Sullivan, Donal 

Taylor, Theodore Cooke 
Thomas, David Alfred( Merth’r 
White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
Whiteley,George( York, W.B:) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) _ 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mit.) 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Captain Donelan and Mr. 
Patrick O’Brien. 
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£63,000, while this year it was £345,000. | character of the ammunition. Vote 9 
He failed to see how the amount was/ was clearly the Vote under which those 
arrived at, and perhaps the right hon. | points should be dealt with ; the matter 
Gentleman would explain the reasons | appeared in the present Vote only as an 
for the departure from previous practice. | appropriation in aid. 
The Vote was of special importance this | ; 
year in consequence of the recent state-| Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty) asked 
ment of the First Lord of the Treasury | whether the Superintendent of Ordnance 
with regard to the very small reserve— | Factories or the Chief Mechanical Engi- 
only 3,300 rounds—of small arms am- | neer was not responsible for the proper 
munition. This Vote was for the very | quality of the work done. He under- 
establishment that produced that ammu- | stood that a large number of bullets 
nition. The Hague Conference, which | were produced at these factories under the 
concluded on 29th July, 1899, con-| superintendence of one of these officers, 
demned Mark IV.—~—- and if he did not raise the question on 
|this Vote he would have no_ possible 
*Tue CHAIRMAN ruled that the | chance of saying a word on the subject. 
quality or character of the ammunition | he Superintendent of Ordnance Fac- 
should be discussed on Vote 9 of the | tories might not be directly responsible, 
Army Estimates. All that could now | but he was in charge of the factories, and 
be discussed were the items to be found | Was responsible if bad work was done. 
in Vote A—establishments. 
Mr. BRODRICK said the Vote con- 
| tained nothing which had to do with 
‘the subject the hon. Member desired to 
discuss. 


} 
| 
| 
j 


Captain NORTON asked why only 
£28450 was to be found under Vote 
A, while the present Vote was for) 
£345,000. 

Mr. WEIR said that on page 7 nearly 
two and a half millions of money were 
asked for materials and stores, and more 
than that sum for wages. Were not 
these bullets made out of those materials, 
and were not the men who made them 
paid out of the sum asked for for wages ? 


Mr. GODDARD (Ipswich) said that 
last year the Comptroller and Auditor 
General called attention to the irregu- 
larity of commencing expenditure under | 
this head in anticipation of the Vote of | 
Parliament. It was now the beginning | 
of June, and, therefore, the same thing | i. She Hy: 
was being done this year. Perhaps the| “THE CHAIRMAN : Even it that were 
right hon. Gentleman would explain | 8% the ae’ place to discuss the point 
why the Vote or, at any rate, a Vote on | is when the Committee is asked to pay 
Account, was not brought forward at an | for those bullets, and that is on Vote 9. 
eatlier period. He also desired an ex- It would be Improper to take the same 
planation as to why the different super- | discussion in two different parts of the 
intendents received such various rates of | Estimates, and it has always been the 
pay. custom—and it is the proper place—to 
‘ discuss this matter on Vote 9. 


Captain NORTON asked, on a point | , . 
of order, whether he was not at liberty Mr. WEIR: , But on Vote 9 these 
to deal with the question of small arms sums for materials and wages will not 
ammunition, seeing that new machinery | @ppear—— 
was specially charged in this Vote, and | 
the question of the productive power of | *THr CHAIRMAN: I must ask the 
the ordnance factories bore directly on | hon. Member to abide by my ruling. 
the remarks he had been making. | 


| Mr. COURTENAY WARNER said 





lifferent 
wn was 





*Tue CHAIRMAN understood that the | the quantity of stores used in war time 
hon. Member desired to refer to the! was enormously increased, and he wanted 
iumber of rounds and the quality and to know whether there was such a re- 


i 
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serve of manufacturing machinery as 


to enable them to cope with the increased | 


output required. 


Mr. BRODRICK said the War Office 


wanted to make provision that there. 


should be a proper reserve, and the 
amount in the present Estimates was to 
enable such a reserve to be provided. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES said he wished 
to call the attention of the Committee 
to the character of this Vote. It was not 
a Vote of an ordinary kind. The Govern- 
ment had set up an establishment with a 
capital value of over £2,000,000 for the 


manufacture of arms and the munitions | 


of war. It was a most notable example, 
not of municipal, but of Government 
trading. But, while the munitions sup- 


plied to the Army and Navy could be_ 
discussed on the proper Votes in the | 


Army and Navy Estimates, there was 
no other opportunity of discussing the 
munitions supplied to India and the 
colonies. The Committee had no control 
over any part of the production beyond 
the value of £345,000, and no control 
over the appropriations in aid, which 
amounted to over £5,000,000. 


Mr. BRODRICK said he 
there never was a more absolute con- 
cession made to the idea of Parliamentary 
control than in setting up this Vote. He 
thought the experience of the last twelve 
years showed that this Vote had had an 
admirable effect in giving Parliamentary 
control over every item. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 


{COMMONS! 


believed | 
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| but also for the increased service which 
the country required in order to give 
the proper reserve power. 


Mr. DILLON asked whether it would 
be in order on the present Vote to discuss 
the salary of the Chief Superintendent 
of Ordnance Factories. He had _ been 
watching for years for the opportunity 
of discussing this question of manufac. 
ture. He wished to be sure that he 
would not on this occasion miss his 
opportunity of bringing home to the 
right person the responsibility for the 
manufacture of this ammunition, which 
was undoubtedly one of the main reasons 
for the crisis in the supply of ammunition 
alluded to by the First Lord of the 
) Treasury. 


Mr. BRODRICK said that none of 
this ammunition was being manufac- 
tured at the present time. With defer- 
ence to the Chair, he would imagine that 
}any such ammunition manufacture 
|would be properly discussed under 
Ammunition Vote 9, or on the salary 
of the Secretary of State for War in the 
lyear in which it had been manufac- 
tured. 


Mr. DILLON submitted that in voting 
the salary of the Chief Superintendent 
{of Ordnance Factories the Committee 
‘ought to know whether they were not 
‘entitled to question the quality of his 
work, 


Mr. BRODRICK said he did_ not 
think the manufacture of two or three 
‘years ago could be properly discussed. 


(Stirling Burghs) said there was one | 


thing puzzled him in connection with | 
It was originally purely a, 


this Vote. 
token Vote of £100, merely for the purpose 
of bringing all the charges in the arsenals 
and manufacturing departments under 
the cognisance of Parliament, but now 
it was a Vote of £345,000. 


Mr. BRODRICK replied that in 
former years the amount for the depre- 
ciation on machinery and_ buildings 
corresponded exactly with the amount 
set down for new machinery and build- 
ings, but the time had come when they 
must provide not only for depreciation, 
Mr. Courtenay Warner. 


*Tue CHAIRMAN said he had pointed 
‘out two or three times that the proper 
place to discuss the nature and character 
of the ammunition was when the ammu- 
nition was to be paid for. 


| Mr. DILLON said it was not the 
‘character of the ammunition, but the 
| workmanship of the Chief Superinten- 
‘dent he wanted to discuss. Were they 
not entitled to discuss that on this Vote! 
| 

| Mr, BRODRICK said that could be 


idiscussed on the salary of the Secre- 


} 








1285 


tary | 
salary 
Ordn: 
seeme 
would 
which 
for th 


MR. 
unless 
was | 
discus 
cussec 
State 
munit 
ment 


the A 


*THI 
clear 
the a 
when 
before 
time t 
He w 
conne 
shoul 
asked 


Abrah 
Ambro 
Bell, R 
Blake, 
Boland 
Bolton 
Boyle, 
Brigg, 
Brunn 
Burke, 
Burns, 
But, " 
Caldwe 
Camer 
Campl 
Colvill: 
Craig, | 
Crean, 
Davies. 
Delany 
Dillon, 
Doogar 
Duffy, 
Evans, 
Flavin, 
Flynn, 
Foster, 
Gilhool 
Godda 


ae 
ge-Gi 
Agnew 
A lhus 
Atkins 
Bain, ¢ 





1284 
> which 


to give 


, would 
discuss 
rendent 
d been 
rtunity 
anutfac- 
hat he 
iss his 
to the 
for the 
_ which 
reasons 
unition 
of the 


lone of 
anutac- 
1 defer- 
ne that 
facture 

under 

salary 
in the 
anutfae- 


voting 
endent 
imittee 
ere not 
of his 


id not 
r three 
ised, 


pointed 

proper 
aracter 
ammu- 


ot. the 
yut the 
srinten- 
re they 
; Vote ! 


yuld be 
Secre- 








1285 Supply— {6 JuNE 1901} Army Estimates. 1286 


tary of State for War. To discuss the} Mr. DILLON said that he would be 
salary of the Chief Superintendent of | driven to the unpleasant course of 
Ordnance Factories now would, it | moving the reduction of the salary of 
seemed to him, not be in order. It|the Chief Superintendent of Ordnance 
would give rise to great abuse if work | Factories by £800. It appeared to be 
which was not contained in the Estimates | the desire of the Secretary of State for 
for the year were to be discussed. /War that this Vote should be passed 
; |sub silentio. He desired to bring under 
Mr. GIBSON BOWLES said that | the notice of the Committee the question 
unless the quality of the workmanship of the sighting of rifles. A whole lot of 
was discussable now it could not be those turned out were six feet wide of 
discussed at all. It could not be dis- the proper gauge. 
cussed on the salary of the Secretary of | x, ; i 
State for War, because one half of the THe CHAIRMAN : 
munitions were supplied to the Depart- 
ment presided over by the First Lord of 
the Admiralty. | Mr. DILLON moved the reduction 
ies ath + oot) tt ewe nonfactl, | Of the salary by £800, on the ground of 
angel yogic “tay Ae seine the Chief Superintendent’s incompetence 
EA aan for the work. 
the ammunition was good or bad was ’ ‘ 
when Vote 9, Sub-head C, was brought | Motion made, and Question put, 
before the Committee. That was the © That Item A_ (Establishments) be 
time to discuss it and refuse to pay for it. | reduced by £800, in respect of the Salary 
He would certainly rule that matters | of the Chief Superintendent of Ordnance 


connected with the quality of the work Factories.” —(Mr. Dillon.) 
should be discussed when the work was| The Committee divided :—Ayes, 83 ; 


That must be 
{discussed when the rifles are asked to be 
| paid for. 





asked to be paid for. Noes, 169. (Division List No. 217.) 
AYES. 
Abraham, Wm. (Cork, N. E.) | Grant, Corrie O’Kelly, Jas.(Roscomnon,N. ) 
Ambrose, Robert Griffith, Ellis J. O’ Malley; William 
Bell, Richard Harwood, George O’Mara, James 
Blake, Edward Hayden, John Patrick O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 
Boland, John Hobhouse,C. E. H.(Bristol,E.) | Power, Patrick Joseph 
Bolton, ‘Thomas Dolling Holland, William Henry Priestley, Arthur 
Boyle, James | Horniman, Frederick John Reddy, M. 
Brigg, Jolin | Jones, William(Carnarvonsh. Redmond, John E.(Waterford) 
Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson | Kearley, Hudson E. tickett, J. Compton 
Burke, E. Haviland- Kennedy, Patrick James Roberts, John H. (Denbighs) 
Burns, John Lambert, George Roe, Sir Thomas 
But, Thomas | Langley, Batty Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Caldwell, James Leamy, Edmund Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Cameron, Robert Leng, Sir John | Sullivan, Donal 
Campbell, John (Armagh, 8.) | Lewis, John Herbert Taylor, Theodore Cooke 
Colville, John Lloyd-George, David | Thomas, David Alfred( Merthyr 
Craig, Robert Hunter MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. Thomas,F. Freeman-(Hastings 
Crean, Eugene M‘Dermott, Patrick | Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Davies,M. Vaughan-(Cardigan | M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) | Warner,Thomas CourtenayT. 
Delany, William Manstield, Horace Rendall | Weir, James Gallowa 
Dillon, John Mooney, John J. | White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
Doogan, P. C. Morgan,J.Lloyd(Carmarthen) | Whigley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Duffy, William J. Morton, Edw.J.C.(Devonport | Wilson, John (Durham, Mid. 
Evans, SamueliT.(Glamorgan) | Murphy, J. | Woodhouse,SirJ T(Huddersf'd 
Flavin, Michael Joseph Nannetti, Joseph P. | Yoxall, James Henry 
Flynn, James Christopher Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) | 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) | Norman, Henry TELLERS FOR THE AYES~- 
Gilhooly, James Norton, Capt. Cecil William | Captain Donelan and Mr. 
Goddard, Daniel Ford O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.)' — Patrick O’Brien. 
NOES. 
Acland-Hood,Capt.SirAlex.F. | Balcarres, Lord Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte Balfour, Rt.Hn.A.J.(Manch’r) | Bhownaggree,-Sir M. M. 
= Sir Andrew Noel Balfour, Rt. Hn. G.W.(Leeds) | Bigwood, James 
Allhusen, Augustus Henry E. Balfour,MajKR(Christchurch | Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John Banbury, Frederick George Bond, Edward 


Bain, Col. James Robert ‘ Bathurst, Hon. Allen B. Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
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Bowles, T. G. (King’s Lynn) 
Brand, Hon. Arthur G. 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. Jobn 
Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cavendish, V. C. W. (Derbys.) 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (#:reenwich 
Chamberlain Rt. Hon.J.(Birm 
Chamberlain,J Austen( Wore’r 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 

Clare, Octavius Leigh 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. A. 
Cook, Sir Frederick Lueas 
Corbett,A. Cameron(( vlasgow) 
Cranborne, Viscount 
Crossley, Sir Savile 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Denny, Colonel 

Digby, John K. D. Wingtield- 
Dilke, Kt. Hon. Sir Charies 
Dorington, Sir John Edward 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Emmott, Alfred 

Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edw. 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 

Fison, Frederick William 
FitzGerald, Sir Robt. Penrose- 
Fitzroy, Hn. Edward Algernon 
Flower, Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
Foster,SirMichael(L’nd’nU ni. 
Garfit, William 

Gladstone, Rt. Hon. Herbert.J. 


Gore,HnG.R.C.Ormsby-(Salop | 


Gore,Hn. 8. E.Ormsby-(Lince. ) 
Gorst, Rt. Hn. Sir John Eldon 
(soulding, Edward Alfred 
Graham, Henry Robert 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Green, Walford D.(Wednesb'y 
Greene,SirE. W.(B.St.Edm’ds 
Greene, Henry D.(Shrewsbury) 
Greene, W. Raymond (Cambs. 
Gretton, John 

Hamilton,Rt. Hn. Ld.G.(Mid’x 


Original Question again proposed. 


Mr. DILLON 
he was entitled to discuss. 
item, 


new pattern rifle.” 
know what that meant. 


new rifle ? 


*THe CHAIRMAN : 


said there was an item 
in this Vote which, if he correctly under- 
stood the Secretary of State for W ar, 


‘“ Accommodation at Enfield and 
Birmingham for the manufacture of the 
He would like to) 
Did it mean | 
that the Army was to be armed with a 


That question | 
ought to be raised on the Vote asking ,):, y 
for the payment for the rifles. 


{COMMONS} 


| Hamilton, 3 ew 


Hanbury, Rt. Hn. Robert W 
Hayter, Rt. Hon. SirArthurD. 
Heath James(Staffords.,N.W 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Helder, Augustus 
Henderson, Alexander 
Higginbottom, S. W. 

Hoare, Edw. Brodie( Hamstead 
Hoge, Lindsay 

Hope. J. F. (Sheff., Brightside) 
Hutton, John (Yorks, “N. R.) 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Lawson, John Grant 
LeeArthurH(Hants, Fareham) 
Leese,SirJosephF.(Accrington 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh- Bennett, Henry Currie 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter(Bristol,S 
Lowe, Francis William 

Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lueas,Col. Francis( Lowestoft) 
Lucas, snag “ong Sen ma 
Lyttleton, Hon. Alfred 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liv erpool) 
M‘( ‘almont, Col. H.L. B.(Cams. 


| M‘Iver, Sir L.(Edinburgh, W.) 


M'Killop, Jas. (Stirlingshire) 
Majendie, James A. H. 

Maple, Sir John Blundell 
Massey-Mainwaring,Hn. W.F. 
Maxwell, RtHnSirH E(Wigt’n 
Maxwell, WJ H(Dumfriesshire 
Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 

More, Robt. Jas er(Shropshire) 
Morgan, DavidJ(Walthamst’w 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Newdigate, FrancisAlexander 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Parker, Gilbert 

Pease, ng, ote gt — n 
Pemberton, John S. 

Percy, Earl 

Pilkington, Lieut.-ColRichard 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
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Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 


Army Estimates. 


| Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 


Purvis, Robert 

Randles, John S. 

Rasche, Major Frederic Carne 
Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Rentoul, James Alexander 
Renwick, George 

Richards, Henry Charles 
Ridley, Hn. M.W. (Stalybridge 
Ridley,S. Forde(BethnalGreen 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn. C. Thomson 
Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Rothschild, Hon. Lionel W. 


| Rutherford, John 


Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 


| Seton-Karr, Henry 


Skewes-Cox, Henry 
Smith,H.C(Northumb,Tynesd 


| Smith, James P. (Lanarks.) 
| Spear, John Ward 


Stanley, Edward J. (Somerset) 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 
Stewart SirMarkJ. M‘Taggart 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 
Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tomlinson, Wm. E. Murray 
Tuke, Sir John Batty 
Valentia, Viscount 
Walker, Col. William Hall 
Wanklyn, James Leslie 
Warr, Auguszus Frederick 
Webb, Col. William George 
Welby,Lt.-Col. A.C.E.(Ta’nt’n 
W entworth, Bruce C. Vernon- 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson-Todd, Wm. H.(Yorks.) 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn.E.R.(Bath 
Wortley, Rt. Hn. C.B.Stuart- 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


down specially to enable discussion to 
take place on all questions relating to 
machinery and_ buildings. 
was for buildings. 


This item 
What was the object 


That was the Of setting up this Vote at all when they 


other Vote ? 


ote. 


*THe CHAIRMAN : 
'man wishes to discuss the policy of re 
arming the Army, or the character 
of the new rifle, he cannot do so under 
He may discuss the character 
|.of the machinery or the buildings in 
Mr. DILLON said that the Secretary | | which the new rifle is to be made. 


were told that every question which 
they raised must be discussed on some 


If the hon. Gentle 


That 


of State for War had put this Vote | isall that is contained in this Vote. 





| 
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Captain NORTON said that last year; Mr. BRODRICK said that the sum 
this Vote was a token Vote of £100; was paid for War Office buildings. As to 
but this year it had been put down at | the question of the hon. Member for East 
£345,000 for new buildings and new| Mayo about the new pattern rifle, this 
machinery. Surely all that pertained | was merely a provisional arrangement 
to the buildings and machinery could be | for shortening the rifle, which was found 
discussed under the Vote. | to be too long. As to the question about 
*Toe CHAIRMAN: It is quite clear) Appropriations in Aid, the charge for 
that the hon. Gentleman can discuss | cordite to the Colonies and India covered 
the character of the new buildings pro-| the outlay and a share in the deprecia- 
posed to be set up, but the character of | tion of buildings and machinery, but no 
the work to be turned out in these new | profit was made. 
buildings cannot be discussed under; Mr. STUART WORTLEY (Sheffield, 
this Vote. | Hallam) asked whether the foundations 

Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE wished to know | for the hydraulic forging press at the 
whether there was in this Vote any | Royal Gun Factory at Woolwich had yet 
provision for machinery for making) been laid, when the work would be 
cordite. Then he should like an explana- | completed, and whether any change 
tion in regard to Appropriations in Aid, had been made in the policy of this 
and as to the production of cordite for particular structure. Could the right 
the Colonies and the Indian Government. hon. Gentleman also tell him what 
How was the price fixed? Was it fixed amount of pressure this particular 
by the Chief Superintendent of the machine was capable of exercising. 


Ordnance Factory, and on what principle | . . ai 

was it fixed? Was it fixed a ae a “Mr. TAYLOR a oncgerarape a 

method as to recoup the Factory for the said ese o wes a Vote for Conpiaus im 
: the Royal Arsenals. He wanted to know 


expense of turning out the cordite, or) Set 
to what denomination these gentlemen 
was an attempt made to make any profit 
, belonged. Were they canons or other- 


ge wis ; : ; wise ? So far as he was concerned he 
Mr. GODDARD | said he noticed as prepared to move the omission of 
there was an amount of £15,200 down that item ; he did not believe in voting 
on the Vote "For contribution in Tieu _ salaries to chaplains in ordnance factories. 
of rates on War Office property.” This jae ; 
is in addition to another sum of £154,000 Lorp STANLEY said he was afraid 
voted for the same purpose in he could not give the hon. Member any 
another estimate. Now, they paid definite information on the point, but 
the large salary of £1,200 a year there had been no change in the attitude 
to a gentleman called the Treasury which the Government had adopted. 
Valuer and Inspector of Rates and Motion made, and Question proposed. 
Property, whose duty it was to fix the «That Item A (Establishments) be re- 
amount of these payments in lieu of | duced by £350, in respect of the salary 
rates on Government property. He of a supplementary clerk.’ — (Mr. 
always thought that this official was over- | Van netti.) 
paid, and, indeed, the President of the 
Board of Agriculture, in his Opposition ate : : 
days, used to protest against this Vote. Original Question again proposed. 
THe PRESIDENT or THE BOARD| Mr. KEARLEY (Devonport) said that 
oF AGRICULTURE (Mr. HAnsury,!a concession had been made to the 
Preston) : I do not think I ever attacked | Metropolitan Police of 1s. 6d. per week 
this Vote at all. Certainly, during | for lodging allowance, and he wished 
the five years I was at the Treasury I | to know why those Metropolitan Police 
never came across a more capable man| employed in outside factories, such as 
or more deserving official than the Devonport and Birmingham, had not 
Property Valuer. that concession extended tothem. He 
*Mr. GODDARD said that there was' did not want to debate the matter, 
an increase of over £1,000 in the Vote, | but he thought that the rental conditions 
and he wanted to ask for what buildings | prevailing in Devonport and Birmingham 
this extra sum was asked, and who! were as high as in London. He did 
assessed the amount. not see the equity of denying to a man 


Motion, by leave, withdrawn. 


| 
! 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
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in the provinces a concession granted | 
to a man living in London. He would | 
ask the Home Secretary whether he, 
was prepared to make a statement with | 
reference to the matter. 

*Tue SECRETARY or STATE For THE 
HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. Ritcair, 
Croydon) said that one would hardly 
expect that this question would arise on 
that particular item, but he was quite 
ready to state very shortly the principle 
which regulated his action. There did 
unquestionably exist in London a hard- 
ship with regard to certain police who 
had to find their own lodgings. Rent 
in London, as was well known, was in 
certain quarters very high, and there 
was much over-crowding, and the diffi- 
culty of obtaining lodgings was extremely 
great. He therefore thought it a right | 
and proper concession to give the extra 
ls. 6d. for lodging allowance. The 
hon. Gentleman asked why should not 
that be extended to the provinces. | 
Taking the provinces generally, it could 
hardly be contended that they were -in 
the same position as London so far as 
over-crowding and rent were concerned. 
The hon. Gentleman said that rent in 
Devonport was as high as in London, 
but the hon. Gentleman must have been 
aware that the work of the police serving 
in the dockyards was not by any means 
so onerous as the ordinary work of the 
London policeman, and that employment 
in the dockyards was a service which 
was very much desired by the police. He 
was satisfied that if the police who were 
employed at Devonport and other dock- 
yards were dissatisfied with their posi- 
tions a large number of London police 
would only be too glad to exchange 
with them. Under all the cireum- 
stances, he did not think it right that 
the Metropolitan Police Fund should be 
called upon to pay such an allowance to 
men serving under very advantageous | 
circumstances in the provinces. 

CapTtaIys NORTON asked whether } 
police serving in the dockyard at Wool- | 
wich would be entitled not only to the 
Is. 6d. additional pay, but also to the| 
Is. 6d. lodging money. | 


*Mr. RITCHIE tie de. Od:| 


said 6d. | 
lodging allowance was to be paid to all, 
constables in all the boroughs of the 
Metropolitan Police area. 
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he assumed that the constables at 
Enfield would not receive the allowance, 
seeing that they were not within a 
Metropolitan borough ; neither would 
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| the nen at Waltham Abbey or Birming- 


ham. He wished to know why men 
doing precisely the same work at Enfield, 
Waltham Abbey, and _ Birmingham 
should not receive the increase in wages 
which was given to the men at Woolwich. 
It was well known that a man doing 
duty outside a Metropolitan borough did 
not receive the extra Is. 6d., although 
the constable on the other side of the 
street did. The police as a body felt very 
strongly on the question. They con- 
sidered that even-handed justice had not 
been meted out to them, and that every 
man in the Metropolitan police force, no 
matter where he was doing duty, ought 
to be given the increase. The police also 
felt strongly that the extra Is. 6d. should 
have been given in the particular form 
it was, in order that it might not rank 
for pension. Whereas the City police 
were given 3s. extra pay, the Metro- 
politan police only received 1s. 6d. extra 
pay and Is. 6d. lodging allowance. By 
a decision of the courts, is was held that 
anything in the shape of an allowance 


should not rank for pension, and the men 


therefore looked upon the manner in 
which the allowance was given as an 
attempt to defraud them out of its 


| pension equivalent. 


*Mr. RITCHIE said that the hon. 
Centleman was entirely and absolutel: 
wrong. As one who had taken great 
interest in the question, the kon. Ccntle- 
man must have known that the qucsticn 


of the lodging allowance had been raised 
‘again and again. 


When he came to 
consider the whole question, he felt that 
there was a fair ground for an increase 
in wages to be given to the police, and 
also a fair ground for the claim made for 
the lodging allowance. If the hon. 


'Gentleman thought that the lodging 


allowance was given with the idea of 
defrauding the police he was entirely 
under a misapprehension. The claim 
was separate and distinct, and was put 
forward separately and distinctly. He 
had endeavoured to meet both demands, 


and he believed he had met them in a 


satisfactory manner. There was no body 
of men in the kingdom that he would 
rather give proper satisfaction to than 


Capt:1n NORTON said that being so, the Metropolitan police, who did their 


Mr. Kearley. 
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work in a most admirable manner. The| ments’ meant scraps and pieces of meat 
grievance was twofold, and it had been | which the poor were obliged to buy. 
met in a twofold way. When the hon.) *[Tye CHAIRMAN: The hon. Gentle- 
Gentleman said that a man on one side | man is going a very long way from this 
of a street might receive more than a/ jtem. 
man on the opposite side, of course,} (,prary NORTON said the question 
wherever the and was drawn, exceptions was whether the men employed at 
were certain to arise. There must Enfield, Waltham Abbey, and Birming- 
always be a dividing line. It was abso- | pam should receive the lodging money 
lutely necessary to draw that line, and | granted to other members of the Metro- 
he believed that it had been drawn in a oiten Polina 
proper way, and to the satisfaction of 7 eras | ’ 
the police. At any rate, he could assure.” M&. RITCHIE said the hon. Gentleman 
the hon. Gentleman that he did not bad made one statement to which he 
‘must give an absolute and flat contra- 
diction. He said that the 1s. 6d. inerease 
in wages was given without any inti- 
Captain NORTON said that the mation that anything further was to be 
right hon. Gentleman had rather mis- given, and that it was only some letters 
represented the case. What happened of the hon. Gentleman in The Times 
was that when the City Police received Which awoke them to the necessity of 
a rise of 3s. there was a great outcry giving something more. ‘The Com- 
on the part of the Metropolitan Police. mittee might hardly believe it after the 
They were given an advance, not of hon. Gentleman’s statement, but it 
3s., but of 1s. 6d., and there was no in-| was a fact that at the very time when 
formation given to the men that they the announcement was made that Is. 6d. 
were to have a lodging allowance in any would be added to the wages, and in the 
shape or form. He wrote two letters to same paragraph, it was stated that the 
The Times, and following them an article, Home Office had under consideration de- 
evidently inspired, appeared, stating that tails of a lodging allowance, which had not 
it was the intention of the Home Office then been definitely settled, but which 
to give the police another 1s. 6d., and would be intimated to the police shortly. 
that it would be given in the shape of Caprain NORTON said that what 
a lodging allowance. It was an after-| he stated was that when the men were 
thought on the part of the Home Office | given an intimation that they would 
when they found the position in which | have an increase of pay they were not 
they were placed. The Metropolitan given any intimation ‘that they were 
Police felt it keenly that the allowance about to receive a lodging allowance. 
had been given in that form. When it *Tue CHAIRMAN : This has nothing 
was found that the 1s. 6d. rise in pay 
did not satisfy the police, another order 
was issued, weeks afterwards, stating 
that a lodging allowance would be given, 
but that it would be confined to men : 
within the boroughs of the County of Mr. E. J. C. MORTON said with 
London. There was now an outery on regard to the Metropolitan police em- 
the part of the men living outside the | ployed outside London, it was assumed 
boroughs. Such men, although they that they paid less rent than_ police 
paid slightly less rent, paid more for pro- employed in London, but he wished to 
visions. The right hon. Gentleman knew | point out that the Metropolitan police 
London well, and he would agree that employed outside London were much 
a man living in Walworth, although he worse off than Government employees 
had to pay 8s. for his rooms, could walk | generally. They were limited to taking 
out and buy fish and cheap meat, known | lodgings within a certain distance of 
as “block ornaments ’’—{laughter]—at their work, and they were forbidden 
a very low figure. Hon. Members might to take lodgings in the houses of people 
laugh at the term ‘‘ block ornaments”? employed in a Government factory. 
and turn it into ridicule, but it was well; Therefore, the number of houses in 
known in the East End. ‘ Block orna-; which they could obtain lodgings was 


intend to make the smallest departure 
from the decision he had arrived at. 


whatever to do with the Vote before 
the Committee. 

Captain NORTON said he was merely 

‘replying to the right hon. Gentleman. 
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very limited, with the result that their 


rental conditions were far higher than | 
the rental conditions of other Govern- | 
ment employees in the same _ places. | 
That was a reason why special con- | 


sideration should be given to their case. | 
it | he would, then, hand the volume to the 


right hon. Gentleman, and ask him to 


*Mr. RITCHIE said his impression 
was that in a place like Devonport the 
police lived under better conditions than 
police in London. The London police- 
constable had to live within a limited 
distance from his work, but in Devon- 
port that was not so. 

Mr. E. J. C. MORTON asked what 
about the men who were forbidden to 
take lodgings in the houses of other 
Government employees. 

*Mr. RITCHIE said he thought that 
was an excellent condition, but apart 
from that there was a very great choice. 

Mr. E. J.C. MORTON said that asa mat- 
ter of fact it had the effect of raising rent. 

*Mr. CORRIE GRANT said that when 
his hon. friend the Member for Ipswich 
was referring to the Treasury valuer 
the President of the Board of Trade 
interrupted him and said that he had 
never severely criticised that official or 


{COMMONS} 


| whether one was needed there. 
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| Hansard, in which the right hon. Gen- 
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tleman had done so. 


*THe CHAIRMAN: ‘That does not 
seem to me to be relevant. 


*Mr. CORRIE GRANT said that 


read his own speech, after having done 
which, perhaps, he would offer some 
information to the Committee. 


*Mr. TAYLOR said he desired to move 
to reduce the vote by £425, being the 
salaries of the chaplains at the Royal 
Arsenal, Enfield, and Waltham Abbey. 
He observed there was no chaplain at 
Birmingham, and he did not know 
As one 
who did not approve of the salaries 
of clergymen as ingredients in the manu- 
facture of ordnance, although he was 
along with other hon. Members quite 
willing to pay his subscription to such gen- 
tlemen if their services were needed, he ob- 
jected on principle to that part of theV ote. 

Motion made, and Question — put, 

“That Item <A (Establishments) be 
reduced by £425 in respect of the 
Salaries of Chaplains.”—(.Vr. Taylor.) 


said that his oftice was a sinecure. He 
passage 


now wished to read a 


Abraham, Wm. (Cork, N.E.) 
Ambrose, Robert 

Blake, Edward 

Boland, John 

Boyle, James 

Brigg, John 

Burke, E. Haviland- 
Caldwell, James 

Campbell, John (Armagh, 8.) 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Colvilie, John 

Craig, Robert Hunter 
Crean, Eugene 

Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 
Delany, William 

Dilke, Rt. Hn. Sir Charles 
Dillon, John 

Donelan, Captain A. 
Doogan, P. C. 

Duffy, William J. 

Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Fuller, J. M. F. 

Gilhooly, James 

Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Grant, Corrie 

Griffith, Ellis J. 


Acland-Hood,Capt.SirAlex.F. | 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte | 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel | 
Allhusen, Augustus Henry E. 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John | 


Mr. E. J. CU. Morton. 





from Noes, 175, 


AYES. 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Hobhouse,C. E. H.(Bristol,E.) 
Holland, William Henry 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Jones, William (Carnarvonsh. ) 
Kearley, Hudson E. 
Kennedy, Patrick James 
Lambert, George 
Langley, Batt 
He ig Ere A 
Leese, Sir J. F. (Accrington) 
Leng, Sir John 
Lewis, John Herbert 
Lough, Thomas 
MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 


| M‘Dermott, Patrick 


M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 
Mansfield, Horace Rendall 
Mooney, John J. 
Morton,Edw.J.C. (Devonport) 
Murphy, J. 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 


| Norman, Henry 


Norton, Capt. Cecil William 


| O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 


O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 


NOES. 
Bain, Col. James Robert 
Balearres, Lord 
Balfour, Rt. Hon. A.J.(Maneh’r 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. G. W.(Leeds 
Balfour, Maj. K.R. (Christch. ) 


The Committee divided: —Ayes. 19 ; 


(Division List No. 218.) 


0’Connor, Jas. (Wicklow, W.) 
O'Malley, William 

O'Mara, James 
(’Shaughnessy, P. J. 
Partington, Oswald 

Power, Patrick Joseph 
Priestley, Arthur 

Reddy, M. 

Redmond,John E. (Waterford) 
Rickett, J. Compton 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Roe, Sir Thomas 

Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Sullivan, Donal 

Thomas, David Alf. (Merthyr) 
Thomas, F. Freeman-( Hastings 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Weir, James Galloway 
White, Luke (York, E. i.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 


| Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 


Wilson, John (Glasgow) 

Woodhouse, SirJ T (Huddersf’d 

TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Mr. Taylor and Mr. Lloyd- 
George. 


Banbury, Frederick George 
Bathurst, Hon. Allen B. 
Beach, Rt. Hn.SirM. H.(Bristol 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
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Bigwood, James 

Blundell, Col. Henry 

Bond, Edward 

Boscawen, Arthur Griflith- 
Brand, Hon. Arthur G, 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Bull, William James 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. | 
Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lancs.) 
Cavendish, V .C. W. (Derbysh. ) 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hon.J (Birm. 
Chamberlain, J. Austen( Wore. 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 
Cochrane,tHon. T. H. A. E. 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colston,Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Corbett, A.Cameron (Glasgow) | 
Cranborne, Viscount 
Crossley, Sir Savile 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Dewar, T’.R(T’rH’mlets,S. Geo. 
Digby, John K. D. Wingfield- | 
Dorington, Sir John Edward 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edw. 
Fielden, Edward b: ocklehurst 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert B. 

Fisher, William Hayes 
Fison, Frederick William 
Fitzgerald, SirRobert Penrose- 
Fitzroy, Hon.Edward Algernon 
Flower, Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
Foster, Sir Walter(DerbyCo.) | 
Garfit, William 
Godson, Sir Augustus Fredk. | 
Gordon, Hn.J. E(Elgin& Nairn) 
Gore, Hn.G. RCOrmsby-(Salop 
Gore, Hon.S. F.Ormsby-(Lince. ) 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. SirJohnEldon | 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Graham, Henry Robert 

Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Green, WalfordD.(Wednesb’ry 
Greene, SirE. W(B’yS. Edm’ds) 
Greene, HenryD.(Shrewsbury) | 
Greene, W. Raymond-(Cambs. ) ’ 


Original Question put. 


Acland-Hood,Capt.SirAlex.F. 
Agg-Gardner, James 'Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Allhusen, Augustus H. Eden 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bain, Col. James Robert 
Balearres, Lord 

Balfour,Rt. Hn. A. J.(Manch’r 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. G. W.(Leeds) 
Balfour,Maj.K R(Christchureh 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Bathurst, Hon.AllenBenjamin 
Beach, Rt. Hn.SirM. H.(Bristol 





| Gretton, John 

| Hamilton, Rt. HnLordG(Mid’x 
| Hamilton, Marqot(L’nd’nderry 
| Hanbury, Rt.Hon. Robt. Wm. | 


| Hayter, Rt. Hon.SirArthurD. | 
| Heath,James(Staffords.N.W.) | Purvis, Robert 


| Lee, A. H. (Hants. Fareham) 


| Long,ColCharlesW.(Evesham 
| Long, Rt. Hn. W. (Bristol, S.) 


| M‘Killop, J. (Stirlingshire) 


| Milner, Rt. Hn. Sir Fred. G. 


| Murray, Rt. Hn. A. G. (Bute) 
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Pease, H. Pike (Darlington) 
Pemberton, John S. G. 
Perey, Earl 

Pilkington, Lt.-Col. Richard 
Hardy,Laurence(Kent,Ashf'rd | Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 


Higginbottom, S. W. 

Hoare, Edw Brodie( Hampstead 
Hobhouse, Henry(Somerset, E. 
Hogg, Lindsay 

Hope,J. F(Sheffield, Brightside | 
Hutton, John (Yorks. N.R.) 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) Richards, Henry Charles 
King, Sir Henry Seymour Ridley, Hon. M. W.(Stalyb’dge 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) | Ridley,S. Forde( BethnalGreen 
Lawson, John Grant | Ritchie,Rt.Hn.Chs. Thomson 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney 
Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Rothschild, Hon. Lionel Walter 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Rutherford, John 

Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 

Lowe, Francis William Smith, HC(N’rth’mb. Tyneside 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman Smith, JamesParker(Lanarks) 
Lueas,Col. Francis (Lowestoft) | Spear, John Ward 

Lucas, ReginaldJ.(Portsmouth | Stanley, EdwardJas. (Somerset 
Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred Stanley, Lord (Lancs. ) 
Macdona, John Cumming Stone, Sir Benjamin 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Maconochie, A. W. | Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
M‘Arthur, Charies (Liverpool) | Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
M‘Calmont,Col.H L.B(Cambs | Talbot,Rt. Hn.J.G.(Oxf'd Uni. 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Valentia, Viscount 

Maple, Sir John Blundell Vincent, Col.SirCEH(Shettield 
Martin, Richard Biddulph Walker, Col. William Hall 
Massey-Mainwaring,Hn.W.F |} Wanklyn, James Leslie 
Maxwell, W.J.H.(Dumfriessh. | Webb,Colonel William George 
Welby, Lt.-Col. ACE(Taunton 
Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon- 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth 
Williams, Col. R. (Dorset) 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson-Todd, Wm. H.(Yorks. ) 
Wodehouse,Rt. Hn. E.R.(Bath 
Wortley, Rt. Hon.C. B.Stuart- 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 


Pym, C. Guy 

Randles, John S. 

Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Renwick, George 


Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 


Majendie, James A. 
Malcolm, Ian 


Molesworth, Sir Lewis 

More, R. Jasper (Shropshire) 
Morgan, D. J. (Walthamstow) 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald 


Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray,Col. Wyndham(Bath) 
Newdigate, Francis Alex. 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Parker, Gilbert 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Mr. William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


The Committee divided : Ayes, 203; 
Noes, 52. (Division List No. 219.) 


AYES. 


Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bigwood, James 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 

Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Brand, Hon. Arthur G, 
Brigg, John 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Bull, William James 

Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cavendish, R, F. (N. Lanes.) 


Cavendish, V. C. W.(Derbysh) 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich 
Chamberlain, RtHon.J.(Birm. 
Chamberlain,J. Austin( Wore’r 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H.A.E. 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colston,Chas.Edw. H. Athole 
Colville, John 

Corbett, A, C. (Glasgow) 
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Craig, Robert Hunter 
Cranborne, Viscount 
Crossley, Sir Savile 
Dalyrmple, Sir Charles 
Dewar, se A. (Iverness-sh. ) 
Dewar,T. K.(T’rH’mlets,SGeo. 
Digby, John K. D. Wingfield- 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dorington, Sir John Edward 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Fellowes, Hon. AilwynEdward 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 

Fison, Frederick William 
FitzGerald, SirRobert Penrose- 
Fitzroy, Hon.EdwardAlgernon 
Forster, Henry William 
Foster, Sir Walter (DerbyCo. 
Fuller, J. M. F. 

Garfit, William 

Godson, Sir Augustus Fredk. 
Gordon, HnJ. E.(Elgin& Nairn) 
Gore, HnGR.C.Ormsby-(Salop 
Gore, Hon.S. F.Ormsby- (Line. 
Gorst,Rt. Hon.Sir John Eldon 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Graham, Henry Robert 
Grant, Corrie 

Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Green, Walford D( Wednesbury 
Greene,SirE W(B’rySEdm'nds 
Greene, Henry D. (Shrewsbury) 
Greene, W. Raymond- (Cambs. 
Gretton, John 

Griffith, Ellis J. 

Hall, Edward Marshall 
Hamilton, RtHnLordG.(Mid’x 
Hamilton,Marq.of(L’nd’derry) 
Hanbury, Rt. Hn. RobertWm. 
Hardy, Laurence( Kent, Ashfd. 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Hayter, Rt. Hn. Sir Arthur D. 
Heath,James (Staffords. N. W. 
Higginbottom, S. W. 
Hoare,E. Brodie (Hampstead) 
Hobhouse, Henry(Somerset, E. 
Hogg, Lindsay 

Holland, William Henr 
Hope,J.F. (Sheffield, Brightside 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Hutton, John (Yorks. N.R.) 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Kearley, Hudson E. 


Supply— 


Abraham, William(Cork,N.E. | 


Ambrose, Robert 

Bell, Richard 

Boland, John 

Boyle, James 

Burke, E. Haviland- 
Burns, John 

Caldwell, James 
Campbell, John (Armagh, S. ) 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Crean, Eugene 

Delany, Wiliam 

Dillon, John 

Doogan, P, C, 


| Jones, William (Carnarvonsh, 


| Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 


{COMMONS} 


King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Langley, Batty 
Lawrence, Wm. F.(Liverpool) 


| Lawson, John Grant 


Lee, ArthurH(Hants,Fareham 


Leese,SirJosephF. (Accrington | 
| Rickett, J. Compton 


Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 


Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie | 
| Ridley,S. Forde(BethnalGreen 


Leng, Sir John 

Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Col. C. W. (Evesham) 
Long, Rt. Hon. W. (Bristol,S.) 
Lowe, Francis William 

Loyd, Archie Kirkman 


Lucas, Col. Francis(Lowestoft | 


Lucas, ReginaldJ.(Portsmouth 
Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
Maconochie. A. W. 
M‘Arthur, Chas. (Liverpool) 
M‘Calmont,Col.H, L. B.(Camb. 
M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Malcolm, Ian 

Manners, Lord Cecil 
Mansfield, Horace Rendall 
Maple, Sir John Blundell 
Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Massey-Mainwaring,Hn. W.F. 


Maxwell, W. J. H. (Dumfries. | 
Milner, Rt. Hon. Sir Fredk.G. | 


Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
More, Robert J, (Shropshire) 


Morgan, D. J.(Walthamstow) | 


Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, E. J. C. (Devonport) 
Murray, Rt. Hn. A. G. (Bute) 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray,Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Newdigate, Francis Alexander 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Norman, Henry 

Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Parker, Gilbert 

Partington, Oswald 

Pease, Herb. Pike(Darlington) | 
Pemberton, John S. G. 

Percy, Earl 

Pilkington, Lt.-Col. Richard 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Priestley, Arthur 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert | 


NOES. 


Duffy, William J. 

Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Gilhooly, James 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 


Hayden, John Patrick 


Kennedy, Patrick James 


Lambert, George 
Leamy, Edmund 
Lewis, John Herbert 


MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
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Pym, C. Guy 

Randles, John S. 

Reid, James (Greenock) 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Renwick, George 
Richards, Henry Charles 


Ridley,Hn. M. W.(Staly bridge) 


Ritchie, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Roe, Sir Thomas 

Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Ropner, Colonel Robert 
Rothschild, Hn. Lionel Walter 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Sackville, Col. 8. G. Stopford- 


| Shaw, Chas. Edw. (Stafford) 


Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Smith, HC(North’mbT yneside 
Smith, Jas. Parker (Lanarks.) 
Spear, John Ward 

Stanley, Edw. Jas. (Somerset) 
Stanley, Lord (Lancs.) 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 
Strachey, Edward 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Talvot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, RtHn.J.G.(Oxf'dU niv. 
Thomas,F. Freeman-( Hastings 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Tufnell, Lt.-Col. Edward; 


| Valentia, Viscount 


Vincent,Col.SirCEH(Shettield 
Walker, Col. William Hall 
Wanklyn, James Leslie 4 
Warner, Thomas CourtenayT. 
Webb, Col. William George 
Weir, James Galloway 
Welby, Lt.-Col. ACE(Taunton 
Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon- 
Williams, Osmond(Merioneth 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson-Todd, Wm. H. (Yorks. 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E. R.(Bath 
Woodhouse, SirJ T( Huddersf’d 
Wortley, Rt. Hn. C. B. Stuart- 


| Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


M ‘Dermott, Patrick 
M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 
Mooney, John J. 

Murphy, J. 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O’Connor, J. (Wicklow, W.) 
O'Malley, William 

O’Mara, James 
O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 


Power, Patrick Joseph 
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1301 Supply— 
Reddy, M. 

Redmond, J. E. (Waterford) 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) | 
Sheehan, Daniel !aniel 


Resolutions to be reported To-morrow ; 
Committee to sit again To-morrow. 


SUPPLY [241TH May}. 
Resolution reported :— 


Army ESTIMATES, 1901-2. 

“ That a sum not exceeding £3,281,000 
be granted to His Majesty, to defray the 
Gaarge for the Staff for Engineer Ser- 
vices, and Expenditure for Royal Engi- 
ner Works, Buildings, and Repairs, 
at Home and Abroad (including Pur- 
chases), which will come in course of 
pyment during the year ending on the 
3ist day of March, 1902.” 


Zesolution read a sezond time. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That this House doth agree with the 
Committee in the said resolution.” 


Mr. STRACHEY (Somersetshire, 8.) 
suid that he wished to know what the 
Secretary of State for War was doing 
with reference to providing rifle-ranges. 
Great difficulty had arisen in many 
parts of the country in connection with 
the matter. In his own constituency 
a Volunteer battalion had succeeded 
in getting the owner and occupier of the 
land to grant them a range, but they 
were informed that they would have to 
build an enormous wall forty feet high 
behind the butts, at an estimated expendi- 
ture of £750, and that the War Office 
might contribute £300. The House 
would see the utter impossibility of local 
Volunteers being able to provide 
such a sum. The result would be that 
the Volunteers, if they wanted rifle- 
shooting, would have to travel fifteen 
miles, and men could not be expected 
to give up a whole day’s work, as well as 
pay their expenses in travelling that 
distance. He had been told that that 
Volunteer battalion, which was at present 
very strong, would, as a result, be re- 
duced in numbers, and that rifle-shooting 
would be discouraged. He knew the 
enormous difficulties which confronted 
the Secretary of State for War in the 


{6 JUNE 1901} 


| Spencer,Rt. Hn.CR(Northants 
Sullivan, Donal 
Taylor, Theodore Cooke 

| Thomas, David A. (Merthyr) 
Sinclair, Capt. J. (Forfarshire) | White, Luke (York, E. Kk.) 








| absence of ranges. 
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Whitley, J. H. (Aalifax) 

Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 

TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Captain Donelan and Mr. 
Patrick O’Brien. 
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matter, but he asked whether it was not 
possible that something more should be 
done, and that a larger sum than £300 
out of £750 should be granted. It was 
absolutely prohibitive to tell Volunteers 
that they could not have a rifle-range 
unless they were prepared to spend 
£750, with the probability of the Govern- 
ment refunding £300. 


Sir HOWARD VINCENT (Sheffield, 
Central) said he desired to join in the 
appeal of the hon. Gentleman opposite 
to the Secretary of State for War. The 
matter was one which affected the 
whole of the Volunteer forces, and it 
was quite impossible that they could 
be properly trained unless the Govern- 
ment took urgent steps to provide rifle 
ranges. The War Office was doing all 
it could to increase the efficiency of the 
auxiliary forces, especially in the matter 
of musketry, and the requirements were 
becoming every year more and more 
strict. But, as requirements became 
more and more strict, the facilities for 
rifle shooting became less, owing to the 
The London Volun- 


|teers had at present the greatest diffi- 





culty in fulfilling the requirements of 
the War Office with regard to rifle 
practice. The Secretary of State had 
sent a Committee to Switzerland to 
examine into the manner in which in 
that country this difficulty was met, and 
he hoped that an announcement would 
be made shortly that the War Office 
was doing all it could to provide facili- 
ties for the proper training of the 
auxiliary forces. 


Mr. COURTENAY WARNER said 
he wished to support the appeal. The 
want of ranges was causing enormous 
extravagance owing to not only Volun- 
teers but Regular troops and Militia, 
having to be sent great distances, 
enormous sums _ being spent on rail- 
way journeys. ‘They had been press- 
ing the question for years, and, as 
far as he could understand, the Govern- 
ment up to the present had done practi- 
cally nothing. In his own constituency 
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a range was decided on about five years 
ago, but nothing had yet been done. | 
It was, however, true there were certain 


difficulties in the way of getting the, 


land. The matter was a very serious 
one, and not only interfered with the 
efficiency of the Volunteers and Reserve 
forces, but also occasioned great extrava- 
gance. 


f Mr. TOMLINSON (Preston) said, 
with reference to his own constituency, 
that there was some idea of having a 
rifle range at Fleetwood, but that would 
entail a journey for Preston Volunteers. 
There was also another rifle range 
nearer Preston, but it was six or seven 
miles from a railway, and it was almost 
impossible for Volunteers to get there 
and do their shooting in a day. He 
hoped the question of improving the 
facilities for shooting would be taken 
into consideration. 


Me. BRODRICK said that the appeal 


made on behalf of ranges was a natural | 


one, and one to which the War Office 
lent a very sympathetic ear, but hon. | 
Gentlemen who represented their regi- 


ments and who had made appeals to | 
the War Oftice should also appeal to | 


certain Members of the House to give 
the Government necessary assistance. 


Last session, as in previous sessions, they | 


had endeavoured to get over some of 


the difficulties which beset the subject | 


{COMMONS} 
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He was then and was still of opinion 
that the local authorities were the 
proper channels through which to 
proceed in the matter, as they had local 
influence and local knowledge, which 
they could bring to bear on it; but 
one or two Members of Parliament took 
a very strong view about the measure, 
and he did not notice that strong con- 
sensus of opinion which he should have 
hoped for to assist the Government in 
passing the measure. They had since 
1895 done a very considerable amount 
of work in the direction of providing 
ranges, and he hoped to be able to pursue 
the policy which had been carried out 
since that time still further. The London 
Volunteers actually got a range from 
the London County Council on most 
favourable terms, the Government 
supplying half the capital; but the 
whole affair was thrown up_ because 
certain persons were not prepared to 
go into anything in which the County 
Council was concerned. He mentioned 
that to show that the War Office should 
inot be asked to bear the whole brunt 
of the matter. They esuld only work 
| quietly forward, and whenever they had 
an opportunity with local assistance of 
providing rifle ranges they were doing 
their level best to supply them. A 
large number of ranges had been already 
provided at Salisbury Plain. 


Question put. 


by asking the House to pass a short | 


Bill which would have empowered local 
authorities to take land for ranges. 


The 
Noes, 37. 


House divided :—Ayes, 175; 
(Division List No. 220.) 


AYES. 


Acland-Hood,Capt.SirAlex. F 
Agg- Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Allhusen, Augustus Henry E. 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bain, Colonel James Robert | 
Balearres, Lord 

Balfour,Rt. Hn. A.J. (Manch’r) | 
Bal four, RtHnGerald W (Leeds 
Balfour, MajKR (Christchureh | 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Beach, Rt. Hn.Sir. MH( Bristol) 
Bigwood, James 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 


Colville, John 


Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Cc hamberlain, Rt.Hn.J. (Birm. ) | 
Chamberlain.J Austen (Worc’r | 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 
Cochrane, Hon. T.H. A. E. 
| Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colston, Charles Edw. H. A. 


Corbett, A. Cameron(Glasgow) 
Craig, Robert Hunter 
Cranborne, Viscount 
Crossley, Sir Savile 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 


Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyn 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fison, Frederick William 
FitzGerald, Sir R. Penrose- 
Fitzroy, Hn.Edward Algernon 
Forster, Henry William 
Fuller, J. M. F. 
Garfit, William 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Godson, Sir Augustus Fredk. 
Gordon, Hn.J.E.(Elgin& N’n. 
Gore, Hn.G.R. Ormsby- -(Salop. 
Gore, Hn.S. F.Ormsby-(Line.) 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John E. 








Bond, Edward 

Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Brigg, John 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. 
Bull, William James 
Caldwell, James 
Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V.C.W.(Derbysh. ) 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 


John 





Dewar,JohnA. (Inverness-sh. ) | 


Dewar,T.R.(T’rH’mlts,S.Geo. | 


Digby, John K. D. Wingfield- | 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dorington, Sir John Edward 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 


' Durning-Lawrence,Sir Edwin 


Fellowes, Hon. AilwynEdward | 


Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst | 


_ Finch, George H. 


Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Graham, Henry Robert 

rien Ernest (West Ham) 
Green, W. D. (Wednesbury) 
Greene, H. D. (Shrewsbury) 
Gretton, John 

Griffith, Ellis J. 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Hall, Edward Marshall 
Hamilton, RtHnLd.G.(Midd’s 
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Hamilton,Marq.of (L’nd’ nd’ry | 
Hanbury, Rt. Hn. Robt. W. 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heath, Jas. (Staffords, N.W.) | 
Higginbottom, 8S. W. 
Hobhouse, H. (Somerset) 
Hogg, Lindsay 
Hope, J. F.(Sheffield, Brightsd. ) 
Horniman, Frederick John 


Jones, Wm. (Carnarvonshire) | 
Newdigate, FrancisAlexander 


Kearley, gy E. 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool | 
Lawson, John Grant 

Lee, A. H. (Hants., Fareham) 
Leese, Sir J. F. (Accrington) 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh- Bennett, Henry Currie 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Long, Col. Chas. W.(Evesham) 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter (Bristol,S 
Lowe, Franeis William 

Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lueas,Col. Francis (Lowestoft | 
Lucas, R. J. (Portsmouth) 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maelver, David (Liverpool) 
Maconoe ‘hie, A. W. 
M‘Calmont, C ‘ol. H. L. B(Camb. 
M‘Killop, (Stirlingshire) 
Majendie, James, A. H. 
Malcolm, Ian 

Manners, Lord Cecil 
Mansfield, Horace Rendall 
Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Massey- Mainwaring, Hn. W.F. 
Maxwell, W.J.H.(Dumfriessh. 


Abraham, William (Cork,N.E. | 


Ambrose, Robert 

Boland, John 

Boyle, —— 

Burke, E. Haviland- 

C ee John (Armagh, S.) 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Crean, Eugene 

Delany, William 

Dillon, John 

Doogan, P. C. 

Duffy, William J. 

Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 


OUT-DOOR RELIEF 


[Mr. 


Clause 1 :— 
Amendment proposed— 


“In page 1, 
word ‘be’ 
insert the words 
receiving money from 
thereof.” —(Mr. Banbury.) 


Question proposed, * 


(FRIENDLY 
SOCIETIES) BILL. 


Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee. ) 
Grant Lawson (Yorkshire, 
Thirsk) in the Chair. ] 


line 9, to leave out from the 
to the end of sub-clause (1), and 
‘extended to all persons 
any source,’ 


‘That the words | 





{6 June 1901} 


Milner, Rt. Hn.SirFrederickG. | 


| Molesworth, Sir Lewis 


| More, RobtJasper( Shropshire) | 


Morgan, DavidJ(Walthamst’w 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton,Edw.J.( ‘.(Devonport) 
Murray,RtHnA.Graham( Bute 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham(Bath) 


Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Norman, Henry 
Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Parker, Gilbert 
Partington, Oswald 
Pemberton, John S. G. 
Penn, John 
Priestley, Arthur 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 
Pym, ©. Guy 
Ranitos, John S. 
Reid, James a 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Renwick, George 
tidley, Hn.M.W.(St: ilybridge 
Ridley, 8 F. (Bethnal Green) 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Robertson ,Herbert (Hackney) 
Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Ropner, Colonel Robert 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 


Sackville, Col.iS. G. Stopford- 


NOES. 
Gilhooly, James 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Kennedy, Patrick James 
Leamy, Edmund 
MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
M‘Dermott, Patrick 
M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 
Mooney, John J. 
Murphy, J 
Nannetti, ma ae 
Nolan, — Louth, South) 
O’Brien, P. . (Tipper: ury, N.) | 
O'Connor, ‘Ww icklow, W. 
O'Malley, William 


Mr. 


the hon. 


STRACHEY 


Member would not persist in 
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Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Smith, HC((N’rth’mbTyneside 
Smith, JamesParker(Lanarks. 
Spear, John Ward 

Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 
Strachey, Edward 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Thomas, David A. (Merthyr) 
Thomas, F.Freeman-( Hastings 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Valentia, Viscount 
Vincent,Col.SirC EH (Sheftield 
Walker, Col. William Hall 
Warner, Thomas CourtenayT. 
Wason,JohnCatheart(Orkney 
Webb, Col. William George 
Weir, James Galloway 

W elby, Lt.-Col. ACE(T'aunton 
White, Luke (York, E. R 
Williams,Osmond(Merioneth) 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson-Todd, Wm. H. (Yorks) 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E.R.( Bath 
Woodheuse,SirJ.'T( Hudd’sti'd 
Wortley, Rt. Hon.C. B.Stuart- 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


O’Mara, James 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 

Power, Patrick Joseph 
Reddy, M. 

Redmond, John E. (Waterford 

Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 

Sullivan, Donal 

Taylor, Theodore Cooke 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 


Captain Donelan and Mr. 
Patrick O’Brien. 


said he hoped that 


| his Amendment, as it would practically 


N.R., 


jask leave to sit again ”’ 


destroy the Bill. 


Motion made, and Question, ‘‘ That 
'the Chairman do report Progress ; and 


(Mr. Banbury), 


| put, and agreed to. 


Committee 


instead | 


CORONERS’ 
| FATALITIES) 
Order for resuming Adjourned Debate 


report Progress ; to. sit 


|again upon Wednesday next. 


INQUESTS (RAILWAY 
BILL. 


proposed to be left out stand part of the | /on Second Reading [1st May]read, and 


clause.” 


VOL. XCIV. 


{FourTi SERIEs. | 


| dischar ged ; 


2Y 





Bill withers wn. 





1307 Adjournment of 
SUBMARINE TELEGRAPH CONTRACT 
(CHEFOO AND WELHAILWEI). 

Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the Agreement made the 23rd 
day of April, 1901, between His Majesty's 
Government and the Eastern Exten- 
sion, Australasia and China Telegraph 
Company, Limited, for the provision 
and working of a Submarine Cable 
between Chefoo and Wei-hai-wei be 
approved.—_(Mr. Austen Chamberlain.) 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean) said the Agreement 
merited the attention of the House, and 
he should like to have some information 
regarding it. In the statement which 
had been circulated to Parliament it was 
stated that the need of telegraphic 
communication with Wei-hai-wei having 
become urgent, the Eastern Extension 
Company was approached as to the 
terms on which they would establish it. 
The whole matter appeared to have 
proceeded from the Government. In 
the report of the annual meeting of one 
of the two Companies concerned, namely, 
the Great Northern Company, commonly 
known as the Russo-Danish Company, 
it was stated that the company had 
arranged with the Chinese Telegraphic 
Administration and the Allied Govern- 
ments for the submarine cables between 
certain ports, and had also met the 
special requirements of Great Britain, 
(sermany, and Russia. In the document 
laid before Parliament it was stated that 
an Agreement was madeto theeffect that 
no other party was to be allowed without 
the consent of the * said parties,” that 
is, the Eastern Extension Company and 
the Russo-Danish Company, to land 
cables on the coast of China or the islands 
belonging thereto or to work such cables, 
and the British Government bound 
themselves to use their best endeavours 
to secure the due observance and fulfil- 
ment of the terms and conditions of that 
Agreement. The effect appeared to him 
to be that the Government had bound 
themselves to the two companies men- 
tioned to use their best endeavours to 
retain for them a monopoly of telegraphic 
communication with China. The 
practical point he wanted to put was that 
they knew that the policy of the Govern- 
ment of the United States was to enter 
into direct telegraphic communication 
with China, and the Agreement to which 
he had referred seemed to bind the 


{COMMONS} 


the House. 


| British Government to support the two 
‘companies in resisting any attempt 
on the part of the United States to enter 
into cable communication with China. 
It seemed to him to be in accordance 
with the interests of this country that the 
Government of the United States should 
start their own cables, as in view of a 
possible war it would be of the greatest 
advantage to have a neutral Govern- 
ment like the United States able to 
supply fresh lines of communication, 
He should be glad to have some explana- 
tion from the Government on the matter, 
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THE FINANCIAL SECRETARY 10 
THE TREASURY (Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBER- 
LAIN, Worcestershire, E.) said that the 
position in which the Government found 
themselves was that they were anxious 
to have the cable constructed as soon as 
possible. There were reasons making it 
desirable to have it at the earliest possible 
moment. They found that the Chinese 
Administration had already pledged 
themselves under a previous Agreement 
to give no landing rights to any com- 
panies except the Russo-Danish Com- 
pany and the Eastern Extension Com- 
pany. Those two companies were for 
the purpose of the British Government 
one company, because they were working 
in common. Therefore, it was only 
to them they could look for the con- 
struction of the cable, and they were 
obliged in the circumstances to make 
the best terms they could, and he thought 
the terms they did make were very 
satisfactory. The right hon. Baronet 
referred to the parties to the Agreement 
as being the two cable companies ; but 
he thought the right hon. Baronet 
misapprehended the matter. The parties 
were on one side the Chinese Adminis- 
tration, and on the other the two cable 
companies. The companies were al- 
ready in possession of the Agreement, and 
part of the conditions put before the 
British Government was that they 
should use their influence to maintain 
the rights which the companies already 
possessed, and to secure them for a 
period of thirty years, which period 
the companies obtained in their Agree- 








ment with the Chinese administration. 
Question put, and agreed to. 


Adjourned at twenty-eight minutes 





before One of the clock. 








N 


7 








130 


not | 


N 
y are a 


plied 
Ch 
[ 
Pr )] 
N 
Sot 
Che 
Lyr 
[| 
Biri 
[] 
Bro 
a 
Chr 
St. 
[I 
Rod 
Tyn 
Bi 
Sout 
[L 
Wig. 
Bi 
Leed 
Bi 
Poul 
Sout 
Lond 
Ra 
Fave 
Sout 
Ju 
Hane 
Bil 
Orde 
second | 


VOL. 





1308 


e two 
tempt 
enter 
‘hina. 
dance 
at the 
hould 
4 of a 
eatest 
vern- 
ble to 
ation. 
plana- 
latter, 


YY 0 
.MBER- 
t the 
found 
1xi0us 
on as 
‘ing it 
ossible 
hinese 
edged 
ement 
— COl- 
Com- 
Com- 
re for 
nment 
yrking 
only 
> con- 
were 
make 
ought 
very 
aronet 
ement 
;; but 
aronet 
parties 
minis- 
» cable 
re al- 
it, and 
re the 
they 
intain 
lready 
for a 
period 
A gree- 
tion. 


ninutes 





1309 Private Pill 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Friday, 7th June, 1901. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 
PRIVATE BILLS [LORDS] (STANDING) 


ORDERS NOT PREVIOUSLY INQUIRED 
INTO COMPLIED WITH). 


Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table 
Report from one of the Examiners of 








: Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 
f case of the following Bills, originating 
a : ti 

in the Lords, and referred on the First 
; Reading thereof, the Standing Orders 
not previously inquired into, and which 


plied with, viz. :— 


[Lords]. 
Portmadoec, Beddgelert, and South 
Snowdon Railway Bill [Lords]. 
South Essex Water Bill [Lords]. 
Chesterfield Improvement Bill [Lords]. 
Lynton and Barnstaple Railway Bill 
r =~ [Lords]. 
F Birmingham (City) Tramways Bill 
} | Lords]. 





Broadstairs and St. Peter’s Water 
and Improvement Bill [Lords]. 

Christ's Hospital (London) Bill [Lords]. 

St. Bartholomew's Hospital — Bill 
[Lords]. 

Rodgers’ Patent Bill [Lords]. 
Tyneside Tramways and Tramroads 


Bill [Lords]. 


South Lancashire Tramways Bill 
| Lords]. 
Wigan Corporation Tramways, &c., 


Bill [Lords]. 
Leeds Corporation (General Powers) 
Bill [Lords]. | 
Poulton-le-Fylde Gas Bill [Lords]. 
Southport Water(Transfer) Bill [Lords]. | 
London, Brighton, and South Coast 
Railway Bill [Lords]. 
Faversham Water Bill [Lords]. 
South Western and Isle of Wight | 
Junction Railway Bill [Lords]. 
Handsworth Urban District Council 
Bill [Lords]. 


Ordered, That the Bills be read a'| 
second time. | 


VOL. XCIV. — [Fourru Series.] 


} 
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So 
; are applicable thereto, have been com- | 


Chester Corporation Tramways Bill 
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| ING ORDERS APPLICABLE 
| COMPLIED WITH). 

| Mr. Speaker laid upon the Table 
| Report from one of the Examiners of 
| Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 
‘ease of the following Bills, referred on 
the First Reading thereof, the Standing 
/Orders which are applicable thereto 
have been complied with, viz. :-— 


THERETO 


Local Government Provisional Orders 
(Housing of Working Classes) (No. 2) 
Bill. 

Local Government Provisional Orders 
(No. 7) Bill. 

Local Government Provisional Orders 
(No. 9) Bill. 

Local Government Provisional Order 
(No. 11) Bill. 


Local Government (Ireland) Provi- 
sional Orders (No. 5) Bill. 
Local Government (Ireland) Provi- 


sional Orders (Housing of the Work- 
ing Classes) Bill. 

Local Government (Ireland) Provi- 
sional Order (Housing of Working 
Classes) (No. 2) Bill. 

Local Government (Ireland) 
sional Orders (No. 4) Bill. 


Ordered, That the Bills be read a 
second time upon Monday next. 


Provi- 


PROVISIONAL ORDER BILLS (NO 
STANDING ORDERS APPLICABLE). 
Mr. Speaker laid upon the Table 
Report from one of the Examiners ot 
Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 
ease of the following Bills, referred on 
the First Reading thereof, no Standing 
Orders are applicable, viz. :— 
Local Government Provisional Orders 
(No. 8) Bill. 
Local Government Provisional Orders 
(No. 12) Bill. 
Local Government Provisional Orders 
(No. 10) Bill. 
Local Government Provisional Order 
(Port) Bill. 
Local Government (Ireland) 
sional Order (No. 3) Bill. 
Naval Works Provisional Order Bill. 
Ordered, That the Bills be read a 
second time upon Monday next. 


Provi- 


ALFRETON GAS BILL [Lords]. 


Read the third time, and passed, with 
Amendments. 


2Z 
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CAMBRIAN RAILWAYS BILL. | CHURCH DISCIPLINE. 
Read the third time, and passed.| Petition from Heighington, for altera- 
[New Title. ] | tion of Law ; to lie upon the Table. 


| 
CLYDE VALLEY ELECTRICAL POWER | 
BILL. 

King’s consent signified; read the | 
third time, and passed. | 


COAL MINES (EMPLOYMENT) BILL. 

Petitions in favour, from Wakefield ; 
and Wet Earth Colliery; to lie upon 
‘the Table. 


MOND GAS BILL. 


Read the third time, and passed. EDUCATION (YOUNG CHILDREN 


SCHOOL ATTENDANCE) (SCOTLAND) 
| BILL. 

Petitions in favour, from Dundee ; 
and Glasgow ; to lie upon the Table. 


OMAGH GAS BILL [Lords]. 
Read the third time, and passed, with 


Amendments. 
i a sai . | ELEMENTARY EDUCATION (HIGHER 
eee ae GRADE AND EVENING CONTINUA- 
we a | TION SCHOOLS). 


Read the third time, and passed. Petitions for alteration of Law, from 


BLACKPOOL IMPROVEMENT BILL. | “8S0¢iation of School Boards (England 
and Wales) ; and Bradford ; to lie upon 
BRADFORD CORPORATION BILL. the Table. 
As amended, considered ; to be read 
the third time. | HOUSING OF WORKING CLASSES (RE: 
PAYMENT OF LOANS) BILL. 
WEST CUMBERLAND ELECTRIC TRAM- Petitions in favour, from Aberystwith ; 
WAYS BILL. a ’ ys 
A and Woolwich ; to lie upon the Table. 
As amended, considered ; to be read 


the third time. LAND RATING (ENGLAND AND WALES) 
BILL. 
LOCH LEVEN WATER POWER BILL. ere . . ; 
: é Petition from Battersea, in favour; 

Read a second time, and committed. | 4,, Jie upon the Table. 

LOCAL GOVERNMENT _ (IRELAND) ae i 
PROVISIONAL ORDER (No 2) BILL. | MINES (EIGHT HOURS) BILL. 
Read the third time, and passed. | Petitions in favour, from Wet Earth 


Colliery ; and Wakefield; to lie upon 
BLACKBURN CORPORATION ‘BILL, | the Table. 


Reported, with Amendments ; Report . 

2 my . O CERS O THE TD AN STAFF 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. | FFICERS of ig DIAN STAFF 

—— | Petitions for redress of grievances, 

— es |from M. E. O’Donoghue ; H. V. Firth; 

PETITIONS. | F. F. Hunter; St. George L. Steele; 

—— | F. J. Moberley ; J. Talbot; and L. D. 

AGRICULTURAL RATES ACT, 1896. | Watling: to lie upon the Table. 


etition from Lesmahagow, against | 
tit from Lesmahagow rainst 


re-enactment ; to lie upon the Table. | REGISTRATION OF CLUBS BILL. 
| Petition from Battersea, in favour; 
BEER BILL. to lie upon the Table. 
Petition from Tunbridge Wells, in| 
favour; to lie upon the Table. SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS ON 


SUNDAY BILL. 
BOROUGH FUNDS ACT (1872) AMEND-| Petitions in favour, from Long Sutton ; 


MENT (LONDON) a | Mawgaw; Wilsford (two); Sleaford; 
Petition from Hackney, in favour;| Formby; and Peterborough (two), 


tv lie upon the Table. / to lie upon the Table. 
i 
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SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO 
CHILDREN BILL. 


Petitions against, from Leeds ; Leices- 
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Copy presented, of Report by Sir 
David Barbour, K.C.S.I., K.C.M.G., on 


Questions. 


| the Finances of the Transvaal and the 


ter; and Ilkeston (two); to lie upon | Orange River Colony, dated 29th March, 


the Table. 


Petitions in favour, from Lincoln ; 


Shrewsbury ; Long Sutton; Charlton 


Adam ; Salisbury (five) ; New Romney ; 


Marden ; Hamstreet ; Heckmondwike ; 
Manchester; Brierley Hill ; 
Malvern ; Hastings ; Mansfield ; Lydd ; 
Thornaby ; Heckmondwike (four) ; 
Chorley (four); Wakefield (two) ; 
Droitwich (two) ; Rochester (fourteen) ; 
Strood (five); Liskeard (five) ; Borstal 
(two); Norristhorpe; Dunlop; Liver- 
sedge; Harrow’ Green ; 
Lyminge; Pendlebury ; 


Nottingham; Peterborough (two) ; 
Wilton ; Farnworth (two); Donhead | 
St. Andrews; Bowerchalke ; Boden- | 
ham ; Houghton-le-Spring ; Long 
Eaton; Southport; Cornsay Colly ;) 
Preston ; Newton-le-Willows ; Erding- 


ton; Ashton-in-Makerfield ; and Hap- 
ton; to lie upon the Table. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO 
CHILDREN (SCOTLAND) BILL. 
Petitions in favour, from Wishaw ; 
St. Mungo; Dalton; Elgin; ‘Tyrie ; 
and New Byth; to lie upon the Table. 


' 


| 


OATH ON ACCESSION 
BILL. 
Petition from¥Hackney, against ; to | 


lie upon the Table. 


SOVEREIGN’S 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
CORPORAL PUNISHMENT. 
Return presented, relative thereto 
[Address 16th May ; Mr. Lloyd Morgan]: 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 197. | 





SOUTH AFRICA. 

Copy presented, of Report of the 
Transvaal Concessions Commission, 
dated the 19th April, 1901 [by Com- 
mand]; to lie upon the Table. 


Copy presented, of Report of the Land 
Settlement Commission, South Africa, 
dated the 28th November, 1900 [by 





| 1901 [by Command] ; 
| Table. 


Normanton ; Hayling Island ; Swinton ; | 


Great | 


Lampeter ; | 
Tyldesley ; | “° a saga ; 
| 2614 to 2620 [by Command]; to lie 


‘TRADE REPORTS 


| with a 


to lie upon the 


ARMY (MILITARY SAVINGS BANKS). 

Copy presented, of Statement of the 
Amounts due by the Public to Depositors 
on 31st March, 1899, and of the Receipts, 
Interest, and Disbursements during the 


|year ended 31st March, 1900, ete. [by 
| Act]; to lie upon the Table, and to be 
| printed. 


[No. 198.] 


TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 
Copies presented, of Diplomatic and 
Consular Reports, Annual Series, Nos. 


upon the Table. 


(MISCELLANEOUS 
SERIES). 

Copies presented, of Diplomatic and 
Consular Reports, Miscellaneous Series, 
Nos. 553 and 554 [by Command]; to 
lie upon the Table. 
COURT OF JUDICATURE 

(IRELAND). 

Copy ordered, ‘‘of Account of the 
teceipts and Payments of the Account- 
ant General of the Supreme Court of 
Judicature in Ireland, in respect of the 
Funds of Suitors in the said Court, 
including therein Funds to the credit 
of Lunacy Accounts in the year to the 
30th day of September, 1900, together 
Statement of Liabilities and 
Assets, and Particulars of Securities in 
Court on the 30th day of September, 
1900." —(Mr. Austen Chamberlain.) 


SUPREME 


QUESTIONS. 


SOUTH AFRICAN WAR—WILTSHIRE 
VOLUNTEER SERVICE COMPANY. 
Mr. FULLER (Wiltshire, Westbury) : 

I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War whether he is aware that certain 
stoppages have been made from the war 
gratuity due to the members of the 
Wiltshire Volunteer Service Company, 
and whether he will take steps to remedy 
the grievance complained of. 


2Z2 
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THE SECRETARY or STATE For 
WAR (Mr. Broprick, Guildford): The 


War Office intimated to the members| 


of the Service Company of Wiltshire 
Volunteers on 27th May that no refund 


of pay would be claimed from them; a, 


furlough of thirty days being given to 
cover the issue in question. 


BOER KILLED AND WOUNDED. 

Mr. BRYN ROBERTS (Carnarvon- 
shire, Eifion): I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for War whether, seeing that 
Lord Kitchener's reports state that 
between 31st January and 12th May 
307 Boers were killed and 149 wounded, 
he can give any explanation of the dis- 
proportion of Boers killed to those 
wounded. 


Mr. BRODRICK: The Boers carry 
away their wounded, and we cannot tell 
how many are wounded. 


TRIALS OF ALLEGED REBELS—EXCLU- 
SION OF REPORTERS. 

Mr. BRYN ROBERTS: I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for War whether 
he is aware that the military authorities 
at Barkley East excluded the reporter of 
the South African News from the trials 
of alleged rebels before the special Statu- 
tory Court by refusing to renew his 
permit to remain at Barkley East ; and 
seeing that the South African News was 
the only paper that fully reported the 
proceedings of the courts, will he direct 
the permit to be renewed. 


Mr. BRODRICK: Full reports of 
these treason trials will be found in the 
files of the South African News. The 
question of the permit is one for the 
military authorities in South Africa, 
and I see no reason for interfering with 
their action. 


Mr. BRYN ROBERTS: Will the 
right hon. Gentleman inform me whether 
the permit was taken from this reporter, 
and whether, in consequence, he was 
unable to be present during a portion of 
the inquiry ? 


Mr. BRODRICK: I cannot answer 
that, i can only tell the hon. Member 
the fact that reports of the trial are in the 


paper. 


{COMMONS} 


Questions. 1316 


Mr. BRYN ROBERTS : Is the right 
hon. Gentleman not aware that the 
reports only appeared till the permit was 
withdrawn, and could not then appear 
any longer ? 


Mr. BRODRICK : [am not aware. 


MILITARY CONVICTS—CONFINEMENT 
IN CIVIL PRISONS. 

Mr. LAMBERT (Devonshire, South 
Molton): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for War whether any men con- 
victed of military offences in South 
Africa are in civil convict prisons ; 
whether any sentences have been passed 
by which such men are herded with 
ordinary convicts and felons ; if so, will 
he state the number of men upon whom 
such punishments are inflicted. 


Mr. SPEAR (Devonshire, Tavistock) : 
Perhaps the right hon. Gentleman will 
at the same time say if there are any men 
from the front in South Africa com- 
mitted to Dartmoor prison for sleeping 
while on duty ; and, if so, could he recom- 
mend some less severe form _of punish- 
ment. 


Mr. BRODRICK: Some men _ con- 
victed of military offences in South 
Africa are in civil convict prisons, where 
they are classified as, and associated with, 
civil first offenders. I have no informa- 
tion to show the exact number of soldiers 
so placed, but thirty-one men found 
guilty of sleeping on their posts are con- 
fined in convict prisons. The question 
of segregating military prisoners is 
at present under consideration. 
Sleeping on duty on active service is an 
offence of great gravity, as it endangers 
many lives, and has in the present cam- 
paign been the cause of surprise and loss 
of several posts. It therefore, by mili- 
tary law, subjects the offender to the 
penalty of death. Two men in South 
Africa have been sentenced to death, 
but the death penalty has been commuted 
by Lord Kitchener to penal servitude. 
In other cases sentences of penal servi- 
tude or imprisonment have been given. 
The Commander-in-Chief is at present 


considering these cases individually, and 


the hon. Member may rest assured 
that wherever leniency can be properly 


| shown a mitigation of punishment will 
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be ordered. I am not aware how many 
of such offenders are confined in Dart- 


moor Prison, as the distribution is| 


arranged by the Home Office, but the 


question of the segregation of prisoners | 


convicted of military offences from others 
is being considered. 


WAR EXPENDITURE—SOUTH AFRICAN 
CONTRACTORS. 

Mr. LABOUCHERE (Northampton) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War whether he can state the amount 
of money paid or payable to contractors 
in South Africa in regard to war expendi- 
ture, together with the names of the 
principal contractors. 


Mr. BRODRICK: This information | 


could only be obtained in detail by a very 
laborious process. I cannot, therefore, 
consent to throw this heavy work on 
the departments concerned. 


Mr. BRYN ROBERTS: 
right hon. Gentleman give us the total 


amount paid or payable to the con- | 


tractors up to a given date ? 


Mr. BRODRICK : 
procure that. 


CASUALTY LISTS. 
Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN (Kilkenny) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War whether he can explain why the 
War Office, when publishing the lists 
of recent casualties in South Africa, 
withheld particulars of the battles and 
dates, and whether he will see that in 
future particulars of dates, places, and 
causes of casualties are given. 


Mr. BRODRICK: All information 
forwarded in connection with these and 
other casualties has been and is always 
published, nothing whatever has been 


withheld. Dates and other information | 


will be given as far as possible. 


Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN : I wish to 


know, then, whether it is Lord Kitchener | 


who has withheld the information. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! That 
is not the question on the Paper. 


LORD KITCHENER AND THE COLONIAL 
OFFICE. 


Mr. LABOUCHERE: I beg to ask 


the Secretary of State for War whether 
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Will the | 


I think I could. 
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‘Lord Kitchener corresponds only with 
the War Office, or whether, since he has 
become Acting Lord High Commissioner 
as well as Commander-in-Chief of His 
Majesty’s Forces in South Africa, he 
also corresponds with the Colonial Office. 


Mr. BRODRICK: Lord Kitchener 
corresponds with the War Office on all 
military affairs, and with the Colonial 
Office on all business connected with the 
office of High Commissioner. 


PEACE NEGOTIATIONS WITH GENERAL 
BOTHA. 

Mr. LABOUCHERE: I beg to ask 
'the Secretary of State for War whether 
Lord Kitchener has a free hand to enter 
into negotiations with General Botha in 
regard to the conditions on which the 
Transvaalers and the Orange Staters 
might be prepared to agree to these 
States entering the area of the British 
Empire, or whether the sole terms on 
which we are ready to cease hostilities is 
the unconditional surrender of the Boer 
forces in the field and their deprivation 
of independence. 


Mr. BRODRICK: No _ instructions 
have been given which would prevent 
Lord Kitchener from receiving pro- 
posals which he would transmit at once 
for the instructions of His Majesty’s 
Government, but in no case would 
either Lord Kitchener or His Majesty’s 
Government consent to discuss the 
question of independence. 


Mr. LABOUCHERE: I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for War whether 
any despatches have been received from 
Lord Kitchener explaining more fully 
than in his telegrams his negotiations 
with General Botha ; and, if so, whether 
he will lay them upon the Table of the 
House. 


| Mr. BRODRICK : No despatches have 
'been received from Lord Kitchener 
except that which has been laid on the 
Table of the House. I understand a 
‘further despatch is on the way. 


| Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN: I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for the Colonies 
_whether the meeting of General Botha 
‘and Lord Kitchener on 28th February 
took place at the request of Lord 


‘ Kitchener. 
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THE SECRETARY or STATE For THE | to the owners of hired transports since 
COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN, Bir- September, 1899. 
mingham, W.): 1 have to refer the hon. 
Member to the statement of Lord Mr. BRODRICK: I am afraid the 
Kitchener on page 1 of Cd. 528, to the | hon. Member is under some misapprehen- 
effect that Mrs. Botha carried a verbal’ sion. There is no demurrage on hired 
message that if Commandant Botha transports, which are paid for at so much 
desired it Lord Kitchener would meet, per ton per month. If the hon. Member 
him as to means of ending the war on | refers to cargo ships, I will try to obtain 
the express understanding that he | the information. 
would not do so if the question of inde- | 
pendence were to be discussed in any way.| Mr. D. A. THOMAS (Merthyr Tydvil) : 
| Will the right hon. Gentleman also say 
Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN: Is the | what despatch money has been received 
right hon. Gentleman aware that, in | asa set-off against demurrage ! 
answer to a similar question put before, | Mr. BRODRICK: I 


he told me—— am afraid [ 


‘cannot answer that. 
*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! It | FE OO EE a ee ETD 
is not in order to discuss an answer to a | V pope hd eae oy cee BE 


previous question. : 
Mr. ARTHUR LEE (Hampshire, Fare- 


Mr. FLAVIN (Kerry, N.): Did Lord | ham): I beg to ask the Secretary for 


Kitchener ask Mrs. Botha to arrange | Var a question, of which I have given 
this interview ? > | him private notice-—namely, whether he 


has any official information with refer- 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : No. ence to the report published by Reuter’s 
_ Agency to the effect that a Royal Artillery 


Mr. LABOUCHERE: Are not the | Oficer and a non-commissioned officer 
Government prepared to discuss the ' were shot in cold blood by the Boers for 
granting to the Orange State and the , Tefusing to show the working of two 
Transvaal even such independence as 8U®S temporarily captured from our 
is possessed by Canada and Australia? TOPS: 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: Certainly| M8. BRODRICK: I have received 
not at the present time. “ a telegram from Lord Kitchener, and | 


am glad to say the report is unfounded. 
SOUTH AFRICAN COMMISSIONS— The telegram says: “In_ reference 
REPORTS. to the alleged murder of Lieutenant 
Mr. ARTHUR ELLIOT (Durham): I MacDougall and a sergeant-major of 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for the the 28th Battery, when I heard of the 
Colonies whether he can say when the case I caused inquiries to be made among 
Report of the Transvaal Concession all wounded. Report unfounded. Will 
Commission will be in the hands of | ask correspondents for their authority 
Members. for statement.” 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: I have laid Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON (Dun- 
to-day the Reports by this Commission | dee) : Did this report pass the censor 4 
and by the Land Settlement Com-/ 
mission and the financial Report by| Mr. BRODRICK: I presume it went 
Sir David Barbour. They have been’ through the ordinary channels. 
submitted to Lord Milner, and_ will 
soon be in the hands of Members. , Mr. BRYN ROBERTS: Will the right 

/hon. Gentleman say whether, in view of 
DEMURRAGE ON HIRED TRANSPORTS. | the grave evils that result from untrue 

Mr. HERBERT LEWIS (Flint reports of this kind, incensing the public 
Boroughs): I beg to ask the Secretary | opinion of both countries, the Govern- 
of State for War whether he can state ment will take steps to prosecute persons 
how much has been paid for demurrage ; who send false information ? 
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Mr. BRODRICK: I think it is 
extremely desirable that reports which 
are false should not be published on 
either side, but I would point out that 
reports of a very damaging character, 
without the smallest foundation, have 
been published and largely circulated 
on the other side. 


Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): Will this 
correspondent be allowed to continue at 
the front ? 


Mr. BRODRICK: I really cannot 
say anything about the question until , 
I know exactly what occurred. 

| 

Mr. BRYN ROBERTS: Will this 
correspondent’s permit be withdrawn, 
like that of the representative of the 
South African News ? 


Mr. LABOUCHERE: Will the right | 
hon. Gentleman say what he means by | 
“the other side”’ ? 


{7 JUNE 1901} 
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' Votes in Supply the savings from which 
were by leave of the Treasury used to 
purchase for the Government the field 
guns purchased in Germany. 


Mr. BRODRICK: These guns were 
charged to Vote 9, Sub-head B, Field 
1900-1, and at the time they 
were ordered there was no reason to 
anticipate any excess on that Vote as a 
whole. 


INDIAN STATE FORESTS REVENUE. 

Mr. HERBERT LEWIS : I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for India whether 
he can state what was the average 
annual net revenue of the State Forests 
in India for the years 1864-7, 1872-7, 
1882-7, and 1892-7 respectively ; and 
what was the net revenue for the last 
financial year. 


THe SECRETARY or STATE For 
INDIA (Lord G. Hamitton, Middlesex, 


. Ealing) : The average annual net revenue 


' Mr. BRODRICK: The Boers. 


MILITARY DISTURBANCE AT 
SHORNCLIFFE. 

Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN: I beg to) 
ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether he can explain the mutiny at 
Shorncliffe and the causes which led to it. 


Mr. BRODRICK: There was no 
mutiny, only a quarrel between two 
detachments. The men obeyed their 
officers at once—the disturbance was 
speedily quelled. An inquiry has been 
held, but no report has yet reached the , 
War Office. 


Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN : 
shots fired and bayonets fixed ? 


Were not 


Mr. BRODRICK: I believe a few 
shots were fired, but the report has not 
reached us. 


Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN: I suppose 
a few friendly shots were exchanged ! 


of the Forest Department in India has 
been as follows, for the periods men- 
tioned, in pounds sterling, the rupees 
being converted at Is. 4d. each :— 
| 1864-67, £93,672 ; 1872-77, £135,161; 
1882-87, £249,253 ; 1892- 97, £500,010 ; 
1900-1 (revised estimate), £536,530. 


ASIATIC LABOUR IN QUEENSLAND. 

Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN: I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for the Colonies 
whether he can state why the Royal 
‘sanction has been refused to an Act 
passed by the Queensland Legislature 
prohibiting the employment of Asiatic 
and other coloured labourers in sugar 
mills receiving direct help from the 
Government. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: His Majesty's 
Government have represented to the 
/ Queensland Government that the Bill 


‘in question is open to objection on 


grounds both of principle and policy— 
first, because it embodies a disqualifica- 


tion based solely on place of origin, and 


| would therefore exclude British subjects 


PURCHASE OF FIELD GUNS IN 
GERMANY. 


Mr. E J. C. MORTON (Devonport) : | 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for | 


‘in India and elsewhere, not on account 


of any moral, educational, or physical 
deficiency, but solely on difference of 
race and colour; secondly, that it is 


War whether he can state what were the | offensive to Japan, a friendly Power, 








1323 Questions. 


inasmuch as it not only excludes natives 
of that country from employment, but 
also places them in the same category 
as Asiatics generally, without any con- 
sideration being paid to their state of 
civilisation. 


INSTRUCIIONS TO SCHOOL 
INSPECTORS. 

Mr. YOXALL (Nottingham, W.): 
I beg to ask the Vice-President of 
the Committee of Council on Education 
if he can state the date at which copies 
of the Instructions to Inspectors will be 
issued to Members. 


THe VICE-PRESIDENT or THe COM- 
MITTEE or COUNCIL on EDUCATION 
(Sir J. Gorst, Cambridge University) : 
The document referred to in the Question 
is now in the hands of the printers, and, 
it is believed, will be ready shortly. 


POTTERIES ARBITRATION. 

*Sir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean): I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for the Home 
Department whether the Potteries Arbi- 
tration has now passed legally beyond 
his control, or whether it would be 
possible to substitute for it, on the 
passing of the Government Factory and 
Workshop Bill, the procedure under the 
early clauses of that measure. 


*THE SECRETARY or STATE For 
THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. 
Ritcute, Croydon): The answer to the 
first paragraph of the question is in the 
affirmative; the point raised in the 
second paragraph does not therefore, | 
think, arise. 


WORKING HOURS OF LONDON 
WAITERS. 

Mr. KEIR HARDIE (Merthyr Tydvil): 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for the 
Home Department whether he is aware 
that waiters in many of the principal 
hotels and restaurants of London are 
worked over seventy hours per week ; 
and whether he proposes to introduce a 
clause into the new Factory and Work- 
shop Act to regulate the hours of labour 
for waiters and waitresses. 


*Mr. RITCHIE: ‘ Representations in 
the sense of the first paragraph of the 


{COMMONS} 
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question have been made to me, but | 
have no jurisdiction in the matter. As 
regards the second paragraph, the clause 
suggested would be outside the scope of 
the Factory Bill. 


WORKMEN’S COMPENSATION ACT. 


Mr. SCHWANN (Manchester, N.): 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
the Home Department whether his atten- 
tion has been drawn to the inconvenience 
and delays which are being caused in the 
administration of the Workmen’s Com- 
pensation Act by the uncertainty which 
exists as to the exact meaning of a week 
when the average weekly wage of a 
claimant has to be assessed under the 
Act; and, seeing that the Court of 
Appeal has decided not to deal with 
these cases until the House of Lords 
decides what is to be understood as the 
basis of calculation, whether he can take 
any steps, by legislation or otherwise, to 
obtain a prompt definition of the term. 


*Mr. RITCHIE: I am aware that 
there is in dispute a point of the nature 
indicated by the hon. Member; but | 
have no power to accelerate any decision 
of the courts of justice. and I am unable 
to contemplate the introduction this 
session of any measure for the amend- 
ment of the Workmen’s Compensation 


Act. 4 


Mr. SCHWANN: May [ask whether 
it is in another place that the obstacle 
has practically arisen ? 


*Mr. RITCHIE: I believe the question 
is rather mixed. I am not able to say 
at the moment quite where the diffioulty 
lies. 


WELSH-SPEAKING WITNESSES IN 
WELSH COUNTY COURTS. 

Mr. PHILIPPS (Pembroke): I beg 
to ask Mr. Attorney General whether 
his attention has been called to the fact 
that at the last county court at Haver- 
fordwest Judge Bishop tried to stop a 
witness giving evidence in Welsh, saying 
that Welsh-speaking witnesses ought to 
be drowned, and whether he will bring 
this matter under the notice of the Lord 
Chancellor. 


THE ATTORNEY GENERAL (Sir 
Ropert Fintay, Inverness Burghs): I 
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have made inquiries with regard to this 
matter. Iam informed that the learned 
judge did not try to stop a witness giving 
evidence in Welsh, but expressed some 
surprise at having a Welsh-speaking 
witness at Haverfordwest, where English 
is generally spoken. Any other observa- 
tions which the learned judge made were 
of a jocular nature, and were so received 
by those who heard him. 


Mr. BRYN ROBERTS: Was not this 
judge appointed because, according to his 
own showing, he knew Welsh ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: 


out of the question. 


That does not arise 


‘ORDNANCE SURVEY ASSISTANTS AT 
SOUTHAMPTON. 

Sirk BARRINGTON SIMEON (South- 
ampton): I beg to ask the President of 
the Board of Agriculture whether any 
scheme is in contemplation for reducing 
the number of temporary civil assistants 
in the Ordnance Survey at Southampton; 
and, if so, whether he will explain what 
that scheme is,and whether such reduc- 
tion means a reduction in the number 
originally proposed; and whether, in 
the case of temporary civil assistants 
being moved from Southampton, some 
allowance may be made to them for the 
expense of moving their household goods, 
and some extra consideration shown for 
married men with families. 


*THE PRESIDENT or tHE BOARD 
or AGRICULTURE (Mr. Hansury, 


Preston): The strength at Southampton 
has of late been abnormally large in order 
to enable the large arrears, which had 
accumulated through the sudden in- 
crease of publication required for the 
revised maps and through want of accom- 
modation, to be worked off. These 
arrears have now been reduced, and 
some small branches of the work having 
been practically completed, it has been 
necessary to reduce the staff. This has 
been done partly by absorbing all vacan- 
cies, partly by transferring employees 
elsewhere, principally to Ireland. With 
regard to the second paragraph of the 
question, the existing practice is that the 
railway and steamboat fares of the wives 
and children of all married assistants 


of twelve years service are paid from | 
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| public funds when such assistants are 
transferred from one division of the 
Survey to another, or when they have 
to move such distances as render neces- 
sary a journey by rail or by boat ; and 
those fares are also paid in the case of 
families of employees on the Survey of 
not less than five years’ service when 
moved on duty between England and 
Scotland, or between those countries and 
Ireland. 


Sir BARRINGTON SIMEON: May | 
ask whether new buildings have not 
| lately been erected ? 


*Mr. HANBURY : I do not think that 
arises out of the question on the Paper. 
New buildings have been put up, but 
they have nothing to do with the increase 

\in the staff. 


MILK AND BUTTER STANDARDS. 


Mr. STRACHEY (Somersetshire, 8.) : 
I beg to ask the President of the Board of 
Agriculture whether he intends to adopt 
the standard for milk recommended by 
the Departmental Committee (Majority 
Report) ; and, if so, when such standard 
will come into force, and when he in- 
tends to appoint the promised Depart- 
mental Committee to inquire into a 
standard for butter. 


*Mr. HANBURY: I hope to be able 
to state what the standard will be in the 
course of next week—and it should come 
into force after a reasonable period of 
notice, from a month to six weeks. We 
have already collected a considerable 
body of evidence to submit to the pro- 
posed Committee on a butter standard, 
and I hope to nominate it during the 
present month. 


CHEQUE BANK LIQUIDATION. 

Mr. COHEN (Islington, E.): On be- 
half of my hon. friend the Member for 
North Islington, I beg to ask the Presi- 
dent of the Board of Trade whether he is 
aware that, owing to the delay in settling 
the Cheque Bank claims, small holders 
are being induced to part with their 
claims at a loss, and whether any steps 
are possible on the part of the Board of 
Trade to prevent this. 


THE PRESIDENT or tHE BOARD 
oF TRADE (Mr. GeraLp BALFour, 
Leeds, Central): I am afraid I can add 
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nothing to the reply which I gave the 
hon. Member for North Islington in 
answer to his question on the 10th 
of May.+ As no compulsory order 
has been made the Board of Trade 
have no control over the liquidators, and 
I am therefore unable to take any steps 
to expedite the distribution of the funds. 


Questions, 


THE METRIC SYSTEM. 
Mr. LABOUCHERE: I beg to ask 
the President of the Board of Trade 
whether he has observed in the reports 


of our consular agents abroad frequent | 
mention of the impediment to our com- | 
merce abroad that our existing system | 


of weights and measures is found to be ; 
and whether he contemplates legislation 
to replace it by a metric system. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: 
from His Majesty's 
abroad frequently allude to the impedi- 
ment caused to British trade by the 
adherence of many of our traders to 
the usual British system of weights 
and measures in their 


are in use. I may, however, point out 
that the Act of 1897 removed any legal 
impediment to the adoption of metric 
standards. The Government are not 


prepared to bring in a measure making | 


the use of the system compulsory. 


LAND FOR HIGHLAND COTTARS. 


Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): | 


I beg toask the Lord Advocate if he will 


state whether any action has been taken | 
either by the Secretary for Scotland | 


or the Congested Districts Board during 
the recess with a view to provide the} 
landless cottars and fishermen of Bernera | 


{COMMONS} 


Reports | 
representatives | 


transactions | 
with countries in which metric standards | 
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| question is in the negative. The Secretary 
| for Scotland and the Congested Districts 
| Board are anxious to give every con- 
sideration to any applications made 
| by cottars which are put forward in a 
legitimate manner. ‘they are aware 
‘that the Bernera cottars have wanted 
land for some time past, and they are 
jin consultation in regard both to their 
| case and to that of the North Uist cottars. 
The latest report from Bernera, however, 
‘is to the effect that the cottars have been 
‘illegally cutting peat on a farm which 
they threaten to occupy by force, in 
anticipation of such occupation. The 
North Uist cottars have also passed 
resolutions proposing action in defiance 
of the law. If they wish to prevent their 
case from receiving favourable considera- 
| tion, they cannot more effectively secure 
that end than by such misguided action. 


STORNOWAY MAIL. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Secretary 
'to the Treasury, as representing the 
| Postmaster General, whether, in view 
‘of the fact that the Stornoway mail 
has been conveyed via Mallaig since 
April Ist, the official reports show that 
the experiment has now been in 
force a sufficient time to warrant the 
Postmaster General in inviting tenders 
for this service, and, if not, will he state 
| when he will be able to arrive at a decision 
on the subject, and will care be taken 
that a modern and swifter steamer is 
secured for this service in place of the 
present boat, which is forty years old. 


THe FINANCIAL SECRETARY 10 
'THE TREASURY (Mr. Austen CHAM- 
|BERLAIN, Worcestershire, E.): The 
service vid Mallaig is not yet sufficiently 
established, especially in view of a pro- 





Island, of Lewis, and various districts | jected acceleration on the Highland 
in North Uist, with land at fair rentals,| Railwey, to enable the Postmaster 
and, if not, will steps be taken at an| General to form an opinion as to the 
early date to ascertain what land is avail-| permanent advantages of the Mallaig 
able in the districts for the settlement | route to Stornoway. In any case, 
of the people ; and is he aware that the| having regard to the loss on the Storno- 
people of Bernera have been applying | way mail service, the Postmaster General 
to the Congested Districts Board for|does not consider that he would be 
land fer several years. | justified in recommending that additional 
‘expense should be incurred for the 
*THE LORD ADVOCATE (Mr. A. Gra-| purpose of providing swifter steamers 
tam Murray, Buteshire): The answer | for the conveyance of the mails. 


s i °s | ‘ ; 
othe tet portion of the hon. Member's} s5. ware. ty the right hon. Geille 
| man aware that the steamer is forty 








+ See preceding volume, page 1314. 
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years old, and can only go ten knots an { CONGESTED DISTRICTS—CONNAUGHT. 
hour ¢ Dr. AMBROSE (Mayo, W.): I beg to 


ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : | Lieutenant of Ireland whether, as Presi- 
It is not the duty of the Postmaster | dent of the Congested Districts Board, 
General to provide steamers for passenger | he is aware that several electoral divisions 
acommodation—only to see that they|in the Province of Connaught are 
are suitable for the conveyance of the| deprived of the benefits of the Con- 
mails. gested Districts Act owing to the fact 
that there may be one large holding 
KERRY MOVING BOG. “which is highly rated in the non-scheduled 
Mr. MURPHY (Kerry, E.): I beg! district, or that such district may be 
io ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord | situated in the neighbourhood of a 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he can|town the rateable value of which is 
ay when he proposes to give informa-| higher than that which would entitle 
tion to the House in reference to the | it to be scheduled as a congested district, 
songested district in Kerry in which/thus depriving its inhabitants of the 
the moving bog is situated ; and whether, | benefits of the Act, he will remedy this 
having regard to the number of con-| state of things by introducing this 
gested districts in Kerry, he will make | session a Bill making the whole of 
arrangements to allow the county council | Connaught a congested district. I wish, 
to nominate a representative of the however, to draw attention to the way 
county on the Congested Districts Board. | in which the question I handed in 
‘appears on the Paper, which makes me 
Toe CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- | ask if the right hon. Gentleman will 
LAND (Mr. WynpuaM, Dover): Various | make a town a congested district. 
ypinions, all purely conjectural, have; x,y, opparrp. : 
ven assigned for the bog-slide in the | fi ote Selgin = = hon. on 
listrict mentioned, which took place |” Aiaccee uc 2 hs ego eo? nina 
wer four years ago. An_ interesting | question appears he should refer to me. 
weount of the occurrence will be found; Dr. AMBROSE: I protest against 
inthe Sixth Annual Report of the Con-| the fact of a town being situated near 
gested Districts Board. The reply to} a non-scheduled district being made to 
the second paragraph is in the negative. | read as if | asked that it should be made 


| ae 

Mr. MURPHY: May I ask what | # congested district. 

the right hon. Gentleman proposes to| *Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member 

“0 to prevent a recurrence of the bog-/ may be clear as to his grievance, but he 

tide which did so much injury on the has not made it clear to me. He may 

brmer occasion ? either put the question as it stands, or 
/ | put it in a different form another day. 

Mr. WYNDHAM: The Government | : 

annot undertake to legislate against phy-| Dr. AMBROSE: I will put it as it is. 

ical disasters. A remedy might be found |The right hon. Gentleman will under- 

fa drainage board were established | stand. 

inder the Drainage of Act 1863. In| , 

hat event the initiative would have to| Mr: WYNDHAM: I cannot give an 

















ie taken by the locality, and if such | undertaking to introduce legislation in 
initiative were taken the Congested|the direction suggested during the 
Districts Board would then consider | present session. 

whether it could afford assistance by | 


ical & eomeutinebiiie. | POSTAL FACILITIES AT FIRIES. 


Mr. MURPHY: I beg to ask the 
Mr. FLAVIN: Could not the matter | Secretary to the Treasury, as represent- 
% in some degree remedied by giving ing the Postmaster General, what reply 
Kerry a representative on the Congested | he has to give to the inquiry made as to 
Districts Board ? | postal deliveries in Firies, county Kerry, 
jin a letter which was forwarded to him. 
some time ago. 





[No answer was returned. ] 
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Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : | question perhaps I may say, in regard to 
There is already a Sunday post to Firies, | the official reports, that I make no impu. 
county Kerry. The question of extend-| tation or suggestion whatever against the 
ing the Sunday delivery to Molahiffe and contractors, who are fulfilling the terms 
Ballyfinnane, as requested in the letter of of their contract. 


‘the hon. Member, has been considered, | 
but in view of the high cost of main-) Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The last state. 


taining the existing service the Post-; ment of the hon. Gentleman is perfectly 
master General regrets that he would | true—that the contract time for publica. 
not be justified in complying with the| tion is always kept. As to the suggestion 





request. 


IRISH UNIVERSITY EDUCATION. 

Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN: I beg to 
ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
whether he is yet in a position to name 


the Royal Commission on University | 


Education in Ireland. 


Tue FIRST LORD 
SURY (Mr. A. J. Batrour, Manchester, 
E.): lam sorry to say [ am not in a posi- 
tion to do this. 


WAR OFFICE ORGANISATION — COM- 
MITTEE’S REPORT. 

Mr. ARTHUR LEE: I beg to ask 
the First Lord of the Treasury whether 
any opportunity will be given this session 
for discussing the Report of the Com- 
mittee on War Office Organisation. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: It is not for me 
to pronounce on the subject, but it is 
possible the question may be raised on 
the Vote for the Salary of the Secretary 
for War. I do not think it would be 
expedient to give a special day. 


ANSWERS TO QUESTIONS—PLACING 
IN THE LIBRARY — EXPEDITING 
HANSARD REPORT. 

Mr. HERBERT LEWIS: I beg to ask 
the First Lord of the Treasury whether, 
in view of the difficulty of hearing the 
replies to questions, and having regard 
to the delay in receiving proofs of ques- 
tions and answers, and the repetition, 
partly arising from such delay, of ques- 
tions which have already been asked, 


and for the general convenience of | 


Members, arrangements will be made to 
file in the Library copies of questions 
which appear on the Notice Paper, and 
the replies to such questions, until the 
Hansard Reports containing such ques- 
‘tions and answers have been placed in 
the hands of Members. In asking this 


OF THE TREA-'! 


(tion of The Parliamentary Debates would 


| contained in the hon. Member’s question, 
| there would be, I believe, great difficulty, 
(if not almost impossibility, in carrying 
it into effect. Some of the most im- 
portant questions are about matters of 
| which no notice is given, and in such 
cases I do not think it would be practic. 
able to adopt the plan the hon. Gentle- 
man recommends. The only method of 
meeting his views would, I think, be to 
devise some system by which the publica- 


be expedited; otherwise, I think the 
hon. Member must depend on the reports 
which appear in the newspapers. Let 
me, however, say that all my colleagues, 
without exception, will only be too glad 
to give any Member who has asked them 
a question and has not caught the 
answer, a full statement in writing of 
what they have said in the House. I do 
not think I can add anything to that. 


Mr. HERBERT LEWIS: I am very 
much obliged to the right hon. Gentle 
man for the reply he has given, but. 
arising out of it, may I ask whether it has 
been brought to his notice that in the 
Canadian Parliament reports of each 
sitting are furnished to Members on the 
following morning, although the House 
frequently sits till two or three or fou 
o'clock ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I was not 
| aware of the fact till the hon. Gentleman 
‘courteously informed me, and no such 
rapidity of production has ever been 
attempted in the House of Commons. 
Whether it would be'practicable here | 
am not able to say. 


| Mr. SCHWANN: Would it not be 
possible for two sets of replies to be sent 
down, so that one set might be filed in 
| the Library ? 

*Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I am not sure 
ina that could be done. The Hous 
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must remember that the habit of asking; the subject of Gibraltar was made by a 
supplementary questions—which may | Committee of a very informal character. 
be a good practice or not—makes it | It is true that on this informal Com- 
impossible to reproduce all that occurs, mittee was one Member, my hon. friend 
here by means of the printed answers| the Member for King’s Lynn, who did 
given. If the House would be contented | not continue his labours until the end 
with the questions on the Paper some-| of its work. I know he stated his-reasons 
thing might be done. to the First Lord of the Admiralty, but 
I do not propose to lay the correspondence 
*Mr. CORRIE GRANT (Warwickshire, on the Table of the House. 
Rugby) : Would it not be possible, when 
i Member puts a question privately to Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) : 
che head of a Department, for him to get | Does the right hon. Gentleman propose 
, reply in a shorter time than is now to give the House any opportunity 
ken? I put a question or two last’ of considering or discussing this matter ! 
week to the Postmaster-General and the 
yead of another Department, andreceived Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: No, Sir, 
wn acknowledgment and an intimation there is no Vote for the salary of my 
that the questions should have attention, hon. friend the Member for King’s Lynn. 
put [ have had no further reply. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) : 
Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I do not know | May I ask my right hon. friend whether,,. 
the questions put by the hon. Member, | although there is no Vote or likelihood 
but | am sure that every Department | of a Vote for any salary for me, there is 
will do its best to give an expeditious, not a motion on the Paper for next 
reply to any question put by a member| Tuesday which will enable the whole 
of the House. matter to be discussed ? 


*Mr. CORRIE GRANT: Will the right) Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I was _ not 
ton. Gentleman consult the contractors aware of it. Next Tuesday is allocated 
ior Hansard as to whether it would be to other business ; the first Order will be 
possible to have by the following day a the motion to take further facilities for 
verbatim report of the answers to ques- Government business, and the second 
tions simply 2? An .ivmapt to do some- Order will be the Factories Bill. 

thing of this kind was made some years 

igo, and, though it broke down, it was Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: Will the- 
not from any reason such as the right right hon. Gentleman be surprised if, 
ton. Gentleman has suggested, but from in the circumstances, I oppose that 
the failure of the machinery. motion ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: [I doubt’ Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I should not 
vhether such a proposal could be carried be greatly surprised at my hon. friend 
ut—at least, to the extent the hon. | opposing anything. 

rentleman supposes. 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 


| Sir H. CAMPBELL- BANNERMAN 
Mr. M‘-KENNA (Monmouthshire, N.) : | (Stirling Burghs): Since the right hon. 
lheg to ask the First Lord of the Treasury | Gentleman has told us what business 
whether any Member of the Gibraltar’ will be done on Tuesday, may I ask what 
lommission has resigned his position ;, will be taken on Monday ? 
if so, whether he has given any explana- | 
tion of his reasons for taking this course ;} Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: On Monday 
ind if such explanation is in writing, | I propose to take first the Civil List, and 
whether he will lay it upon the Table. | then will follow, though I do not pledge 
| myself as to the order, the Hospitals Bill. 
Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: As the hon.|the Loan Bill, the Land Purchase Bill.. 


Member is aware, the investigation into| and the Larceny Bill. 


GIBRALTAR WORKS COMMITTEE. 
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LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


To Mr. Bignold, for a fortnight, on 


account of domestic affliction. — (Sir | 


William Walrond.) 


SUPPLY. 
{[9rH AtnoTTEeD Day.] 
Considered in Committee. 


(In the Committee.) 


[Mr. J. W. Lowrner (Cumberland, 
Penrith) in the Chair.] 
REVENUE DEPARTMENTS ESTIMATES, 
1901-2. 

1. Motion made, and Question pro- 
posed, “That a sum, not exceeding 


£1,221,713, be granted to His Majesty 
to complete the sum necessary to defray 
the Charge which will come in course of 
payment during the year ending on the 
31st day of March, 1902, for the Salaries 
and Expenses of the Inland Revenue 
Department.” 


Mr. HERBERT LEWIS (Flint 
Boroughs) moved a reduction of the Vote 
by £100 in respect to Item A. He said 
that his object was to draw the attention 


of the Government to the very large 
number of claims for rebatement of 
income tax. This question was much 


more important now because the in- 
come tax had increased to a very large 
extent. Naturally, in the past, there 
were a very large number of people who 
never troubled to make claims for re- 
batements. He did not wish to make 
the slightest imputation against the 
officials concerned, but he would say 
that a large number of people with small 
incomes found great difficulty in obtain- 
ing the rebates of income tax to which 
they were entitled. Many of these 
people were not accustomed to business, 
and they required to be treated with a 
great deal of attention and courtesy. 
The surveyors of taxes had undoubtedly 
in the past been overdriven, and he did 


not know of any body of civil servants | 
who had had sucha hard time of it within | 
years as the surveyors of | 


the last few 
taxes. What he wished the hon. 
Gentleman to do was to give specific 
instruction to all the officers concerned 


that they should afford all the aid they | 


{COMMONS} 
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| possibly could to persons of small jp. 
/comes. After all, those people wer 
entitled to the money. All he wanted 
was that the officials should help these 
| people as far as possible to obtain the 
_rebatements to which they were entitled, 
and to help them to get such rebatements 
| with as little trouble as possible. His 
/second point was in reference to the 
Special Commissioners of Income Tax, 
He wished to know why a man who had 
to appear before the Special Commis. 
| sioners of Income Tax was not allowed 
to have legal -assistance, or anyone else 
to speak on his behalf. There were a 
/number of persons who appealed to the 
Special Commissioners who had not had 
the necessary training to put their cases 
properly before these Special Commis. 
sioners, and he wished to know why that 
legal assistance was not allowed them. He 
noticed under this heading a number of 
references to the Land Tax Commis- 
sioners. Thousands of Commissioners 
of Land Tax had been appointed who 
had never heard of a single meeting for 
the election of the Commissioners of 
Income Tax, and they had not the least 
idea where the meetings would be held. 
If they wished to know they would have 
to subscribe regularly to the official 
Gazette. Ordinary people had not the 
time to read the official Gazette, and it 
seemed to him to be a most extraordinary 
thing that the Commissioners of Land 
Tax did not receive proper notice as to 
when and where such meetings would 
be held. He felt so strongly upon this last 
point that he begged leave to move the 
reduction of Item A by £100, and he did 
so in the hope that the hon. Gentle 
man would give him such an assurane? 
on the point as would justify him i 
withdrawing his motion. 


Motion made, and Question propose, 
“That Item A (Salaries) be reduced by 
| £100.” —(Mr. Herbert Lewis.) 


*Mr. CORRIE GRANT (Warwickshire, 








Rugby) said he wished to call attentiot 
to the position of surveyors of taxes and 
to the necessity for the creation of more 
new districts in the great centres 0 
cet and commerce. In the yea 

1900 the hon. Member for the Horsham 
_ Division of Sussex called the attentio 
of the present President of the Board 0 
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Agriculture to this matter, and the right /as closely and accurately upon their 
hon. Gentleman admitted that the | incomes as those who were in receipt of 
surveyors of taxes were overworked and | small fixed incomes, and, therefore, 
that new districts were required. Some owing to this fact, naturally a larger 
attempt had been made to deal with the proportion of the tax fell upon those who 
matter since. There had been a re-| received small fixed incomes, inasmuch as 
casting of the divisions and a new class a greater increase in the tax was required 
had been created. He believed that because a certain amount which ought 
under the new pressure with regard to to be obtained was not realised. He 
the income tax it would be desirable in hoped the hon. Gentleman would see 
the great cities that the work in connec- to the increasing of the staff in order 
tion with Schedule D should be allotted | that, in justice to those who were drawing 
to surveyors of long experience and |the smaller incomes and the ratepayers 
training. He put forward the suggestion generally, the full amount that ought to 
not alone on the ground that the’ be realised was obtained. 
present surveyors were overworked, but 
with a view of realising income out of| Mr. SPEAR (Devonshire, Tavistock) 
the increase in the number of surveyors. hoped the Government would not yield 
A considerable amount of income tax to the advice of the hon. Member for 
was recovered by the efforts of those West Newington to increase the staff of 
gentlemen, and an increase in the num- syrveyors. He had been an Income 
ber would be a paying concern, because | Tax Commissioner for years, and he 
it would bring in a far greater return! was bound to say that he thought the 
than the amount expended on the salaries | staff in the part from which he came 
of new surveyors. With regard to|was abundant. The hon. Member for 
assistant surveyors, he wished to know | West Newington thought a considerable 
whether there was a sufficient number amount might be derived from the income 
of Juniors 1n existence at present to | tax if there was a larger number of sur- 
provide for all the necessities of the | yeyors. His own experience was that 
» nee a good many men paid income tax who 
ee a ,, | really ought not todoso. The surveyors 
Carraln NORTON (Newington, W.) | at vc were in the habit—he did 
pointed out that owing to the starvation, not wish to speak in a derogatory way of 
so to speak, of the staff of surveyors aliens eal . Rie AB AS q 
e -y was suffering a considerable | ee ee ee 
the country was su 8 causing them the inconvenience of 
loss. It was admitted that the amount appearing before the Commissioners, a 
of labour imposed upon the surveyors had | process which was extremely unpleasant 
very largely increased. This operated j,, many instances. 
very harshly against those in receipt | 
of small incomes who required to take| Mr. POWER (Waterford, E.) said that 
steps in order to get the rebate to which | the complaint made in England with 
they were entitled. He knewthat from | regard to the repayments to which people 
his own experience of one particular | were entitled in connection with the 
class—namely, Government officials, | income tax applied with particular force 
Army and Navy officers, and others. |in Ireland. He knew many cases in 
Many of that class, owing to their want | which people of limited means preferred 
of knowledge in connection with this |to pay the demand made upon them 
question, failed to receive back that to | rather than go to the worry of filling up 
which they were entitled. If a proper the form which had to be sent to the 
staff of duly qualified assessors, not over- | surveyor of taxes. He complained that 
worked, were appointed, cases of hardship | the clerks of the income tax department 
like that would be dealt with, and the | had no status whatever, and he thought 
injustice now done to this class might | that, in the interest of the payers of the 
be obviated. He did not wish to say | tax and in the interest of the community 
anything derogatory of the great class | at large, some sort of status should be 
of people who were engaged in com-| given to them on account of the most 
mercial and mercantile pursuits, but it | delicate work they had to carry on. 
was well known that they did not pay | Fifteen years ago he asked a question 
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on this subject and got a soft answer, 
but nothing had been done. He asked 
whether nothing could be done to sim- 
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plify the forms in the first instance, and | 
also the procedure which had to be) 


gone through in asking for a rebate. 


Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.) said a 
Return was issued latelyshowing the dates 
at which the people of the three king- 
doms paid their income tax, and it had 
puzzled him very much. The Return 
gave the figures for three years, but as 
they were almost the same in each he 
would only mention the last of the three. 
In England 32 per cent. was paid by the 
end of January, and 5% per cent. by the 
end of February. The figures were 
about the same for Ireland. About one 
half came in during March. In Scotland 
by 31st January 77 per cent. was paid, 
and by 28th February no less than 93 
per cent. was paid. He asked if the 
Secretary to the Treasury could give 
any explanation of the fact that Scotland 
paid a so much larger proportion of the 
income tax in advance than either 
England or Ireland, and whether there 


was any legal right to collect the tax | 
© DS > 


before 31st March. He would also 
like, if the hon. Gentleman could give it, 
information as to the number of joint- 
stock companies registered during the 
present year, and as to the seizures for 
illicit distillation. There were twelve 


such seizures in England, five in Scot- 


land, and no fewer than 1,828 in Ireland. 
The Treasury ought to be able to throw 
some light on the extraordinary figures 
for Ireland. Was the large number 
of seizures due to the employment of the 
constabulary in this extra police duty, 
and were the constabulary paid a special 
fee for each seizure ? 


Mr. LLUOYD-GEORGE (Carnarvon 
Boroughs) called attention to the mode of 
appointing Income Tax Commissioners. 
Once in each Parliament an Act was 
passed prescribing the method by which 
the Commissioners were to be appointed. 
The appointment was in the hands of the 
Land Tax Commissioners. The clerks 
were supposed to summon the Com- 
missioners for the purpose of appointing 
Income Tax Commissioners, but, as a 
matter of fact, they never did so. 
asked who it was that took upon them- 


Mr. Power. 


{COMMONS} 


He | 
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selves to override the Act of Parliament 
| which directed that the Commissioners 
'should be summoned. Was it the clerks, 
acting upon their own initiative, because 
they did not like the Act, or was it done 
under the authorityof a Treasury Minute? 
In either case, the Act was set at defiance, 
and the Committee were entitled to 
some explanation of the matter. 


Departments Estimates. 


Tur FINANCIAL SECRETARY 10 
THE TREASURY (Mr. AusTEN CHAMBFR- 
LAIN, Worcestershire, E.) said, with 
regard to the question raised by 
the hon. Member for Flint. he thought 
the difficulties which poor people ex- 
perienced in securing the repayments 
of income tax to which they were 
entitled arose in the majority of cases 
from the fact that they were people 
unaccustomed to business, and to whom 
the simplest form—and from the nature 
of the case these forms could not always 
be simple—would present some difticul- 
ties. The officers of the Inland Revenue 
who had to examine these claims had 
thrown upon them an enormous amount 
of detailed trouble owing to the imperfect 
form in which the claims were made; 
but the claims were examined with all 
possible despatch, and he hoped and 
believed that they were dealt with with 
perfect courtesy and the desire that 
every citizen should come by what was 
his due. He had had a little experience 
of making up returns for other people. 
and he would bring the suggestion of 
the hon. Member to the notice of the 
Chairman of the Board of Inland 
Revenue. If there was any reason to 
suppose that any officers were dealing 
with the claimants uncivilly, or throwing 
unnecessary difficulties in their way, he 
was quite certain that the Board of 
Inland Revenue would be the first people 
to desire to put a stop to it. He did not 
think it was possible to simplify the 
forms which had to be filled up ; but if 
the hon. Member had any suggestion to 
make on that subject he would be glad 
to lay it before the Board of Inland 
Revenue. Such complications as existed 
were inherent to the subject itself rather 
than to the particular form chosen. 
The hon. Member for Flint had asked 
why people who appeared before the 
Special Commissioners were not allowed 
The Special! Commis- 





| 


| legal assistance. 
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sioners were not themselves legal gentle-| might otherwise be saved. The hon. 


men, and he was inclined to think that | Gentleman 
it would not be in the interest of those | assistant surveyors. 
who appeared before the Special Com- | 
missioners that they should have legal 


assistance. It was not a formal court, 


and it was better for all concerned that | extent. 


had asked him  akout 

He did not think 
it was desirable to have a very large class 
of assistant surveyors, and he would be 
sorry to see that body increased to a large 
That increase of the staff had 


the proceedings should be kept as} been urged on the ground that it would 


informal as possible. 

The hon. Gentleman had asked 
him what steps were taken to sum- 
mon meetings of the Land Tax 
Commissioners, and had demanded 
that he should pledge himself that 


in every case individual notice should | 
All | 


be sent to each Commissioner. 


| 


| 
| 
| 
| 


the obligations of the law were fulfilled by | 


the publication in the Gazette of notices 
of the meetings, and it could hardly be 
expected that the Gazette notice would 
not be seen, and that individual notices 


| collection of 
‘land than in other parts of the United 


should be sent out at the same time. | 
Edinburgh had moved for a Return in 


Unless there was some real object to be 
gained by a change, he thought it was 
undesirable, because it would involve 
a great deal of trouble and labour. If 
the hon. Member would tell him what 
special difficulties there were in the 
present system he would be glad to meet 
him and discuss the matter with him. 

The hon. and gallant Member for New- 
ington had raised a question in regard to 
the staff. The hon. Member, he 
understood him, maintained that the 


as 


staff was over-worked, that the number | 
of surveyors was too few, and that it | 


ought to be increased. 
were undoubtedly connected, but perhaps 


ry. e 
These questions | 
jor even Ireland, but because what was 


not in the way the hon. Member seemed | 


to think. Something like twenty dis- 
tricts and new surveyors had been 
added, and in order to secure a sufficient 
number of experienced officers they had 


| 


been obliged to suspend the superannua- | 


tion rule. This was not done in the 
interest of the gentlemen on the staff, 
but in the interest of the Service and of 
the public ; and he was hopeful that 
before the Vote was discussed again the 
tule would be once more enforced. He 
trusted, however, that the hon. Member 
would not press h'm to say at what par- 
ticular date the rule would be enforced. 
It was the duty of the Board of Inland 
Revenne to consider what was necessary 
for carrying on their labours to the best 
advantage, and also not to create un- 
hecessary posts, or to spend money which 
VOL. XCIV. _[Fourtu Series. ] 





lead to a closer collection of the income 
tax, but he thought the remedy for any 
attempt to avoid payment was to 
be found in other directions; and he 
hoped as time went on they would get 
a closer collection of what was due than 
now existed. 

The hon. Member for West Islington 
had asked the question—of which he 
would have liked some notice, in order 
to fully deal with it—as to the closer 
the income tax in Sect- 
Kingdom. The hon. Member for East 
regard to the collection of the income tax 
in different parts of the Kingdom. That 
would involve the Treasury in consider- 
able expense, but he would endeavour 
to see whether the Return could Le made. 
The closer collection of the income tax 
in Scotland was due, he believed, to the 
habits of the Scottish people, who had a 
desire to meet their obligations the 
moment they became due. That was 
most creditable to them, but ke also 
thought it was not because the Scotch 
were more really anxious to pay their 
income tax than the people in England, 


known as the official threatening letter 
was sent out more promptly in Scotland 
than in England or Ireland. As the 
tax wasa heavy one this year, the cireum- 
stances of its collection should not be 
made more stringent than usual. 

The hon. Member also asked some 
explanation in regard to the rewards 
paid for the seizure of illicit stills in the 
United Kingdom and in Ireland, and to 
whom these rewards were paid. There 
was not the same temptation to the 
illicit distillation of spirits in England 
and Scotland as in Ireland. The hon. 
Member did throw out the suggestion 
that the Returns were corrected. He 
did not profess that he had looked into 
this question very closely, but he would 
make inquiries into the matter. He, 
however, could, not imagine that the 


2A 
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teturns were false intentionally. The | 
rewards were payable in all the divisions | 
of the United Kingdom mainly to the | 
police or the revenue officers who had 
been instrumental in the detection of 
frauds on the revenue. 


Mr. LOUGH asked whether the police 
were entrusted with this duty in any 
part of the United Kingdom except in 


lreland. 
Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN said 


that the police were not employed in this 
matter so much in the United Kingdom 
as in Ireland. In England and in Scot- 
Jand the duty fell more on the Inland 


Supply— Revenue 
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Revenue officers than on the police, which 
in Lreland were in closer connection with 
the Government. The amount of the 
rewards paid depended on special circum- 
stances. In the great majority of cases 
they were small rewards of 6s. or 10s., 
but in special circumstances the amount 
was as much as £2 or £3. 


*Sir JOSEPH LEESE (Lancashire, 
Accrington) asked the Financial Secre- 
tary to the Treasury whether, when the 
conference with some honourable Mem- 
bers which he had promised took place, 
he would consider the manner in which 
the election of the Income Tax Com- 
nuissioners was made when vacancies 
occurred after the first appointment. 
He was afraid that although a tech- 
nical statutory obligation might be 
fulfilled when vacancies occurred, there 
had been, in recent years, a system of 
co-optation, which seemed to him to 
be a direct violation of the statute, 
and he hoped that the system by which 


these Commissioners elected themselves | 


would not be allowed to go on. He 
had a ease in his mind which when 
vacancies occurred persons only approved 
by the remaining members of the Com- 


mission had the slightest chance of 
election. Contrary to all enactment and 


practically subversive of Parliamentary 
intention, these bodies of Income Tax 
Commissioners were gradually becoming 
“close boroughs.”’ He rejoiced to think 
that a conference with the Financial 
Secretary might restore the elective 
methods and destroy the present ones. 
which are practically co-optative. 

Mr. RENSHAW (Renfrew, W.) 
thought that the Scotch people would 

Mr. Austen Chamberlain. 


| would be a most useful document. 
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consider the Income Tax Return a very 
useful Return. He was perfectly aware of 
the fact that one of the reasons why the 
income tax was paid so promptly in 
Scotland was because, when the Return 
was made, a notice was immediately sent 
out to say if payment was not made in 
fourteen days unpleasant proceedings 
would take place. That practice had not 
been observed in either England or 
Ireland, and the sooner the practice of the 
collection of the income tax in those 
countries was brought up to the level 
of the Scotch practice the better. 


Mr. THOMAS SHAW (Hawick 
Burghs) said he thought the Return 


The 
suggestion was that Scotland had dis- 
played undue virtue in the payment 
of this tax, but after explanation it was 
discovered that this duty was actually 
due on the Ist of January. What Scotland 
wanted to know was not why she should 
be made to pay on the nail, but why 
England and Ireland should he placed 
upon a different plane. What did the 
Government propose to do when this 
Return brought home the fact, as he was 
informed, that there was an actual loss 
to the revenue of £20,000 per annum, 
owing to the income tax not being 
promptly collected when it was due. He 
wished for some explanation as to what 
the Government’s attitude was going to 
be in regard to this matter. Was the 
House to be content with the proposition 
that the income tax, which was due on 
Ist January, was to be paid in the month 
of March? Would it not be better for 
the Government to say that the practice 
in Scotland was a better practice, and to 
see that the example of Scotland was 
followed south of the Tweed and in 
Ireland ? 


Mr. BRIGG (Yorkshire, W.R., Keigh- 
ley) said he supported the hon. Member 
who moved the reduction on the grounds 


‘ofeconomy. Healso wished the Financial 


| Secretary would inquire into the cost of 
collection of the excise and customs 

duties devoted to technical education. 
A very large amount might be saved 

in the collection of these duties if the 
different localities were allowed to collect 
| their own amounts. Under the pre 
‘sent system, these duties were collected 
| and the money sent to London, and 
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thence was returned to the different | According to the Returns referred to, 
localities. The reason he drew atten-| there were only five cases of illicit dis- 
tion to this matter was that the cost of | tillation in Scotland, while in Ireland 
collection of taxes was one of the largest it was said there were 1,826. Anyone 
items of expenditure they had to deal reading the Return as it was presented 
with in the matter of Inland Revenue. | to the House would imagine, if he did 
'not know the real circumstances, that 
Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) | the whole population of Ireland was 
said he wished to call attention to some | engaged in illicit distillation of spirits. 
petty and irritating annoyances from) An explanation of these figures was 
which the public suffered in connection | absolutely necessary. Some information 
with the collection of establishment} was also desirable regarding the pro- 
licences. He thought he would be able ceeds from this enormous number of 
to show that the method of the collection seizures in Ireland. If penalties were 
of these taxes was an excessively dis- recovered and sales effected, a very con- 
agreeable method, and he hoped that siderable sum must have been realised. 
reconsideration would be given to the Where was the account of that money, 
matter. What he objected to was that and how were the rewards given, and, 
at the commencement of the year one in cases where the action of the police 
was called upon to make a return of was recognised by the Inland Revenue 
carriages and horses and men-servants, authorities, who fixed the amount of 
etc., in one’s establishment, and then! the rewards? On these points some 
if a man removed for a short time he detailed information ought to be given. 
was called upon to make a separate From his experience in the west of 
return. That was not a right method. Ireland, he had a strong suspicion that 
Once a return was made to the central there was something very extraordinary 
office, that should be sufficient. Only about these Returns. He did not believe 
a short time ago, having paid upon | there had been 1,826 bona fide seizures, 
his servants and dogs in the early part} and he would like to know was there 
of the year, he had received a sort of anything going on in the nature of 
threatening letter from the Inland) bogus seizures ? 
Revenue suggesting he had more men- | 
servants and more dogs than he paid! Mr. LOUGH said that the answer 
for. As a matter of fact, he had paid given by the Secretary to the Treasury 
licences for four men-servants and four! with regard to the seizure of illicit stills 
dogs ; but one of the dogs got lost and | in Ireland was{not at all satisfactory, and 
one of the men-servants, having had aa strong protest ought to be made. 
difference with the under-footman over | Some explanation certainly ought to 
the housemaid, had left, and he had) be given of the figures which had been 
only three men-servants and three dogs, put before the House. For his part 
and not only could he get no return he thought that the fact of there being 
for the money which he had overpaid, 1,826 seizures in Ireland showed the 
but there was this suspicion on the! tremendous pressure of the whisky tax 
part of the Inland Revenue that he) jn Ireland. 
kept more dogs and men-servants than | 
he paid for. What he complained of} Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN said 
was a want of proper inter-communica- | he ust admit that the figures appeared 
tion between the central office and the} rather extraordinary, but it should be 
subservient officials. remembered that in Scotland the seizures 
used to be far greater than they are now, 
Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.) said he| and that the illicit distillation trade was 
desired to call attention to the extra-| almost stopped owing to the great risks 
ordinary figures given in the Inland| accompanying it. He would inquire 
Revenue Returns regarding the seizures |as to the reason for the large number 
of illicit spirits in Ireland and Scotland. | of seizures in Ireland, and as regards 





collected 


yn, and 








Asan Irishman he should protest against |the rewards given to the police; the 
the manner in which the figures were; amount in all cases was fixed by the 
given, without a word of explanation. |Inland Revenue authorities, according 
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to the circumstances of each case. 
The value of what was seized was in the 
great majority of cases very small. 
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Mr. HERBERT LEWIS said the 


replies which he had received were of 


such a satisfactory character that he 


did not think he would be justified in 
dividing the House. He therefore 
begged leave to withdraw his Amend- 
ment. 


Motion, by leave, withdrawn. 
Original Question again proposed. 


Mr. WHITLEY (Halifax) said there 
were several matters connected with 
this Vote which merited attention. 
The first matter to which he wished to 
call attention would be found on refer- 
ence to page 25 of the Votes. He alluded 
to the great increase in the cost of the 
Estate Duty Office staff. first in the 
appointment of a Government staff of 
assistant secretaries ; then the appoint- 
ment of a new examiner of wills, the 
appointment of an assistant examiner 
of wills, the appointment of four first 
class clerks, the appointment of nine 
new second division clerks, and the 
appointment of six new assistant clerks. 
He thought such a great increase as 
that in the staff of a particular depart- 
ment ought to have an explanation from 
the mover of the Vote before the Com- 
mittee were asked to go to a division 
uponit. Onthe next page of the Votes— 
page 26—there was an effort which, if 
intended to secure economy, did not 
realise it. Inthe Accountant and Comp- 
troller General's Office there was a 
decrease of six in the number of second 
division clerks. That would appear to 
show that the Department was over- 


staffed, but at the same time there was: 


an increase of seven in the division 
clerks of higher grade, at a salary of 
£100 more than that of the six clerks 


who had been dispensed with. He 


hoped the Financial Secretary to the | 


Treasury would give a proper explana- 
tion of that item before the Vote was 
passed. The third matterthat he had to 
bring before the Committee was on page 
29, and it was exactly similar to that to 
which he drew attention last night on the 
War Office Vote, when the noble Lord 


Mr. Austen Chamberlain. 


{COMMONS} 
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in charge of the Vote (Lord Stanley) ad- 
mitted an irregularity and promised that 
it should not occur again. He noticed 
that in the Stamping Department there 
were four newly-appointed clerks, whose 
salaries, as given in the maximum and 
minimum columns, amounted to £94 
more than they were entitled to receive 
on the face of the Vote. He took this 
opportunity to protest against that differ- 
ence in the scale. He noticed that 
two senior messengers were described 
in the Vote as “redundant.” When 
an officer was said to be redundant he 
supposed it meant that he was not 
wanted, or that there was no work for 
him to do in his department. The 
future strength of the messengers would 
be three less than at present, the number 
being seven, so that three were re- 
dundant. This he regarded as a waste 
of money, and it showed that messengers 
and clerks had not got full work to do, 
and this always had a demoralising 
effect upon the working of any depart- 
ment. Persons in that position were 
only waiting for their pensions without 
having full employment. Then he no- 
ticed that there was a proposal to reduce 
the payments of the charwoman from 


12s. to 10s. 6d. a week. He thought 
that the wages of the charwoman 


ought to have been left as they were, 
while the two messengers should have 
removed, and their salaries of 
£100 each saved by the Treasury. He 


_ would be satisfied if the Secretary of the: 


Treasury gave a _ pledge that these 
matters would be inquired into, and 
that 
in future. 


Mr. RENSHAW said the Cireular dated 
December, 1900, in which new regula- 
tions were laid down in respect of the 
appointment of surveyors and_ land 
valuation assessors in Scotland, would 
alter the system which had _ hitherto 
obtained. He was of opinion that the 
' system which had been adopted for years 
past by the Inland Revenue for the 
appointment of these officials should Le 
continued. The effect of the new regula- 
,tions would be to get a worse class of 
_ officials, whereas it was in the interest ol 
| the public that the best class of persons 
| whocould be obtained should beappointed 
‘to these duties. He thought the: result 


such anomalies would not recur’ 
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of the new regulations, if put into force, | 
would be very undesirable. Arrange- 
ments should be made by which the | 
Board of Inland Revenue might receive | 
representations from the Scottish autho- 
rities in respect of this matter, and he 
hoped an assurance would be given that | 
the effect of the new rules would not be 
to give Scotland an inferior class of 
official to discharge the responsible duties 
which had hitherto been so effectively dis- 
charged. 


Mr. CALDWELL (Lanarkshire, Mid) | 
said the matter which had just been re- 
ferred to had been under his observation, 
but he quite admitted it required to be 
gone into in greater detail than was pos- 
sible under this Vote. With regard to the 
collection of the income tax, seeing that 
the financial year was from 31st March 
to 3lst March, it seemed to him that the 
tax should be collected in the month of 
January, so that it would be paid well 
within the year. The income tax was an 
Imperial tax, and ought to be collected 
all over the kingdom alike. Seotland, 
through paying at an earlier period than 
England and Ireland, was’ practically 
paying £30,000 a year more than her 
proper proportion as compared with the 
rest of the United Kingdom. That, 
obviously, was an injustice. He did not 
for a moment suggest that the payment 
in Scotland should be postponed, but 
if the tax was collected in England the 
same as in Scotland there would be a con- 
siderable saving to the Exchequer. 
Unless an assurance was given that the 
collection would be made in England in 
the month of January, as was done in 
Scotland, he should, as a protest, take 
the opinion of the Committee on the 
matter. He therefore moved to reduce 
the Vote by £100. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That Item A (Salaries) be reduced by 
£100.” —(Mr. Caldwell.) 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : The 
‘point raised by the hon. Member for, 
West Renfrewshire is certainly one 
worthy of consideration, and if a proper 
Tepresentation of the case is made | have 
no doubt the Board of Inland Revenue 
will gladly listen to it and give it their 
eareful consideration. The alterations 
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in the staff, referred to by the hon. Mem- 
ber for Halifax, are in pursuance of the 
recommendations of a Departmental 
Committee presided over by the hon. 
Member for Haddington. The work of 
the Estate Duty Office has very largely 
increased of recent years in consequence 
of the increase of the death duties. I 
suppose there are few Government 
departments which within the last ten 
years have not been the subject of very 
careful inquiry as to the numbers and the 
classes of the staffs, but no office has any 
power to increase its staff without Trea- 
sury sanction. Each case is carefully 
examined on its merits, and while we 
naturally feel that if an office is under- 
staffed the work cannot be done properly, 
still we are anxious to prevent any un- 
reasonable or unnecessary growth of staff. 
With regard to the clerks spoken of as 
* redundant,” the same point was raised 
two or three weeks ago, and | hoped | 
had made the matter clear to the hon. 
Member. It simply means that in the 
course of reorganisation or inquiry it 
has been decided that for the permanent 
requirements of the office an official of a 
particular grade at present there is not 
required. If a second division clerk is to 
be substituted for a higher division clerk, 
the higher division clerk at present en- 
gaged would be indicated in the Estimates 
as ‘‘ redundant,” so that Members might 
have it before them that that is a post 
to be abolished on a vacancy occurring, 
or that it is to be filled by an officer of a 
lower grade. The officer is redundant not 
in the sense that there is no work for 
him to do, but only in the sense that an 
officer of his particular grade is not re- 
quired for the work. If we did not have 
him we should have to have a cle k of a 
lower grade. It is not economical to 
retire the more expensive officer on a 
pension and at the same time engage a 
clerk of a lower grade to do the work. 
It is better that the higher grade man 
should work out his time, but, of course, 
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‘if he could usefully be transferred to 


another office he would be so transferred. 


Mr. WHITLEY : Is that ever done ? 
Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : Oh, 


yes; but, of course, it can only be done 
within limits. A man who has served 
in a particular office for a number of 
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years has probably acquired skill or 
knowledge which makes him more useful 
in that oftice than he would be in another. 
The hon. Member for Mid Lanark has 
again called attention to the collection of 
the income tax. I quite agree that it is 
desirable that all parts of the United 
Kingdom should be treated alike in this 
matter and the pressure applied equally 
on all. I think, however, that with the 
long practice which has grown up in this 
country, and with, as I believe, though I 
am unable to give the reference at the 
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law rectified so as to put on an equal. 
footing the three countries of the United 
Kingdom ? 
time being inopportune for a change, 
that is altogether beside the point. 
hon. 
of a high income tax. Unfortunately 
itis. He says, further, that it is not a 
time to propose to extract it from the 
pockets of the taxpayers at an earlier’ 
period than has been the custom hitherto. 
That altogether misses the point. The 
result of this improper collection is to 


As regards the excuse of the- 


The: 


Gentleman says that this is a time: 





moment, something like a Parliamentary | deprive the Imperial revenue of £30,000 
pledge on the subject, it would be very| per annum. ‘The higher the tax the 
difficult to enforce immediate collection | greater the loss. Therefore, the argu- 


of the income tax. Moreover, I do not| ment of the tax being high is rather: 





think the time when that tax has just|in favour of my contention that the 


been raised to Is. 2d. isthe best moment to| sooner this bad and illegal or improper: 
choose to be more exacting in its collection | practice is brought to an end the better. 
or more harassing in regard to it than we | It will be better in two respeets: the. 
have been hitherto. With regard to the | practice will be brought inte conformity: 
four clerks, the last item on page 29, with the law, and there will be a large: 
they appear for the first time under that | gain to the revenue on account of a 
heading, but they are not new appoint-! larger proportion of the tax being col- 
ments ; they have been transferred from | lected than has previously been the case. 
another branch, and that is why the|In order to test this question I would 
amount in the first column does not! urge my hon. friend to press the matter 
agree with the total of their minimum | toa division. | 
salaries. | With regard to the question referred 
ito by the hon. Member for West Ren- 
Mr. THOMAS SHAW: I have every | frewshire, I should recommend the hon.. 
desire to take any pledge that is given} Member to rest satisfied with the pledge: 
from the opposite Bench with regard to| which has been given. There’ are’ two: 
the collection of revenue, but I am not) sets of parties aggrieved here. . There: 
at all clear that any has been given} are the assessors themselves, who fear 
on this subject. I understood the Finan-| that a new system is being introduced! 
cial Secretary to say that there were | under which their interest is to be greatly 
certain obstacles in the way of remedying | prejudiced, and there are the county 
the improper collection in England and | councils, the assessing bodies in Scotland, 
Ireland on account of the long practice | which have hitherto been accustomed 
and a Parliamentary pledge. As to the|to take advantage of the excellent and’ 
long practice, is it or is it not in accord- | well-trained assessors for the purposes 
ance with the law ? The law with regard | of the local assessments.. In Scotland 
to the collection of this Imperial revenue | the system is-such that‘ the local assess- 
is the same in all the three countries,| ments and_ the Imperial assessments 
and if there is a long practice which|are for the purposes of administration 
differentiates in favour of two countries | and valuation very closely interlocked, 
as against the other one, the sooner it / so that it is a hardship of which we are 
comes to an end the better. Then we are podeweet to complain if this system is to 
told that a Parliamentary pledge has been | be rashly disturbed. I understand, how- 
given upon the matter. We want to|ever, that a pledge has substantially 
know what that pledge was. Was it} been given that representations will be 
that the practice of putting the law into | listened to with a not unfavourable ear, 
force should be contrary to the letter of | and I venture to prognosticate that, once 
the law? If a bad practice, contrary | these representations go to the proper 
to the letter of the law, is the subject of | quarter, there will be no doubt left in 
a Parliamentary pledge, why is not the| the minds of the officials at headquarterss 
Mr. Austen Chamberlain. | 
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that the present system, which has|he congratulated the sister kingdom 
worked to the advantage of both the! upon setting a good example to England. 
Imperial and the local authorities in| It was much to the credit of the Scotch 
Scotland, should be maintained. There | income-tax payers, and also to the system 
is no pledge that that will be the result. | of collection, that they had paid their 
All we have is a pledge that the repre-| taxes so promptly, for it gave great 
sentations will be listened to, and with | advantages to England. He thought 
that I, for one, am satisfied. | the collection of the income tex in this 
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*Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty) | 
called attention to the following foot-note | 
which appeared on page 36 of the Esti-. 


mates :— 


“Certain Surveyors of Taxes in Scotland who | 
are assessors under the Lands Valuation Act, | 
and who have consequently to perform the | 
duties of Registrars of Voters, receive various | 
sums from local sources for their expenses and 
as remuneration for their services in preparing 
the voters rolls, register of county council 
electors, etc. According to the returns of those | 
surveyors, the sums thus received by them for | 
the year 1899-1900 amounted in the “clam 


to £6,056 8s. 5d., out of which they claim to 
have defrayed expenses to the amount of | 
£1,453 19s. 4d., leaving £4,602 9s. 5d. as the | 
nett personal emolument derived from such | 
sources by eighteen surveyors.” 


From a calculation he had made he| 
found that this amounted to about £255 
each per annum. There was also an 
item of £3,000 for commuted allowances | 
in lieu of poundage to assessors in Scot- 
land. He did not object to the amount | 
of money paid, but to the manner in| 
which the work was done. There ought | 
to be some better system of assessing | 





the deer forests which were inadequately | 
assessed. The poor people had to bear | 
much heavier burdens than they ought | 
to bear, in consequence of the very light | 
assessment of the deer forests. There 
was only one assessor for the counties of | 
Ross, Cromarty, and Inverness, and it | 
was physically impossible for one man to | 
discharge such onerous duties efficiently. | 


He hoped the hon. Gentleman would look | 


into this matter. | 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: 1) 
will promise the hon. Member that [| 
will make a full inquiry into the matter, 
although the information I have at 
present does not lead me to suppose 
that the assessor for Rossand the adjacent 
counties is overworked. 


Sir WALTER FOSTER (Derbyshire, 
Ilkeston) said that with reference to the 





collection of the income tax in Scotland | 
| 


country was done in a very slip-shod 
and unbusinesslike way, and the work 
was evidently done much better in 
Scotland. In England the collection 
of the income tax was sometimes allowed 
to drift even into the month of April, 
and that was a method which would not 
succeed in private affairs. He supported 
his hon. friend’s motion for this reduction 


| in the hope that the businesslike arrange- 


ment which had been so successful in 
Scotland would be introduced both in 
England and Ireland. 


Sir JOHN LENG (Dundee) said he 
should like to know whether in future 
years the collection would be made in 
England simultaneously with Scotland. 
If not, he thought that Scotland would be 
entitled toa discount. It might be said 
that as the income tax was very high, 
the time to do this was inopportune at 
the present moment, but it was also 
inopportune for the people of Scotland 
to pay the income tax three months in 
advance of England. In several matters 
of this kind Scotland set England a good 
example, but England was always too 
tardy and unwilling to follow such good 
examples. It was about time something 
was done in this matter. The people of 
Scotland were quiet, modest, and amiable 
individuals, but they were now being 
put upon, and their very virtues. were 
made to tell against them. Although 
they did their work better in Scotland, 
their officials were paid less for doing it 
than in England. He thought it was 
quite time that they showed a little more 
spirit, instead of permitting themselves 
to be punished and penalised for setting 
an example to England which England 
did not follow. 


Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 113 ; 
Noes, 165. (Division List No. 221.) 
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Atkinson, | es Hon. John 
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Balfour, Rt. Hn. G. 
Banbury, Frederick George) 
Bathurst,Hon. Allen Benjamin 
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Harwood, George 

| Hayden John Patricks 
Hayne,Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Hayter, Rt. Hn. Sir Aithur D. 
Hobhouse, C.E.H. (Bristol,E. ) 
Holland, William Henry: 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Jacoby, James Alfred 


Joicey, Sir Jaines 
Jones, 


Wm. (Carnarvonshire) 
Kay-Shuttleworth, RtHn SirU 
Kennedy, Patrick James 
Lambert, George 

Leamy, Edmund 

Leng, Sir John 

Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, David 
MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 

M ‘Arthur, William (Cornwall) 
M:Dermott, Patrick 
M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 
M‘Laren, Charles Benjamin 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Mooney, John J. 

Morgan, J. L. (Carmarthen) 
Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 
Morton, Euw..J.C.( Devonport) 
Moss, Samuel 

Moulton, John Fletcher 
Murphy, John 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 
Norman, Henry 

Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny)! 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O’Connor,James( Wicklow, W. 
O'Kelly, James( Roscommon,N 
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Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cranborne, Viscount 
Cripps, Charles Alfred 
Crossley, Sir Savile 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Denny, Colonel 
Dimsdale,Sir Joseph Cock field 
Dixon-Hartland, Sir F. Dixon 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Fineh, George H. 
Finlsy, Sir Robert B jannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
FitzGerald, Sir Robt. Penrose- 
pimervgg Sir Fortescue 
Gartit, William 
— HnJE.(Elgin& Nairn) 
Gore, Hn.G. R¢ ‘Ormsby- (Salop 
Gore, Hn. 8. F.Ormsby-(Line. 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir J. Eldon 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
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O'Malley, William 

O’Mara, James 

O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 

Palmer, ‘GeorgeW mn. (Reading) 

Partington, Oswald 

Pease, “Alfred E. (Cleveland) 

Pirie, Dunean V. 

Power, Patrick Joseph 

Rea, Russell 
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Yoxall, James Henry 


AYES— 
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Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
Macdona, John Cumming 
M‘Killop,James(Stirlingshire) 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Malcalm, Ian 

Maple, Sir John Blundell 
Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Maxwell, W. J. H. (Dumfries. ) 
Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 
Milton, Viscount 

Moleswerth, Sir Lewis 

Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
More, Robt. Jasper{Shropshire) 
Morgan, DevidJ *(Walthams’w 
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Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Purvis, Robert 

Pym, C. Guy 

(Juilter, Sir Cuthbert 

tandles, John S. 

Reid, Jrmes (Greenock) 
tenshaw, Charles Bine 
Rentoul, James Alexander 
Renwick, George 

tidley, Hon. M. W. (Stalybr.) 
Ridley,S. Forde(BethnalGreen 
tiehie, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 
tobertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
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Spencer, Ernest( W. Bromwich) 
Stanley, Lord (Lancs. ) 
Stewart,SirMarkJ. M‘Taggart 
Stone, Sir Beniamin 

Stroyan, John 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Thornton, Perey M. 

Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Valentia, Viscount 
Vincent,C Sir CEH (Sheffield 
Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exter) 
Wanklyn, James Leslie 
Wason, John C. (Orkney) 





Morrell, George Herbert 
Morris, Hon. Martin Henry F. 
Morton, A. H. A. (Deptford) 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Muntz, Philip A. 

Marray, RtHnAGraham( Bute 
Myers, William Henry 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Parker, Gilbert 
Pease,HerbertP. (Darlington) 
Pemberton, John 8. G. 


Original Question put, and agreed to. 


2. Motion made, and Question pro- 
posed, “That a sum, not exceeding 
£5,528,810, be granted to His Majesty, 
to complete the sum necessary to defray 
the Charge which will come in course of 
payment during the year ending on the 
31st day of March, 1902, for the Salaries 
and Expenses of the Post Office Services, 
and Expenses of Post Office Savings 
Banks, and Government Annuities and 
Insurances, and the Collection of the 
Post Office Revenue.” 


Mr. BRYCE (Aberdeen, S.): I desire 
to address a question to the Secretary to 
the Treasury in regard to the delay in the 
building of the new post office at Aber- 


deen. This post office has been for a long 
time under the consideration of the 


Governinent, and the Vote which is pro- 
posed in this year’s Estimate is but a 
small one. I am not going to enter into 
detail, but I wish to ask the hon. Gentle- 
man representing the Post Office to 
press on this work, which is proceeding 
much too slowly. This is a question of 
much importance to my constituency, 
and | hope that next year a larger Vote 
will be taken, which will enable the work 
to proceed more rapidly. Owing’ to 
various causes the work has been so 
much delayed that the postal administra- 
tion of Aberdeen is carried on under the 
greatest possible difficulties, and to the 
great ineonvenience of the inhabitants 


Ropner, Colonel Robert 

Royds, Clement Molyneux 

tutherford, John 

Sackville, Col. 8. G.Stopford- 

Samuel, Harry 8. (Limehouse 

Seton-Karr, Henry 

Sharpe, William Edward T. 

Simeon, Sir Barrington 

Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 

Skewes-Cox, Thomas 

Smith, JamesParker(Lanarks) 
| Spear, John Ward 


Welby, Lt.-Col. ACE(Taunton 
Welby,SirCharlesG. E. (Notts. 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Wills, Sir Frederick 

Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E. R.( Bath 
Wortley, Rt. Hon.C. B.Stuart- 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES 
Sir William Wairond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 





of the district. Therefore, I am very 
anxious to obtain from the hon. Member 
representing the Post Office some assur- 
ance that next year steps will be taken 
to aecelerate the work, and that in the 
meantime efforts will be made to secure 
the necessary accommodation to enable 
the postal work to be carried on better 
than at present. 


*Sm MARK STEWART  (Kirkeud- 
brightshire) called attention to the 


increase of Sunday labour in the Post 
Office Department, and moved a reduc- 
tion of the salary of the Postmaster 
General in order to bring before the 
House this question, which was one of 
great importance. This subject was not 
being brought before the House for the 
first time, for it was a question upon 
which very strong views were held by 
many persons who wished, as far as 
possible, to give a day of rest to those who 
were working in the Post Office. So 
long ago as the year 1864 this question 
was brought before the country by the 
Committee of the Working Men’s Lord’s 
Day Rest Association, who in 1864 
commenced to agitate throughout the 
country for the reduction of Sunday 
labour in the Post Oftice Department. 
Since that date there had been a gradual 
increase in the numbers employed by the 
Post Office. In the year 1867 a Parlia- 
mentary Return was obtained by Sir 
Thomas Chambers, from which it was 
ascertained that at that time there were 
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25,902 persons of all ranks em-! (3) The providing of a substitute on 


ployed in the postal service, of whom 
20,961, or more than four-fifths, were at 
work on the Lord’s Day. Since that 
time, as he had already said, there had 


been a vast increase in the new servants | 


employed by the Post Office, and the 
number now employed by the Post Office 
amounted to about 41,000. He would 
pass on to the figures which he wished to 
quote as quickly as he could. In the 
year 1870 the late Sir Charles Reed, M.P. 
for Hackney, proposed to move in the 
House of Commons on the 5th of August 
the following resolution— 


“ That the employment by the State of up- 
wards of 20,000 persons in the Department of 
the Post Office on the Sabbath Day is not | 
justified by any public necessity, and that, in 
the opinion of this House, it is desirable that 
the exemption from Sunday labour enjoyed by 
the letter carriers of London, Edinburgh, 
Belfast, Glasgow, and 114 other post towns, 
should be extended to all letter carriers and 
rural messengers throughout the United 
Kingdom.” 


This resolution did not come on in 
August, 1870, but Sir Charles Reed 
proposed his resolution in the House of 
Commons on the 18th of April, 1871, 
and Mr. Gladstone suggested in its place 
a resolution in the following terms, 
which was unanimously agreed to— 


“That this House deems it desirable toreduce | 
by all prudent means the Sunday labour now | 
performed by public servants, and that it is 
expedient that an official inquiry should be 
instituted with a view to ascertaining how far 
it may be practicable to effect a further reduc- | 
tion of the labour now performed on Sunday | 
by the letter-carriers and rural messengers in 
the service of the Postmaster General.” 


A Commission was appointed to carry 
out this resolution, and it consisted of | 
Lord Dalhousie, Sir George Grey, and | 
the then Postmaster General, the Right | 
Hon. W. Monsell. The cause advocated | 
by Sir Charles Reed was supported by 
2,103 petitions, with over 200,000 signa- | 
tures. This Commission issued their 
Report in December, 1871, and the chief 
alterations they suggested were as fol- 
lows— 

(1) The abolition of a rural post on Sun.- | 
days at the request of the persons who receive | 
two-thirds of the correspondence, instead of, 
as formerly, at the request of those who | 
received six-sevenths of the correspondence. | 

(2) A Sunday rural post not to be put on | 
except at the request of the receivers of two- | 
thirds of the correspondence of the district. | 


Sir Mark: Stewart. 


(136,447. 


| master General. 


| alternate Sundays at an estimated expense to 
|; the department of £4,500 per annum for 
‘rural messengers who travei more than 
‘fourteen miles daily. (This distance has since 
| been reduced to twelve miles daily.) 

(4) The closing of town receiving offices 
on Sundays, one head office only remaining 
open. 

In 1887 a Select Committee was ap- 


| pointed to consider the whole question of 


Sunday labour in connection with the 
Post Office outside the metropolitan 
district. The Committee reported on 
the 10th of August that year and recom- 
mended (1) that the collection and des- 


patch and the delivery on Sundays of 


books, circulars, and printed matter, 
other than newspapers, be discontinued, 
and (2) that the collection and despatch 
and the delivery of letters on Sunday 
be in future discontinued. The Com- 
mittee went further, and reeommended— 
‘“that the indoor duties of the Post Office 
service shall be so arranged as to relieve all 
sorting clerks and indoor officials so far as. 
possible on alternate Sundays.” 

From a Parliamentary Return obtained 
in 1894 by the late Earl of Harrowby, 
in the House of Lords, it. appeared that 
the total number of persons employed 
in the service of the Post Office in the 
United Kingdom at that time was 
The number at rest on Sun- 
days was 95,173, and the. number at 
work, 41,274. The number of those at 
work on Sunday was thus shown by this 


| Return to be more than double the num- 


ber at work on Sundays in 1867, and 
this notwithstanding the resolution 


/unanimously carried in the House of 


Commons in April, 1871. In 1899 
another innovation was made with the 
best possible intention by the late Post- 
That was the establish- 
ment of the express delivery of letters 
in and around London on Sundays for a 
fee of 3d. per mile for each letter. Any- 
one receiving a letter ten miles off would 
have to pay 2s. 6d. That met with no 


‘favour on the part of the public, owing 


to the dearness of the delivery. In 1899 
there were 71 special letters delivered 
in London, and last year the number 
was only 56. That practically was a 


proof of failure, and he could not say, 


personally, from the point of view he now 


| took, that he regretted it. 


There were one or two matters he 
wanted specially to bring before the Finan- 
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and compulsory ? 


avery important matter. No doubt in 


the first instance all the Sunday work was | 


done by volunteers. That was to say, men 
came from the outside to do the work 
and there was no compulsion whatever 


{7 JuNE 1901} 


He asked whether the | 
service on Sunday was to be obligatory | 
That he thought was | 


| working. 


placed on the employees, but now, he | 


believed the case was different. 
believed that the present arrangement 


was adopted with good motives, pos- | 
/country had at the present time was 


sibly with the object of easing the labour 
and preventing men from being em- 
ployed every Sunday, but he rather 
thought the policy of the Post Office 


He | 
| fair and right example. 


now was to oblige the employees to | 


work on Sunday. 
time a rule, made in April, 1898, that 


There was at one | 


| afforded. 
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likely to be the case with the Post Office 
employees. The older servants might 
not actually be compelled, but if they 
did not do what they were bidden when 
the turn of Sunday duty came to them, 
then they had the option of leaving or 
The Post Office, being one 
of the largest employers of labour in the 
country, he thought that in the matter 
of Sabbath observance it should set a 
He was quite 
sure one of the greatest blessings this 


Departments Estimates. 


the rest from secular work which Sunday 
If Members of Parliament 
agreed with him in that he was sure 
it would be their utmost desire to give 
to others in the Departments over which 


'they had control and authority the 


no man should work more than forty- | 


eight hours per week without extra pay. | 
/ commercial 


If he worked on Sunday he got off so 
many hours on another day, or days, but | 
now since March, 1900, he rather thought | 
the rule was in desuetude, and the em- 
ployees were obliged to work on Sundays ; 


same precious benefit. This eountry 
would never have come to its present 
supremacy if it had not 


observed one day of rest in seven. Other 


nations had tried to dispense with Sun- 


|day rest, but they had not succeeded. 
| We worked fresher than the people of 


ie.,they were engaged on the understand- | any other nation, and we did more work 


ing that if they were called upon to work | 
they were obliged to do so. 
be that they were only called upon to | 
work once in every four or five Sundays, 
but his complaint was that under the | 
old regime they were not obliged to 
work on Sunday at all. Since March, 
1900, they were obliged, and he should 
like that point to be made as clear as 
possible to the House. 
that the general feeling would be that 
there ought to be no compulsion in a 
matter of this sort. It was a conscience 
matter with the men. Many of them 
had Sunday duties to perform, such as 
the teaching of Sunday-schools, and he 
was quite certain that the House of 
Commons would not stand for one 
moment between these men and their 
consciences. There were no doubt many 


others who would be quite willing to | 


do the work prescribed for them. 


He trusted that the Committee 
would have a clear answer whether 
those men were or were not to be com- 
pelled to work on Sundays. A servant 
might be engaged to do certain work, 
and not necessarily to do other work, 
but if he was called upon to do that 
other work and refused, he might be) 
told to go about his business. That was 


He was satisfied | 


than any other nation on the face of 


It might | God’s earth. 


Motion made, and Question proposed,. 


“That Item A (Salaries) be reduced by 





£100, in respect of the Salary of the 


Postmaster General.”” — (Sir Mark 
Stewart.) 
Mr. E. J. C. MORTON (Devon- 


port) said he did not wish to draw a 
red herring across the debate and to 
divert attention from the subject to 
which the hon. Gentleman had just 


called attention. He entirely agreed 
with the hon. Member’s contention, 


but he wanted to refer to another point 
before the Financial Secretary to the 
Treasury replied. It was a point in 
which he thought the Post Office were 
not showing themselves the sort of 
employers they ought to show them- 
selves to be. It was not a very large 
point, but it was one which he knew 
from his own constituency was very 
considerably felt by the employees of 
the Post Office all over the country. 
The ordinary employees of the Post Office 
might be divided into two classes. There 
were the ordinary carriers, who did the 
work outside, and there were the men 


'who, although they were of the same- 
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wages, were doing the clerical work 
and the work of stamping inside the 
Post Office. It had been the practice 
—and the practice had been recognised 
by the authorities of the Post Oftice— 
before 1st April, 1897, for postmen not 
only to expect gifts at Christmas and 
New Year's Day, but they were actually 
authorised to ask for Christmas boxes 
from those to whom they delivered 
letters. On Ist April, 1897, that prac- 
tice was changed. The indoor men, 
as they are called—those employed 
inside the Post Office. and who were, 
therefore, unable to ask for Christmas 
boxes, not being in a position to present 
themselves at the doors of those who 
probably would have been willing to 
give gifts—received an allowance which 
was known technically in the Post Office 
as an allowance in lieu of Christmas 
boxes. It ranged from 2s. to 9s. a week. 
At the date named the allowances were 
abolished and the Christmas boxes were 
forbidden to be asked for. That was 
in accordance with the Tweedmouth 
Report. That system existed for a 
period of time—he believed between Ist 
April and the middle of July of that 
year. Therefore, it would be seen that, 
inasmuch as it ceased to exist in the 
middle of July, there was no oppor- 
tunity for it applying in the case of the 
outside men who previously were en- 
titled to Christmas boxes. It was found, 
after further consideration, that it would 
be impossible to enforce the rule against 
inviting Christmas boxes, and by the 
middle of July the order was rescinded, 
and the men were allowed in the future 
as in the past to ask for Christmas boxes 
and New Year's gifts. That practice, 
therefore, received no interruption what- 
ever as a matter of fact, but, at the 
same time, the allowance of the indoor 
men of from 2s. to 9s. was not re-estab- 
lished. The particular point he wished 
to ask was this—that the practice should 
be re-established according to the old 
-caleulation, and that there ought to be 
the same consideration given to the 
indoor men in lieu of the gifts, seeing 
that they could not obtain gifts at Christ- 
mas and New Year. He was informed 
that whereas previously there was no 
difficulty whatever in inducing outside 
men to do inside work, because the allow- 


sance was considered equivalent to their , 


Mr. E. af ce. Morton. 
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class and earned much about the same ‘ 
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somewhat precarious and_ irregular 
Christmas gifts, it now appeared that 
there was some difficulty in inducing 
them to do so. That was felt as a griev- 
ance, and he wished an assurance from 
the hon. Gentleman that the practice 
would be renewed. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN 
My hon. friend the Member for Kirkeud- 
bright is anxious to have Sunday labour 
in the Post Office restricted as much as 
possible, and he is afraid that there has 
been a tendency to increase it in recent 
years. I can only say that the Post- 
master General and the heads of the 
Post Office are as anxious to keep Sunday 
labour down as my hon. friend can be. 
At the same time, it must be obvious 
that in a busy establishment like the Post 
Office a certain amount of urgent work 
must be done on Sunday, if the public 
are not to be greatly inconvenienced, 
and if the Post Office is to carry on the 
duty for which it exists. My hon. friend 
cited comparative figures -showing the 
numbers employed in years something 
like thirty years apart. The number in 
the later period was very much greater 
than in the earlier, but, of course, he 
must remember that the employees of 
the Post Office, and the new branches of 
work the Post Office has undertaken, 
have both increased largely during that 
time, and, having regard to that, I think 
he will see that a mere increase in the 
number actually employed must not lead 
him to suppose that there has been any 
desire to increase Sunday work un- 
necessarily. My hon. friend only referred 
to a single instance of additional Sunday 
labour which has been east upon the 
Post Office employees in recent years. 
That was in the case of the arrangements 
made by the late Postmaster General, 
the Duke of Norfolk, to secure the 
delivery of letters in London on the pay- 
ment of an express fee of 3d. per mile. 
As my hon. friend says, that is almost 
prohibitive, and it is intended to be a 
prohibitive fee for ordinary purposes. 
That service was established only to meet 
cases of emergency, and it was not 
intended that it should be used except 
for such cases. I am not sorry, any 
more than my hon. friend, that it has 
not been taken advantage of to any large 
extent. As a matter of fact, the people 
engaged are two sorters and nine mes- 
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sengers for a period of about four hours | 


each, so that this has not had a very 
large effect on the work of the Post Office. 
My hon. friend inquired whether the 
men were liable to receive notice to go if 
they declined ‘to do Sunday duty. The 
rule in regard to Sunday duty will 
reduce to a minimum the work that must 
be done by each man. Formerly there 
was a sufficient number of volunteers to 
do the whole of the work, but latterly 
the number of volunteers for Sunday 
duty fell off, and there was an insufficient 
number for the work. Side by side with | 
that, the Postmaster General found 
springing up a system by which certain 
ot the older men volunteered for Sunday 
duty regularly every Sunday in the year. 
He did not think that if they were willing 
to undertake duty every Sunday in the 
year that was a thing which should 
be allowed, and he, of course, felt called 
upon to make such arrangements as 
would in the future spread the necessary 
Sunday duty more widely, and so 
prevent the men from having an undue 
umount of Sunday duty to do. That 
does not apply to men who have entered 
with a liability to give service on Sunday. 
Sorters since 1898 have entered on the 
express condition that they will take 
Sunday duty if called upon to do so. 
When men enter the service upon an 
express condition, which is clearly put 
betore them, I do not think they can have 
any cause of complaint if they are subse- 
quently called upon to fulfil that condi- 
tion. 


*Str MARK STEWART: There were 


some who before 1898 were compelled. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: It ' 
only applies to those who have come in 
since 1898 subject to the rule. If my 
hon. friend knows the case of a man who 
was under no obligation to take Sunday | 
duty when he entered the service, and 
who was compelled to take duty, I think | 
the Postmaster General should have his 
attention called to it, with the view to 
a remedy. I think my hon. friend will 
see that such alterations as have been | 
made in the allocation of Sunday duty | 
have been made with the view of lessen- 
ing that duty, and preventing it from 
falling on one man more than another. | 
l think that is a much more satisfactory | 
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solution than that a few men should be- 
working every Sunday, and I hope my 
hon. friend will be satisfied with the 
explanation | have given. 
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Mr. THOMAS BAYLEY  (Derby- 
shire, Chesterfield) said he wished to 
call attention to serious grievances which 
certain classes in the Post Office had at 
the present time. These grievances 
were growing from year to year. The 
hon. Baronet who raised the question of 
Sunday work gave an account of what 
had been done by several Committees 
of the House of Commons which had 
gone into the grievances of Post Office 
servants with regard to Sunday work, 
but unfortunately the late Government 
and this Government had not acted on 
the principle which was acted upon in 
years gone by—namely, that steps were 
taken to redress grievances of servants 
engaged in the Departments of the State 
when their existence was satisfactorily 
shown to the House of Commons. They 
had the experience of what was called 
Lord Tweedmouth’s Committee. That 
was a Committee outside this House of 
Parliament. It was a Committee of 
highly respectable gentlemen belonging 
to the other House, and permanent 
officials were the representatives of the 
Post Office on that Committee. It was 
appointed on an absolutely wrong prin- 
ciple. If the Government did not grant 
a Committee to inquire into the griev- 
ances of the men, the dissatisfaction 
would go on increasing in foree. What 
they had asked for was a Committee of 
business men of this House to go 
thoroughly into their grievances, and to 
report to this House and the Government 
in what way these could be redressed. 
This was a constitutional question. This 
House itself had a right to look into 
matters affecting the interests of all 


/servants who were paid for out of the 


rates, whether soldiers, sailors, Post 


' Office officials, or permanent servants of 


any sort. It was this House’s duty to 
| pay them a fair remuneration for their 
services, and to redress their grievances. 
‘This House showed a want of moral 


/courage by throwing that responsibility 


on the other House or the permanent 


| officials of any Department whatsoever. 


The position of the lower paid servants - 
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called for attention. If they considered the | tion of the Postmaster General to the 
number of miles the men who delivered | subject, but had been told, as politely as 
letters in the villages had to walk, he | possible, that the concession he desired 
thought the Committee would say that could not be granted because it would 
the pay they received was very little | not pay. That was no proper answer to 
indeed. These men would be perfectly | give. These inhabitants were entitled 
satisfied if the Government would con- to the ordinary rights of British citizens, 
> ) ve 
sider their position in relation to that of | and that, so far as the Post Office was 
workers in the trades of the country concerned, was not summed up in a 
—railway servants, miners, engineers, delivery of letters once a week or once a 
and even our own soldiers and sailors, fortnight. They only got the weekly 
who had received within the last five wi spe i or days atter - 
vears considerable increases in their | ication, so that their news was Ire- 
wages. If they took the Returns issued quently a fortnight old! They were told 
by the Board of Trade they would find that a more frequent delivery would not 
that the conditions of those employed P®Y ; ~ meson sige — ae 
in the various trades had bee n greatly Tons sag A ed the pub se 7 il 
improved. If he remembered right, the rags! ‘a ~ m : a etn Pn poet 
increases of wages ran from 5 to 15 per sie * 0% ogg mn Y ry igh “ oh 
cent. within the last five years. But Brite Ft “o. a eo. ap thy 
there had been no increase in the wage pane a citizens. a aw seit ee fora 
of the lower paid Post Office servants “ k ry han “ey, a ok ‘nage 
PAC , ‘ ‘ 217 ‘ P week, f Was very a 0 1CV or 1e 
0 ey gig i — sony Anes Department to say that a abe frequent 
right to come to this House through eee ence sc iy. He soak ta 
. | delivery would not pay. 
their representatives and ask for a 7 : 
; , . . . ooking back to a spee delivered by 
Committee of the House to investigate =n we wtiee Tae a en se ak 
. . é > Luxe e OJ 
eir grievances, and to see whether ‘ i (peso 
mers that he estimated that 16 millions of 
anything could be done to redress them. ibiate were dalled for, and ‘he promised 
nm ie a q PT ae - | le S were ¢; ( ag , se 
lhe Post Office representative in this a i i thas = tanaka 
House gave him no encouragement aera “a itt pag , 
. : delivery would be given to nearly all the 
when he asked him a question on the | iadet edit weidkve Tuak eiaite 
subject some time ago. He could assure ; ‘ “ ; ae ee 
i ae Ber “va. Report showed that nearly. 55 million 
the hon. Gentleman that the Post Office On nia brcash into the delivery, 
servants had a number of friends in the | cat Gad ae Mode thak tae 80 oe 
4 7 “4 ‘ ay oO H é , | i . . 
wce-was ss vt ™ — «Fyre fesse 80 million letters were brought into the 
and 7 etl eae see eee Seen 3 delivery. That ought to indicate the 
if the Government gave this Committee alia iti tes Pout Cline authorities 
‘Inquiry. He thought he could pledce | 2°glect which the Pos ce authorities 
e yt a saiadl ae 4 the P, : ‘Office | had inflicted on the rural districts. If 
nose ( ec Fi 1e Os 
— they wanted to make life more tolerable 


service who had grievances that if, after | : hia: tenn tense parts, surely one of the 
they had been brought before the Com- | 
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mittee, the Committee decided against | 
them, they would loyally abide by that | 
decision. 


*Mre. JOHN DEWAR (Inverness-shire) 
said that in some parts of Scotland and in 
the Western Islands the inhabitants only 
got their letters once a week, and in 
some cases once a fortnight. In fact, he 
knew of an island of 500 inhabitants 
which had only received the news of the 
death of her late Majesty the Queen nine 
days after it happened. Now, these 
were fishing districts, where it was 
specially necessary that there should be 
immediate communication with the out- 

side world. He had directed the atten- 


Mr. Thomas Bayley. 


first things they should give them was 
| the civilising influence of the postman. 
He believed that the Post Office was 
| not so much to blame as the Treasury. 
| There was a letterin The Times recently, 
written by a man who evidently wrote 
with inside knowledge, and, with the 
permission of the Committee, he would 
quote a few sentences from that letter :— 
“The Treasury regard the Post Office as a 
Department from which they are justified in 
expecting and demanding acontinually increas- 
ing net revenue. They consequently look with 
a most jealous eye upon any proposal by the 
Postmaster General involving an increase of 
expenditure, lest it should interfere with the 
development of this net’ revenue. And hence 
it comes about that in Post Office improve- 








ments and reforms the 4Treasury, and not the 
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Postmaster General, determines whether they 
shall be carried out or not. The initiative lies 
with the Post Office, but the Chief of that De- 
partment has to do battle with the Secretary 
of the Treasury on every occasion when an 
improvement involving an increase of its ex- 
penditure, or a reduction of income is proposed. 
The Secretary to the Treasury is, as a rule, | 
overworked. He is unable to go fully into 
details. It results that one of the Treasury , 
clerks has to advise him, and the determination 
rests with this officer, who has no knowledge of 
the interior working of the Post Office, and no 
means of gauging the wants of the public, and 
whose main duty it is to maintain and increase 
if possible, the Revenue. The Postmaster 
General may contend that a particular im- 
provement which he proposes is urgently 
needed, that after a time it will recoup the 
first outlay or loss by causing an increase of 
business; but the Treasury official, with the 
omniscience bred in the atmosphere of that De- 
partment, knows better, and, fearful of the 
immediate loss to the Revenue, advises a re- 
fusal. Kvery Postmaster General in turn has 
experienced this, and has seen his proposals 
overruled by the Treasury. Sometimes, when 
he is fortunate in being on most friendly terms 
with the Chancellor of the Exchequer, he is 
able to secure a more favourable response to 
his proposals; but as a rule they are rejected 
or delayed for years until publie opinion, acting 
through the House of Commons, forces them 
upon the Government. No one at the Post 
Office has been able to discover on what pre- 
cise lines or policy these refusals are made; 
but it may be assumed that the object is to 
secure a continually increasing net revenue.” 
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He would suggest that the Committee 
should authorise the Postmaster General 
to give the country these reforms, and 
he was sure that the country would not 
grudge but approve of the slight addi- 
tional expense. The writer of the letter | 
then proceeded to point out that the Post 
Office revenue had nearly doubled in the 
last thirty years,. having risen from 
£1,814,000 to £3,576,000, an increase at 
the rate of £55,000 a year. He would 
point out that the proportion of profits 
from Scotland was £375,000 a year, and 
therefore they were entitled to obtain addi- 
tional postal facilities in Scotland. The 
net increase of the Post Office revenue was | 
maintained by a system of starving the | i 
recommendations of the Postmaster | 
General and his staff. When the Post | 
Office Estimates were under discussion on 
the Ist of June, 1899, General Laurie, the 
Member for Pembroke, had a motion on 
the Paper to reduce the salary of the 
Postmaster General by £100. The 
Member for Caithness urged that there 
should be a daily delivery in his consti- 
tuency, and the Member for Montgomery 


| 
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followed on much the same lines. In 


reply the present President of the Board 


of Agriculture, then Financial Secretary 
to the Treasury, used the following 
words :— 

“The question of a daily delivery was 

raised by the hon. Member for Caithness. I 
believe it is a fact that in some parts of Scot- 
land we have not yet been able to carry out 
a, daily delivery; but, of course, we are going 
steadily forward with the work, and | hope 
that very soon the whole of the country will 
be so served. I should say that three-fourths 
of the whole country have been already ac- 
commodated with a daily delivery, and the 
Department hopes that within atime, measured 
by months, there will be daily deliveries 
everywhere.” 
That so pleased General Laurie that he 
withdrew his motion. That speech was 
delivered two years ago, and he challenged 
the representative of the Postmaster 
General now in the House to show that 
a daily delivery throughout the country 
was not the policy of the Government 
when that speech was made, and why 
that policy had not been carried out since. 
They were entitled to ask whether that 
policy had been prevented being carried 
out by the Treasury. Again he would 
demand that the Government should 
give the people in the Highlands and 
Islands a postal delivery not less frequently 
than at least twice a week. 


Mr. CATHCART WASON (Orkney 
and Shetland) said that his hon. friend had 
not stated fully the case specially of the 
districts where there were stormy seas 
between the islands and the mainland. 
There they did not get a weekly delivery, 
even, and they claimed that they should 
have at least a delivery of letters twice 
a week. They were cut off from all 


‘possible means of communication, and 


were frequently quite unable to obtain 
medical attendance. Life, under such 
circumstances, was a very serious thing 
indeed. He hoped the hon. Gentleman 
in charge of this Vote would not treat 
this matter lightly. In these remote 
islands they had some of the finest popula- 
tion in the United Kingdom, and the 
only means of communication which they 
had with the mainland was the post office. 
It was no answer to the demand they 
made to say that the additional service 
would not pay. They must regard the 
Post Office service as a whole, and as a 
whole the service did pay. He trusted 








1371 


the matter 
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would receive the earnest | 


attention of the Post Office and the | 
Treasury. 
Mr. SCHWANN (Manchester, N.) | 


said that nobody seemed to be aware 
that this Vote was coming on, 
therefore he felt that there would not be 
such a full debate upon it as might have 
been wished by many Members. He 
heartily supported the hon. Member 
who had moved the reduction of the Vote. 
He knew that there were great grievances 
unredressed on the part of the Post Office 
employees. Some of these grievances 
had been threshed out and remedied to 
a certain extent, no doubt, between the 
Duke of Norfolk, who was then Post- 
master General, and the present Presi- 
dent of the Board of Agricuiture. But 
at the same time there was a rankling 
feeling as to the decision of the Com- 
mittee. He thought it was a mistake 
on the part of the Government that they 
did not appoint some representative of 
the employees in the Post Office on that 
Committee of Inquiry, in order that 
their case should be heard, and that the 
sources of their dissatisfaction with their 
present condition might be traced. It 
might be said that they would have had 
only one 4a on the Committee, but, at 
any rate, the employees would have been 
able to i their case fully before the 
other members of the Committee. He 
did not propose to dwell on the whole 
range of the grievances of the employees 


in the Post Office, because certain 
Members had charge of the different 


but he wanted to direct the 
the representative of the 
General in the House of 
Commons to the case of the non- 
establishment men in the engineering 
department of the telegraphs. They 
claimed that they ought to have the 
same benefits as were accorded to the 
unestablished men in other departments 
of the Post Office. It had been used 
as an argument against unestablished 
engineers receiving the stripes, which 
carried extra allowance, that auxiliaries, 
who did not work a full day, ought not 
to have this advantage. But the un- 
established engineers did now work the 
whole day. They were as much daily 
workers as any other employees in the 
service. In these other departments 
Mr. Cathcart Wason. 


branches ; 
attention of 
Postmaster 
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five years service carried an additional 
Is. per week pay, but that additional 
|pay was not given to the engineers, 
| Mae some of them had had thirteen, 
fourteen, and fifteen years of service, and 
|only 500 out of 3,000 men employed 
on the engineer service were on the 
eatablishment. Then there was the 
grievance of all classes of postmen and 
telegraphists as to deferred pay. If a 
postman or telegraphist died, his widow 
or children, under certain circumstances, 
were left without any compensation or 
any portion of the pension. He thought 
it was only right that some portion of the 
deferred pay should be awarded to the 
children and the widow, as the probability 
of a man receiving a pension was taken 
into account in fixing his wages. Lord 
Welby had pointed out that only 30 per 
cent. of the postmen reach pension age, 
and it was only right that something 
should be done for the widows and chil- 
dren of the remaining 70 percent. ‘That 
view had been supported by the late Lord 
Playfair. Then there was the question 
of the stagnation of promotion in the 
telegraph department, which had been 
agitated for a number of years, and he 
trusted that the hon. Member the 
Financial Secretary to the Treasury 
would give some consideration to it, seeing 
that there had been such a consider- 
able rise in rents in the large as 
well as the small towns in England. 
It would be the desire of the House to 
have a Committee of the House to go into 
this question and have a decision with 
regard to the matter. It had been 
very desirable to have a Committee 
to investigate the question of the War 
Office. That Committee had reported, 
and as business men they had made 
practical suggestions to the nation, and 
a similar result would, no doubt, be the 
outcome of similar Committees sitting 
upon and investigating other Depart- 
ments of State, which would obtain 
considerable advantage in consequence 
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of their methods being sifted. He 
would not detain the House further, 


but if a division was demanded he should 
certainly support the Amendment, not 
out of any hostility to the Postmaster 
General, who, he believed, showed a very 
conciliatory spirit in this matter, but 
because it would be a great benefit to 
have such a Committee. 
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Mr. JAMES HOPE (Sheffield, Bright-| remainder should be equally divided. 
side) desired to say.a very few words in| Under the present financial system 
answer to the criticisms that had been | !t was very unfair that the Post Office 
passed upon the action of the Post Office, | officials should be criticised in the manner 
which had been accused of want of busi- | they were. 
ness initiative. One often heard the Mr. BELL (Derby) wished in a very 
same criticism of lack of initiative and few words to support the suggestion of 
husiness method and enterprise on the the hon. Member for Chesterfield that 
part of the Post Office officials, but he had | a Committee should be formed to con- 
had some knowledge of these men and sider the grievances of the postal em- 
had worked with them, and he was ployees. It was, he thought, Utopian 
quite sure from what he had seen that to hope to find such a large number of 
His Majesty and the public could not wish | workers without a grievance, and some 
for better public servants. When they | of the grievances might be sentimental, 
were accused of allthese faults, he would) but what he complained of was that 
ask what chance had they of initiating | there were a variety of grievances which 
and carrying on their business in a! were not looked into. He did not think 
businesslike spirit under the present) any advantages would be gained by 
financial system of the country. They | discussing in detail the grievances of the 
made millions a year for the revenue, employees, because this Committee had 
but they did not touch a penny of it} no power to rectify them, but the 
themselves. They were like the monkey | Postmaster General would move in 
in the story, who was always finding the direction of the wishes of these 
water but was never allowed to drink. thousands of men by appointing a 
The Post Office had not the same freedom Committee to inquire into their griev- 
as the Army and Navy and other great ances. By allowing these grievances 
Departments of State, where any de-/ to accumulate the position became very 
ficiency in any Vote could always be) much like that of a boiler with a man 
made up out of the excess of another) sitting on the safety valve. The griev- 
Vote. In the case of the Post Office ances would be so bottled up that sooner 
no such discretion was allowed,* and or later there would be an explosion. It 
consequently useful measures had to) was not desirable that there should be 
stand still for months in spite of the) any such difficulty ina public department 
money which poured into the Post Office | as a strike, but nothing tended so to 
on every hand. The Post Office was in| work men up into a state of revolt as 
an anomalous position ; it ought to be) to allow their grievances to accumulate 

one thing or the other ; and if it was to be | when they might be attended to at once. 
looked upon in the same light as the/| If a Committee were appointed to inquire 
Customs or the Board of Revenue, then | intothis matter and report, it would do 
the present system would have to be | no harm, and might do a great deal of 
abolished, and it must be put on the same | good, and he hoped the Secretary to the 
footing as those Departments, and the | Treasury would give some assurance on 
system of transfer which was in operation | behalf of the Postmaster General that 
in the Army and Navy Departments} this would be done. Complaints had 
extended to it, so that they might have’ been made from the Front Government 
the inducement to economise and have Benches as te the accumulation of ques- 
the benefit of their own savings. Let) tions on the Paper, and therefore he 
the Postmaster General have something thought he would not put down a ques- 
to say as to the disposal of his surplus tion which he desired to ask of the hon. 
profits. Let there bea certain minimum Gentleman, but would send it direct to 
revenue, and when once that is paid | the Postmaster General, and so save the 
let the surplus profits be divided between time of the House. Having sent a 
the Treasury and the Post Office, and question to the Postmaster General last 
that which goes to the Post Office be| week he received the orthodox reply 





devoted to extending the Post Office! that his letter should receive attention, 
strictly on business lines. If the Post and he had not received the answer yet. 
Office made £3,500,000, £3.000,000 | He should repeat the question to-morrow 
should go to the Treasury and the) to the Postmaster General, and ask for a 
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reply, and he would also furnish the | pression given to these grievances as to 
Secretary to the Treasury with particu- deferred pay and promotion, and the 
lars, that he might inquire into the| prospect of these men leaving their 
matter. families unprovided for if they did not 


Mr. HAY (Shoreditch, Hoxton) said | live to the pensioned age ; and, although 


he desired to support the motion of the | he did not suggest that their families 
hon, Member for Chesterfteld for a Com- should be awarded a pension, at the same 
mittee of Inquiry, and he did so for the time he thought that a compassionate 
reason that, having been for some years |#lowance might be given in cases 
‘n contact with a considerable number | Where the wife and family were left help- 
of employees of the Post Office in London, | less by the removal of the breadwinner, 
he had found that there was a strong Then there were the difficulties in which 
feeling that the departmental Committee | these men were placed by the increased 


did not meet the desire of the employees ae of — =. housing, especially 
for a thorough investigation of their |!" at a a i, teas ee 
grievances. A new inquiry would, | CONS! eration, anc ne Semeven tats 

|Committee, if appointed, would settle 


he thought, do a great deal to settle the a, 
, - § | most of those matters. The House was 


unrest which undoubtedly existed in | i ce: 
the minds of many of the employees of | bound, when this agitation had heen 
the Post Office. He could not but 8g on for the last five years, to meet it 
think the employees of the Post Office | PY @ Committee of Investigation, and 
were justified in asking for an in-| 'qlure as to whether the grievances 
quiry, having regard to the fact that | Were real or otherwise. here could be 
six vears had passed since any in- no harm in meeting these questions with 
vestigation was made into their position, | ® impartial Committee, and — that 
and that the conditions of life had gtound he urged upon the hon. Gentle- 
changed. He thought their demand man the Secretary to the Treasury the 
for the reconsideration of their terms of advisability of conferring with the Post- 
pay and promotion was one that should | ™#ster General on the subject. The 
commend itself to the attention of this | * St Office was a great source of revenue 
Committee. Therefore, he hoped hon. | €° the country, and when a Service of the 
Members would not run away with the CoUntry gave a profit of millions a year 
idea that this Committee should not be | the lreasury it was disappointing and 
appointed because this House was not a O™mMous of had management that, after 
proper tribunal, but would grant the all the changes that had been made in the 
demand of these men, which was in his | Postal arrangements in London, in 
opinion a fair demand, and appoint a | ™M@ny respects Londoners were worse 
Committee to settle once and forall the of than before. The means of com- 
fact of whether these grievances were |™Unication were worse than they 
just or not. ; were five years ago; evening mails were 
a ‘collected earlier than they used to be, 
Sik WALTER FOSTER also sup-) and there were not the means of com- 
ported the claim for a Committee of) municating with the country that there 
Inquiry into the general grievances of the | were before the new arrangements were 
Post Office employees. He had hoped | entered into. This was an immense 
some years ago that the Tweedmouth | petrogression which was disereditable 
Committee would have settled these)t ) 4 great State Department. He 
grievances, but he had observed with | also thought there ought to be in 
regret that every year since that Com- | creased facilities’ for answering letters 
mittee was appointed the demand for | at every post office. On the Continent 
another Committee had greatly increased. facilities were given which were never 
He pressed the Secretary to the Treasury | aeeorded in England. The way to do 
and the Government to seriously con-| business was to facilitate transactions 
sider whether the hest way out of the! with customers. He also wished to say 
difficulty, and of getting a cheap and | that, in his opinion, many post oftices in 
effective service all over the country, | ; s 
would not be to have a Committee to | the country were not only badly equipped, 
investigate the grievances of the Post | but were ill suited to the work that went 





Office employees. They had heard ex-| through them, 
Mr, Bell, 
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Mere. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN 


said it would undoubtedly be for the 
benefit of the Post Office to facilitate 
the public service, but the Post Office 
must have some regard to the value 
of the object to be obtained by improve- 
ments and to the cost that would be 
incurred in carrying themout. Many 
persons thought that the Post Office 
should not be a revenue-producing 
department at all, but that was not his 
opinion. He hoped it would always 
be a revenue-producing #{department. 
He had considerable sympathy with 
the contention of the hon. Member 
for the Brightside Division of Sheffield, 
that out of the great increase of 
profits of the Post Office something 
should be expended in giving increased 
facilities to the public. On this oceasion 
they were dealing with an expenditure 
which, on the postal and telegraph 
services combined, showed a_ greater 
increase than did the corresponding 
income. !mprovements such as those 
that had been asked for could only be 
carried out gradually. He thought the 
object of the hon. Member for Chester- 
field was to urge the Government to 
consent to a Committee of Inquiry to 
examine into the alleged grievances of the 
staff; and he said that if an impartial 
Committee was appointed all the supposed 
grievances of the men would be explained, 
that they would feel that they had had 
a fair hearing, that they would be satis- 
fied with such a tribunal, and that 
no more would be heard of the questions 
raised year after year in the House 
when the Post Office Vote was down 
for discussion. That was a flattering 
picture of which everyone would approve, 
and no one more than those responsible 
for the Post Office. But what was the 
real fact ? It was only six years ago 
since a Committee was appointed to 
consider all these matters. The Com- 
mittee, which was of a most impartial 
character, took evidence with the greatest 
care and fidelity, and until the Report 
was given no fault was found with the 
composition of the Committee, and the 
employees certainly showed no reluct- 
ance to come before that Committee. 
The Committee reported in favour of a 
great many changes, and every re- 
commendation that that Committee 


made the Government accepted and 
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earried out. Not only so, but when the 
Duke of Norfolk was Postmaster General 
some matters which: had been overlooked, 
and had not been dealt with by the 
Tweedmouth Committee, were again 
inquired into. A Departmental Com- 
mittee sat upstairs for three weeks, at 
which any member of the House might 
have been present, and could, if he had so 
wished, put questions to the witnesses ex- 
amined. The result of that Committee was 
that still further concessions were made ; 
the result to the public was an increased 
cost in the postal department of a half a 
million a year, and a corresponding 
benefit to the employees of the Post Oftice. 
What hope was there, therefore, if 
those Committees were not satisfactory, 
of another Committee following so soon 
in their footsteps being more successful 
than they? On behalf of the Post- 
master General, he most strongly depre- 
vated any reopening of inquiries, so 
recently undertaken, which had resulted 
in large changes in favour of the staff ; 
but of any kind of inquiry which might 
be made he thought that which was 
suggested by the hon. Member for 
Chesterfield was the worst. He could 
imagine nobody less fit to examine 
the details of a great business like the 
Post Office and examine into the cha- 
racter of every man employed by that 
complex institution, and fix a fair 
pay, than a Committee of the House of 
Commons. Ile ventured to say that 
the object of the appointment 
of a Committee would only be to relieve 
Members of Parliament from the agitation 
to which they were now exposed. Nothing 
new had heen adduced which was not 

before the previous Committee, which 

was most efficient and impartial.} The 
teport of the Committee had been sup- 
plemented by further concessions given 

by the Committer presided over by the 
Duke of Norfolk, and what was now 

asked for was not an inquiry into new 

conditions of service or new grievances, 

but an attempt to go into all the demands 

which were recognised on the last ocea- 
sion, and an endeavour to find a court 

of appeal to upset the judgment of the 

former Committee. There must be some 

finality about these matters, and he 

submitted that no case had been made 

out for any inquiry; and he believed 
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that even if there were to be an inquiry, a 
IB 
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Committee of this House would not be |such a business place as Birmingham, 
| should not have granted the inquiry. 


the best form that it could take. 
Mr. E. J. C. MORTON (Devonport) : 


The hon. Member has not said anything 
about the allowances. 


Mr. AUSTEN 


CHAMBERLAIN : | : 
When the allowances to the indoor men | something was wrong, and that therefore 


| He was in entire accord with the hon. 
Member for the Chesterfield Division, 
and was in favour of the appointment of 


‘this Committee, the opposition to 
which was an acknowledgment that 


were stopped, their wages were raised, | 


and they have enjoyed the higher wages 
since, 
restoring the indoor allowances. 
men were not in the same position, but 
they fully understood what the conditions 
of the service were. 


Mr. E. J. C. MORTON: My point is 
that the outdoor men had their wages 
readjusted because they were forbidden 
to ask for Christmas boxes, and now per- 
mission has again been given to them to 
ask for Christmas boxes, but the allow- 
ances of the indoor men have not been 
renewed. 


Mr. 


the remarks made by the hon. Member 
representing the Post Office in this House. 
The hon. Gentleman seemed to dread the 
appointment of a Committee of investi- 
gation into the grievances of the em- 
ployees ; why he did so he did not know. 
He had said the Tweedmouth Committee 
settled the matter ; that was true. 
would have been no grievances with the 
officials if the recommendations of the 
Tweedmouth Committee had been carried 
out. Where was the £190 limit given 
by the Committee ?- Why was not that 
given and retained? Why was it re- 
duced to £160? ‘To come to the House 
under such circumstances and say that a 
limit had been reached was wrong. Why 
did the Government so dread the appoint- 
ment of a Committee to investigate the 
grievances of these men, who work such 
long hours and go such long rounds, and 
whom the Government could not pay well, 
although they made a profit of £4,000,000 
a year? The hon. Member the Secretary 
to the Treasury did not as an individual 
believe it’ was the right thing to do, and 


WILLIAM ALLAN (Gateshead) | 


said he had heard with great regret | 


There | 


so that "there was no reason for | 
New | 


why should he officially"say that these | 


grievances should not #be  redressed ? 
Ve all want our grievances redressed in 
this world, and he was astonished that the 
hon. Gentleman, coming as he did from 


Mr. Austen Chamberlain, 


the Government did not want to grant it. 
He was for justice for all public servants, 
even to the extent of the hon. Gentleman 
himself, whose salary he would like to 
see increased, and he hoped when this 
Committee went to a division there would 
not be a man who would vote against the 
worst paid and longest worked servants of 
the State. 


Mr. J. WILSON (Glasgow, St. Rollox) 
said he did not know whether the postal 
staff had grievances or not, but, whether 
they had grievances or whether they 
had not, there was no reason why this 
Committee of Inquiry, which had been 
demanded by the whole body oi the 
Post Office officials, should not be granted. 
He was surprised to hear the statement 
in opposition to this Committee. If it 


were found that these men had no 
grievances, no harm would be done, 


while if there really were grievances this 
inquiry would definethem. The attitude 
taken by the hon. Gentleman was not 
at all satisfactory. 


Mr. COLVILLE (Lanarkshire, N.E.) 
agreed with the hon. Member who had 
just sat down, and joined issue with the 
Secretary to the Treasury that a Com- 
mittee of. this House was the least. satis- 
factory to deal with a matter of this 
kind. Such a remark was a slur upon 
the business capacity of the members of 
that House. He could not imagine fora 
moment that the hon. Gentleman meant 
to convey that the House of Commons. 
which had to deal with such important 
questions, was not competent to form a 
Committee to deal with the grievances 
of the Post Office officials. 


Mr. CHARLES WILSON (Hull, W.) 
said the reply from the Secretary to the 


Treasury was disappointing. At the 
commencement of his remarks one 


thought he was going to grant a Com- 
mittee of some kind, but to tell the House 
that it was not competent to deal with a 
matter of this kind was most disappoint 
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ing; but even supposing the hon. Gentle- 
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man was right in that statement, why | 
could he not say he would grant some, 
sort of inquiry, why not make some con- | 
He did not pretend to be ac- | 
quainted with the subject, but he was told | 


cession 2 


that some of the recommendations of the 
Tweedmouth Committee were not carried 
out. 

Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : 
That is not so, they were all accepted 
and carried out. 

Mr. CHARLES WILSON said he 

did not know ; something was said about 
£190 and £160, and he did not know 
how that might be, but at the same time 
he thought some concession ought to 
have been made. 
*Mr. DAVID MORGAN (Essex, Wal- 
thamstow) joined in the appeal of the 
Member for Chesterfield for this inquiry. 
Not only in the neighbourhood of London 
but in the rural districts of Essex there 
was a strong feeling that an inquiry 
should be held, and if the Committee 
would not listen to these proposals to. 
have an inquiry now by a Committee of 
this House there would be continual 
dissatisfaction on the part of the Post 
Office employees. Everybody knew that 
where there was dissatisfaction in a great 
business establishment the only way to 
deal with it wasto enquireinto the cause | 
and adjust it. 


Mayor KENNETH  BALFOUR 
(Christchurch) also joined in the appeal 
tor an inquiry. There was, no doubt, in 
the country a great body of opinion that 
there were real grievances and that they 
should be looked into. In the district he 
represented it took eighteen months to 
get a thorough revision of the staff carried 
out, and the result was that in the year | 
1898-9 the staff was over-worked to the 
extent of 500 hours in the year. They 
worked 500 hours overtime. It therefore 
appeared to him that if there were these 
grievances or supposed grievances it could 
not be wrong to look into them from a 
point of view which would be acceptable 
tothe men. If those grievances did not 
exist it would be explained to the men 
that they had no case, and if they did’ 
exist they could be remedied. 


THe FIRST LORD or tHe TREA-| 
SURY (Mr. A. J. BALFour, Manchester, 
E.): I have listened with great interest 


{7 JUNE 1901} 


‘to this debate, and, I confess frankly, 


‘than they did before, So 
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with considerable anxiety as to the future 
of the public service if pressure of the 
kind which has been put on the Govern- 
ment to-night is persisted in by this 
House. This House is omnipotent. It 
can make and unmake Governments. _ It 
can decide what, when, and how public 
money is to be spent. But with that 
omnipotence [ would venture to urge 
upon Members their great responsibility 
in dealing with a subject like this. Every- 


one knows that a great organised body 


like the Post Office has it in its power to 
put great pressure upon Members, but 
I earnestly urge upon hon. Gentlemen 
that unless we take our courage in both 
hands, and say that, although most 
desirous that all legitimate grievances 
shall be dealt with, we cannot permit 
the Government as a great employer of 
labour to have this kind of pressure put 
upon it, I think the future of the public 
service is in peril. I assure the Com- 
mittee that I speak with a great sense of 
responsibility. In this very case the 
Post Office employees have brought for- 
ward their grievances year after year. 
Two Commissions have been appointed, 
and no one ever ventured to impugn 
the ability or impartiality of the members 
of those Commissions. Those Commis- 
sions made the fullest examination into 
the case put before them, and reported 
at length, and as a consequence of that 
Report the British taxpayers are now 
paying half a million of money more 
that the 
Commissions have been productive of 
great pecuniary advantage to the Post 
Office employees. In none of the speeches 
has any specific complaint been brought 
forward, or any point urged which 
suggests the necessity for further enquiry, 
but only the statement that there is a 
feeling of uneasiness, and a desire for 
further examination, and that when 
such a desire is expressed the House 
should listen to it. We cannot keep 
the Civil Service in a sound and healthy 
condition if we are going to examine 
into it by a Committee every five years. 


| If the House of Commons were to yield 


to the very natural temptation of grant- 
ing a Committee such as has been asked 


‘for, though we might escape an in- 


convenient division we should be un- 
worthy in my opinion of bearing any 
longer the great responsibility of being 
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the enormous employer of labour that 
we are. We should not be carrying out 
our duty to the public, and. worst of all, 
we should aim a blow at the Civil Ser- 
vice, Which is the boast of this country 
and the envy of the civilised world, 
because we should become the parlia- 
mentary creatures of every organised 
body of public servants who chose 
to use the great power which the Consti- 
tution gives them for ends which IT am 
sure they believe to be right, but which 
this House could not yield to in the man- 
ner now suggested without derogating 
from the high functions and spirit of 
pure impartiality which this House must 
inaintain if Membersare to do their duty 
by their constituents. 

Mr. JOHN BURNS (Battersea) said 
the Leader of the House, not for the first 
time, had told them that, if public 
servants pressed for redress of their 
grievances, such pressure would be in- 
convenient and fraught with danger to 
the public service. But was not that a 
reason for the House of Commons to con- 
sider whether the present method of deal- 
ing with grievances was the right one ? 
He ventured to suggest a better course. 
Whenever a body of public servants 
thought they had a grievance, what 
happened? They created a public 
opinion, and set afoot an agitation and 
a demand for a Royal Commission, and 
frequently, in a moment of panic, the 
Royal Commission was granted, not for 
the purpose of those who needed it most, 
but of those who were best organised. 
Another method was to ask for an investi- 
gation by a Committee, like the Tweed 
mouth Committee, consisting of a Mem- 
ber of the House of Lords and two 
permanent officials, who reported to the 
House of Commons, which mostly took 
no notice of their Report. Somehow or 
another, that Committee did not evoke 
trust and confidence from the men whose 
grievances it sat to consider. But that 
evening there had been, not a Royal Com- 
mission, not a Tweedmouth Committee, 
hut the whole House of Commons, hour 
after hour, speaking of and listening to 
the grievances of postmen, telegraphists, 
and other employees. Of all tribunals 
to go into the grievances of Government 
servants, whether postal, naval, or mili- 
tary, the House of Commons as consti. 


Mr. A. J. Balfour 


{COMMONS} 
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tuted was not the best, and he desired to 
suggest a fourth tribural, which he 
believed the Government would — be 
driven to adopt. He suggested that for 
every spending Department such as 
the Post Office, there should be sitting 
regularly or periodically a strong but 
small Committee of the House of Com- 
mons, composed of men from both sides, 
who would not yield to unfair pressure 
from postal employees, who would not be 
susceptible to State servants’ clamour, 
and who could be trusted to do their duty 
to the State; and that this Committee 
should have sitting regularly with them 
the Postmaster General or two or three 
expert officials to help them, and they to 
help the head of the Department. In 
the event of that Committee thinking 
the demands of the postal employees un- 
reasonable, fictitious, or not what their 
organisation made them out to be, it 
would be their duty to sit very severely 
upon them. Until every public Depart- 
ment had such a Committee as that. 
political pressure would always be 
brought to bear upon weak-kneed Mem- 
bers of Parliament. Until the House of 
Commons appointed such a Committee, 
money would be wasted and money 
would be granted to the wrong people, 
as was invariably the case when money 
was given as the result of a Government 
servants’ agitation. Could this work ! 
The Secretary to the Treasury had, in 
his opinion, showed, he would not say a 
contempt, but a disrespect for the House 
of Commons which he did not expect a 
democrat of his status and standing 
would display. He had said that of all 
possible tribunals there was none less 
fit than a Committee of the House ot 
Commons. He (the speaker) differed, 
and would give the hon. Gentleman a 
precedent. When the War Oftice—not- 
withstanding all its protestations of 
efficiency, capacity, and readiness, down 
to the last button—got into a mess over 
South Africa, what happened? The 
House of Commons unanimously 
appointed three or four business men 
from both sides of the House to re- 
organise the business of the War Office. 
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Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : No. 


Mr. JOHN BURNS: Oh, but it did. 
Of course the hon. Gentleman would not 
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accept literally that view, but four or five 
men from both sides of the House, noted 
for probity, industry, and capacity in 
their private concerns, were elected as 
a Committee to do what? To draw up 
the conditions under which the War 
Office should manage the Army on 
businesslike lines. He wanted to see a 
similar Committee sitting in permanence 
for many of these grievances in connec- 
tion with the Post Office. Private Bill 
Committees upstairs, as a rule, were 
drawn from the best Members of the 
House, and if such Committees could 
sit for weeks—in some cases for months 
-—on large water, gas, or telephone Bills, 
or on subjects relating to business and 
private enterprise of every description, , 


involving the employment of millions of | 


money and of scores of thousands of 
men, there was no reason why there’ 
should not be a permanent Standing 
Committee of Members of the House of 
Commons attached to each of the large 
spending departments. If that were 
done, much  fietitious agitation and 
improper pressure which was now re- 
sorted to would disappear. Why did he 
say that?) When a large employer of 
labour had a grievance with his men he 
did not always take the advice of his 
foreman or his superintendent. No. 
Very frequently, when the manager or 
superintendent had gone too far, the 
employer intervened with the personal 
element, and, if he was a wise employer, 
corrected the superintendent on the one 
side or the men on the other. He 
desired the House of Commons to set 
up a Standing Comunittee of capable 
and firm men, who would ecrumple up 
any bogus agitation on the part of com- 
petent organisers, who would be the 
eyes of the House of Commons, and, in a 
rough way, the conscience of the House 
of Commons with regard to fair treat- 
ment for the men. Until such a_per- 
manent Committee was appointed, en- 
dowed by the House with power to put 
a stop to improper pressure, there would 
always be these annual demands for 
Royal Commissions and Committees of 
Inquiry, and, with all respect to postal 
and other grievances, the time of the, 
louse of Commons would be relatively 
wasted when the work could be so much | 
better dene by a small Committee up-, 
stairsa Committee which would stand | 
by the permanent officials when they were | 
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| right and correct them when they were 
| wrong, as permanent officials sometimes 
were, as recent experience proved that the 
| hub of the universe did not come up 
through the doorstep of the War Oftice or 
of the Postmaster General. If this were 
donethe head of the department would not 
enjoy the discredit, as he undoubtedly 
now did, of being put up as the person 
who prevented a Committee of Inquiry 
looking into the grievances. Taking 
it with all its defects, he believed the 
British civil service to be the best in the 
world, and he wanted it to remain the 
best in the world. Government servants 
would do a foolish thing, and, from their 
own selfish point of view, one of the 
most dangerous things they ever could 
do, if they unduly oceupied the time of 
the House of Commons with relatively 
trivial and selfish personal questions, 
wasting public time which ought to be 
given to higher political and Imperial 
questions. 

He believed that the suggestion 
he had made was the only way out. 
Why did he say that? The County 
Council had 12,000 employees. Next 
to the Government it was one of the 
largest employers of labour in London. 
What did they do?) What did Glasgow 
and Liverpool do? Their employees 
occasionally organised for the redress of 
grievances. Did the County Council 
accept the cpsissima verba of the head of 
the fire brigade. or the parks department. 
on the main drainage! No, they put 
the grievances through the sieve of a 
small sub-committee, whose conclusions 
were revised by the main committee. 
The decision was then sent to the council 
to adopt or reject. What was good enough 
for our municipal life was good enough for 
the House of Commons. He _ believed 
that if a Committee were appointed the 
question would be “permanently solved. 
What would happen ? When this Com- 
mittee presented its annual Report at the 
end of the Postmaster General's annual 
document, Members of the House of 
Commons would say, “* Hallo! A Com- 
mittee have gone into this; they have 
given the men a fair show; they have 
discussed the grievances with the per. 
manent officials and the men; we will 
vote for the Committee.” In ninety- 
nine cases out of a hundred the House 
of Commons as a body would stand by 
the Report and recommendations of the 
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Committee. The result would be that |The great unorganised majority of the 


men who really had grievances to be | people were interested in this matter, and 
redressed would have them redressed, | they deserved to have the protection of 
while the men who applied pressure) hon. Members of this House. The hon. 
improperly would get the punishment | Member for Battersea pointed to the 


which every servant, whether private 


or public, had a right to receive for mis- | 


statements, or selfish or improper action. 
If some such scheme was not adopted the 
area of Government enterprise would 


be checked, permanent officials would | 


he considerably inconvenienced, the tone 
of the service would be embittered and 
discredited. It was because he wanted 
the civil service to be as good as it at 
present was that he put forward this 
suggestion as an alternative to the 
negative proposal of the Secretary to the 
Treasury. 


*Mr. STUART WORTLEY (Sheftield, 


Hallam) said the speech just delivered 
by the hon. Member for Battersea was, 
in his opinion, a very courageous one. 
He did not, however, think that the 
hon. Member intended his speech to be 
what it actually was in substance, namely, 
a speech supporting the Government 
on the present issue before the House. 
The hon. Member manifested a great 
desire that a tribunal should be created 
which would dispose permanently of the 
question now before the Committee. 
He would point out that all the tribunals 
indicated by the hon. Member for Batter- 
sea were practically different from the 
proposal to appoint a Select Committee 
which was before them. The hon. 
Member for Battersea seemed to have 
got hold of the true idea, which was 
that there should be some tribunal to 
which grievances of this kind might be 
referred, and that tribunal should have 
in it an element of permanence and 
generality of view by not being confined, 
as the proposed Select Committee would 
he to the interest of one particular Depart- 
ment. The only thing which the hon. 
Member for Battersea apparently forgot 
was that it was necessary, whatever 
tribunal they adopted, that it should 
have complete independence, and be 
entirely free from the influence of what 
was called the vote-catching element. 
He hoped that hon. Members of this 
House would have the courage to say | 
that they would not allow themselves | 
to be open to influences of that kind. | 


Mr. A. J. Balfour. 


| Private Bills Committees in this House, 
‘and paid them a tribute which they 
deserved, for being a tribunal whose 
competence and impartiality everybody 
was completely satisfied with. But the 
hon. Member evidently forgot that no 
Member of the House was allowed to 
serve on that Committee during the 
consideration of a Bill in which his own 
| constituency was concerned. They could 
not protect the members of the Com- 
mittee which had been suggested by the 
‘mover of this reduction from being 
influenced by their own constituencies. 
He thought the Secretary to the 
Treasury had taken a broad and 
statesmanlike view of this question, and 
he agreed with him that a Committee 
of this House was not the best tribunal 
to deal with a matter of this kind.  Per- 
haps it was true that, after all, the best 
tribunal to deal with a question of this 
kind was not a Committee consisting 
of gentlemen who valued, every 
right-minded man did value, the privilege 
of sitting in this House. By the in- 
evitable conditions of the case hon. 
Members did sit in this House largely 
by the votes of public servants. He 
thought there was set up some consider- 
able time ago some sort of permanent 
Civil Service Committee for the purpose 
of adjudicating upon the claims of public 
servants. He did not know whether 
that Committee was in existence still, 
and he did notknow whether it existed 
for a long or a short time. He thought 
it must have had in it that infirmity 
which marked the Tweedmouth Com- 
' mittee, which was a sort of domestic 
arrangement, and which consisted chiefly 
of members of the public service, and 
consequently did not command the 
necessary amount of confidence. ‘That 
was the defect, if there was one, in the 
Tweedmouth Committee. Therefore he 
thought that any Committee appointed 
in the future ought not to be constituted 


as 


in the way the Tweedmouth Committee 


was constituted. Any tribunal which 
was appointed in the future would have 
to be free from these influences if they 
wanted to secure absolute impartiality 
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and independence. It was a bad thing 
to have upon such a tribunal men who 
have been under electioneering pressure, 
and on the other hand it did not command 
public confidence to have persons on 
the tribunal whose official conduct was 
practically being arraigned. He wished 
that some kind of permanent tribunal 
could be invented, but he did not think 
that the hon. Member for Battersea had 
succeeded in placing before them the 
exact model. What he should like to see 
established was not the tribunal which 
had been proposed that evening. He 
trusted, therefore, as his right hon. 
friend the Leader of the House had said, 
that hon. Members of this House would 
take their courage in both hands and 
declare that this was a motion which 
would excite the hope among employees 
that something might be wrung from 
the Government by pressure upon 
Members of Parliament. Such pressure 
ought not to be exerted, and if the House 
of Commons gave way to that pressure 
to that extent hon. Members would be 
proceeding in the direction indicated 
by the Leader of the House. 

For these reasons he hoped this motion 
would be negatived by a large majority 
of the Members of this House, and he 
believed it might be safely negatived with- 
out doing any injustice to this very large 
body of public servants. He was sure the 
Government would be disposed to con- 
sider whether they should not take time 
to see if some kind of tribunal could not 
be devised which would not have the 
infirmities attached to Departmental 
Committees on which sat representatives 
of the public department itself whose 
organisation was under discussion. On 
the other hand they should have on such 
a tribunal, besides the independence 
which he had already indicated, that 
permanence and general breadth of view 
which alone could be got by some body 
such as he had indicated. He did not 
know whether, under thesecircumstances, 
this motion would be defeated. He 
confessed that, if the motion was success- 
ful, he thought that all the evils indicated 
by the Leader of the House would be in 
great danger of being realised. He 
had sat in this House for many years, 
and he had seen motions dealing with 
the grievances of Post Office servants 
rejected over and over again by 
this House. In this particular case 
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they had not long ago the appoint- 
ment of the Tweedmouth Committee, 
which gave an extraordinary amount 
of time and trouble to the dis- 
cussion of this question. That Com- 
mittee was undoubtedly composed of 
men against whom not a word could be 
said. Even though they might com- 
plain in respect of that Committee that 
its procedure was rigid and its composi- 
tion unsatisfactory, or that one or two of 
its members, being public servants, 
might have had preconceived ideas on 
the matters at issue, they could not deny 
that they had since had what was 
practically a second Committee in the 
inquiry held by the present President 
of the Board of Agriculture. It was 
difficult to conceive of an inquiry carried 
on under more sympathetic and elastic 
conditions than the inquiry which 
was held by the right hon. Gentleman 
the President of the Board of Agriculture 
in conjunction with the Duke of Norfolk. 
The right hon. Gentleman was a man 
who was always ready to listen to all 
kinds of public complaints, and he dealt 
with them in a manner which gave satis- 
faction to his fellow-subjects. He hoped. 
therefore, that the present motion would 
not be pressed, because he thought there 
was a general desire amongst hon. 
Members that some better tribunal should 
be devised for the permanent solution of 
these constantly occurring questions. 
He hoped that this motion for the appoint- 
ment of a Select Committee would be 
negatived by a large majority. 
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*Mr. WEIR said that a few years ago 
they were promised further postal facili- 
ties in the rural districts, more especially 
in the Highlands and Islands of Scot- 
land. The predecessor of the present 
Postmaster General did splendid work 
in this direction, and he regretted that 
he was not in office at the present 
moment. Recently things had been 
going back in this respect, and in 
many rural districts at the present 
time the postal facilities in some parts 
were extremely unsatisfactory. More 
frequent deliveries were much needed. 
When considering this question the Post- 
master General seemed to decide solely 
upon the amount of correspondence, but 
that was not the principle upon which a 
great business ought to be conducted. 
Singer's Sewing Machine Company had 
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branches all over the world, and although | 


some of those branches did not pay, 


they were kept going by the branches | 


which did pay. 


When 


system upon sound business lines. 


He did not understand | 
why the Post Office did not conduct their | 


the Post Office had an enormous surplus | 
of between £3,000,000 and £4,000,000, | 


some part of it ought to be used in pro- 
viding better postal facilities in the 
poorer districts. Instead of progressing 
they were standing still. 
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represented to the House that there was 
some difference of opinion between the 
Post Office and the Treasury on this 
matter. He seems to be of opinion that 
the Post Office would be only too glad 


to make large extensions, but that some 


subordinate official of the Treasury, 
over whom neither my right hon. 


friend nor myself can exercise control, 


prevents the carrying out of the good 


He suggested | 
that in certain districts the Post Office | 


| 


should follow the example of many busi- | 


ness firms by using cycle carts. He 
would be glad to be relieved from the 
duty of constantly asking questions in 
regard to the postal service He hoped 
something would be done to improve 
the service in the Highlands. The 


right hon. Gentleman the Member for | 


Preston had done much to improve the 
postal service throughout the country, 
and with his experience and grasp would 


have made an admirable Postmaster | 
General. He thought more money- 


order offices might be provided in the | 


Western Highlands for the use of the 
fishing population. Many of these 
people went to the east coast fishing, 
and when they wanted to remit money 
to their families they found there was a 
lack of money-order offices. If it were 
not possible to issue and pay postal 
orders at every rural post office arrange- 
ments might be made for these oftices 


to conduct money order and savings | 


hank business one or two days a week. 
A great department like the Post Office 
should not pursue the niggardly system 


of starving the poorer districts. The | 
Post Office should treat them more 


liberally than hitherto. He asked what 
progress was being made with regard to 
the telephone system which was to be 
carried on by the Post Office, and also 
called attention to the fact that owing 
mainly to the loss of postal orders by 
the public the department gained some 
£15,000 a year. He suggested that 
postal orders should be issued with a 
counterfoil which would enable the 
sender to recover the value of the order 
in the event of its being lost. 


going back to what 


intentions of the Postmaster General. 
I assure the hon. Gentleman that there 
is no such difference of opinion on these 
matters, and I may go further and 
assure him that both the Post Office and 
the Treasury are anxious to extend as far 
us circumstances permit postal facilities 
in the remote districts. The hon. Mem- 
ber has referred to the progress that was 
made when my right hon. friend the 
President of the Board of Agriculture 
was Financial Secretary to the ‘Treasury 
and the Duke of Norfolk was Postmaster 
General. He does an injustice to the 
present occupants of those offices in 
was then done. 
A great step in advance was made then, 
but it should not be made a matter of 
complaint that we are not progressing 
at the same rate now. The Post Office 
could not afford to progress at the same 
rate. We hope to make progress by 
degrees, and to provide better facilities 


than exist at the present time. The 
hon. Member for Inverness and my 
hon. friend the Member for Orkney 


urged that the Post Office should not 
consider too closely whether certain 
services would pay or not, but should 
consider the service as a whole and the 
profit obtained therefrom, being content 
to work some of the services at a loss. 
I do not dispute that statement for 
moment. That is the principle on which 
the Post Office works, but if we were to 


comply with every demand for increased 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: The | 


hon. Member has referred to the postal 

facilities given to the people of the 

Highlands and Islands of Scotland. 
Mr. Weir, 


He | is so already. 


\ 


facilities made upon us, the profit of the 
whole would disappear shortly, and w 
should have a loss instead. What 1s 
clear, and what I have indicated earlier 
in the evening, is that the policy of the 
Treasury and the Post Office for some 
time has been that the gross profit from 
the postal service should be divided 
between a contribution to the revenue 
of the country and the further im 
provement of the postal service. ‘That 
Take the case of the mails 
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to Stornoway, Which the hon. Member | 
has frequently brought before the House. | 
Does he imagine that service pays? Not 
a bit of it. The loss is between three 
and four times as great as the revenue 
derived from it. One reason for having 
this business conducted by the Govern- 
ment is that the cost may be more 
evenly spread, and that postal service 
may not be impossible in the scattered 
populations; but there must be some 
limit to that, and some regard must be 
had to the amount of business in par- 
ticular localities. 

There was one other question raised 
by the hon. Gentleman, and that was as 
regards the amount of money appearing 
in the Vote on account of money orders | 
or Post Office orders which were lost, or 
from some cause not presented for 
payment. Some of them may be lost, : 
some of them may be accumulating in 
the hands of the receivers, or some of them 
may be mislaid by receivers. A con- 
siderable part of the sum is due to the 
discount under which these orders are 
paid when they run for more than a 
certain period. The hon. Member is 
aware that if they are not cashed within 
a certain limit of time they are, after that 
time has expired, subject to discount. 
One suggestion the hon. Member made 
was that, for the purpose of identification, 
in the case of postal orders lost, there 
should be issued a counterfoil which | 
could be kept by the senders. ‘That 
is a point well worthy of consideration. 
My attention has not been drawn to it 
before, but L will confer with the Post- 
master General about it and see whether 
anything can be done. A question 
was asked as to the Government system 
of telephones within the metropolitan 
area. IT am afraid I have nothing 
more definite to add to what I said 
some weeks ago, when I stated that I 
expected that a considerable part of the 
system would be open before the close 
of the present year. Of course, it is 
in the interest of the Post Office and 
the Treasury, having embarked con- | 
siderable capital on this, that we should | 
open the service to the public, and en- 
deavour to secure a revenue from it, at 
the earliest possible moment, and our 
efforts will be directed towards that | 
object. 

Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.) said he wanted | 


to bring forward a case in which the Post- 
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master General had conducted the busi- 
ness most deplorably. Cork post oftice 
was a place where business had been 
growing enormously and the profits had 
been very large. Well, would it be 


believed that on account of a compara- 


tively trifling sum of money the Post 
Office declined to accede to the repre- 
sentations made by the chamber of 
commerce and the people of that city 
with respect to the plans for the new 
buildings ? The Postmaster General and 
his representatives in Ireland considered 
themselves better judges of what was 
required than the chamber of commerce 
and the people of Cork. It had been 
pointed out to the Postmaster General 
time and again that the buildings which 
were being erected would be totally 
inadequate to mect the accommodation 
required. 


*The CHAIRMAN: The question of 


| post oftice buildings does not arise on this 


Vote. 

Mr. FLYNN said he would not pursue 
the subject further, for he presumed 
that at a later period he would have an 
opportunity of bringing it before the 
Committee. 


Mr. MOON (St. Pancras, N.) said the 
right hon. Member forthe Hallam Division 
opposed the request that a Committee of 
this House should be appointed to 
inquire into grievances, on the ground 
that Members would be liable to 
pressure. There was no doubt that 


‘some Members of the House would Le 


liable to pressure, but there was a large 
number of Members who would not. 
There were Members for rural districts 
and the Members for the Universities 
who would be peculiarly suitable to 
inquire into the grievances of the men. 
If such a Committee were appointed it 
would satisfy the wish of the employees. 
Men of judgment were wanted, and if 
the members of the Committee were 
drawn from the classes he mentioned 


there would be no risk of pressure. 


Mr. NANNETTI (Dublin, College 
Green) supported the proposal that an 
inquiry should be made into the griev- 
ances of the Post Office employees. He 
was surprised that the right hon. Member 


for the Hallam Division objected to the 


appointment of a Committee. The claims 
made on behalf of these men did not 
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come from any particular section of the 
House. He remembered attending 
several meetings of the men where this 
claimfor an inquiry was brought forward, 
and letters were read from Conservatives 
and Unionists, Nationalists and Liberals. 
He was surprised to find that the pro- 
mises made to the postal officials by these 
Members were not being followed up in 
the House now. What was wanted was 
a Committee that the employees would 
have confidence in—a Committee who 
would look seriously into the grievances , 
of the men. He might state, with refer- | 
ence to his own constituency, that he was 
largely returned by the votes of the postal 
officials. Since he came into this House 
he had brought before the hon. Gentle- 
men opposite several grievances of those 
officials, but he was sorry to say that his 
efforts on their behalf had had very little 
effect. He had received many promises, 
but there had been no performance. He 
thought it was high time that an inquiry 
was held into the claims put forward, 
not from Ireland alone, but from England, 
Scotland, and Wales. One matter the 
men in Dublin had to complain about 
was a system called the three-shift 
system. It meant that the men were on 
duty from four in the morning till eight 
at night. Although they were not con- 
tinuously at work during the whole of 
that time, they were at the service of the 
Government, and liable to be called upon. 


Mr. BANBURY (Camberwell, Peck- 
ham) remarked that the idea that the 
Post Office made a large profit, and that 
they might do something in cheapening | 
the cost of letter postage, was a delusion, 
because if they did that they would have 
to increase the taxation of the State. 
Of course, what they took off with one 
hand they took away with another. 
This discussion had been rather vague, | 
and he should like to allude to one little | 
grievance which he had himself, and that | 
was in regard to the horses employed in | 
the mail carts in His Majesty’s Service. | 
He had inspected these horses, and had | 
come to the conclusion that they were | 
certainly, some of them at any rate, very | 
far from being in a satisfactory state. | 
Many of them were in a very poor con- | 
dition, and doing very hard work. He} 
thought it was not creditable to the) 
State that these horses were not in as | 
good condition as those employed by the | 


Mr, Nannetti 





London County Council, the Tramways 
Companies, or the Road Car Company, 
than which no horses could be kept in 
better condition. 


Having ventilated this grievance, he 


_ wished to say a few words as to the real 


question before the Committee, namely, 
the appointment of a Committee to 
inquire into the alleged grievances of 
postmen. When he was first elected in 
1892 this question was brought under his 
notice, and he was asked whether he 
would support an inquiry into the 
grievances of the Post Office employees 
at that time. He was new to Parliament- 
ary life, and it was pointed out to him 
that. if the inquiry could do no good, it, at 
any rate, could do no harm ; and that it 
would show that if the grievances 
existed something might be done to 
remedy them. He said that he would 
vote for an inquiry, and when he was 
returned the question came before the 
House, and he announced that he would 
vote in favour of the .inquiry. That 
inquiry was held by a Committee, of 
which Lord Tweedmouth was chairman. 
An hon. Gentleman opposite said the 
inquiry should be held by people in 
whom the men had confidence ; but in 
whom could they have more confidence 


‘than Lord Tweedmouth, who could not 


be said to be in favour of the capitalists 
who were sometimes held up to such 
opprobrium ? What was the result of 
the inquiry of that Committee? The 
wages of the Post Office officials were 
increased by £400,000. In 1895 another 
inquiry was asked for, and, as far as he 
was personally concerned, he refused to 
join in the demand for it. It was, how- 
ever, given, and he believed it was a fair 
and impartial inquiry; although his 
experience of the world told him that no 
inquiry would ever satisfy the men. 
That was only human nature ; he was 
quite certain that whatever was offered 
to him himself would not appear sufb- 
cient for his services. ‘The result of the 
second inquiry was a still further increase 
in the salaries of the Post Office em- 
ployees, but still they were not satisfied, 
and they demanded a particular inquiry 
by a Committee of the House of Commons. 
He had at his last election told his con- 
stituents that he should refuse to accede 
to that request. He had sat on many 
Select” Committees of the House of 
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Commons, and he could not conceal from 
himself that there was generally a political 
bias in these Committees. That was a 
very serious question for the nation when 
pressure was brought to bear on the 
dispésition of the money of the tax- 
payers. During the nine years in which 
he had had the honour of having a seat 
in the House of Commons, one of the 
most serious questions that he had had 
to consider was the constant pressure 
which was brought to bear on Members 
of Parliament by civil servants to give 
them money which belonged not to 
them, but to the nation. If that sort of 
thing went on the time would come when 
the suffrage would have to be taken 
from civil servants. Supposing this Com- 
mittee asked for were appointed, what 
would be the result? Every other 
branch of the Civil Service would require 
a Committee to inquire whether they 
were receiving the wages they ought to 
receive, and the result would be a com- 
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plete subverison of all discipline. Under 
these circumstances, he hoped the House 
of Commons would not commit them- 
selves to a Committee of Inquiry. If 
another Inquiry was necessary it should 
be made by persons who had a know- 
ledge of the business, and who were 
not likely to be biased one way or the 
other. A Select Committee of the House 
would be the worst tribunal to which the 
matter could be referred. 

Mr. SCHWANN rose in his place, and 
claimed to move, * That the Question be 
now put.” 


Departments Estimates. 


Question, * That the Question be now 
put,’ put, and agreed to. 


(Juestion put accordingly, ** That Item 
A (Salaries) be reduced by £100, in 
respect of the Salary of the Postmaster 
General.” 

The Committee divided :—Ayes, 103 ; 
Noes, 148. (Division List No. 222.) 


AYES. 


Abraham, William(Cork,N. E. 
Allan, William (Gateshead) 
Ambrose, Robert 

Bell, Richard 

Blake, Edward 

Boland, John 

solton, Thomas Dolling 
Royle, James 

Brand, Hon. Arthur G. 

Brigg, John 

Burke, E. Haviland- 

Burt, Thomas 

Caldwell, James 

Campbell, John (Armagh, 8.) 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Colville, John 

Craig, Robert Hunter 

Crean, Eugene 

Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 
Delany, William 

Dewar, John A.(Inverness-sh. 
Dewar, TR(T’ wr H wits. Geo. 
Dillon, John 

Donelan, Captain A 

Doogan, P. C. 

Dutly, William J. 
Evans,SamuelT. (Glamorgan) 
Fenwick, Charles 

Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster, Sir Walter (DerbyCo. ) 
Fuller, J. M. F. 

Gilhooly, James 

Goeen, W. D. (Wednesbury) 
Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 


Hayden, John | 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. 


Hobhouse, C. E. 
Holland, Willia 


Leamy. Edimunc 
Leese, SirJoseph 
Leng, Sir John 


MacDonnell, Dr 


Markham, Arth 
Morgan,¥J. Lloy« 
Moss, Samuel 


Murphy, J. 


Norman, Henry 
Norton, Capt. ¢ 


NO 


Acland-Hood,Capt.SirAlex.F. | Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 


Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel | Bain, Colonel J 
Allhnsen, Augustus Henry E. | Balearres, Lord 


Harwood, George 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 


Hayter, Rt. Hon. Sir A. D. 


Horniman, Frederick John 
Jacoby, James Alfred 

Jones, Wm. (Carnarvonshire) 
Kennedy, Patrick James 
Lambert, George 


Lewis, John Herbert 


M‘Arthur, Wm. (Cornwall) 
M‘Dermott, Patrick 
M‘Killop, W. (Sligo. North) 


Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Mooney, John J. | 
Morgan, DavidJ(Walilamsv’w | 
Morton, Edw.J.C.( Devonpor: ) 


Nannetti, Joseph P. 
Nolan, Jo-eph (Louth, South) 


| O'Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 

O’ Kelly,James( Roscommon, N 

O'Malley, William 

©’ Mara, James 

O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 

Partington, Oswald 

Power, Patrick Joseph 

Priestley, Arthur 

tea, Russell 

teddy, M. 

Rickett, J. Compton 

tidley,S. Forde( BethnalGreen 
1 Roberts, John H. (Denbighs. } 
F.(Acerington | Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 

Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 

| Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, Capt. J, (Forfarshire 
Spencer, Rt. Hn.C. R. (Nth nts 
Sullivan, Donal 
Taylor, Theodore Cooke 
Thomson, F. W. (York, W. R) 
Wallace. Robert 
Warner, Thomas Courtenay T’. 
Weir, James Galloway 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
Whiteley,George( ¥ ork, W.R.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth 
Wilson,Henry J. (York, W.R. 
Woodhouse,SirJ T( Huddersf'd 
Yoxall, James Henry 


-atrick 
Charles Seale- 


H.( Bristol, F. 
m Henry 


. Mark A. 


ur Basil 


(Carmarthen) 


‘ecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 

O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (1 
O'Connor, James( Wicklow, W. 


THE AYES 
Bayley and 


TELLERS FOR 
Mr. Thomas 


Tipperary, N.) Mr. Schwann. 


ES. 


Balfour, RtHon. A.J.(Maneb'r 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. G. W. (Leeds 
Banbury, Frederick George 


ames Robert 
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Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse Lockwood, Lt.-C : Sharpe, Willige f 
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fetaene ters avile | Majendie, James A. H. Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) te 
Din “Tale th nder, Sir John P. Martin, Richard Buddulph Thornton, Perey M. pee rs 
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4, s, Hon. Ailwyn Edw. | Morrell, George Herbert W a et Ses Long,C 
2 wen 9p mic Brocklehurst <3 Hon. Martin Henry F. Webb, ¢ vol. Willtam Genrge bong, S 
omen, See Morrison, James Archibald Welby, Sir Chas. G  (N Lonsda 
a ane — ee Wentoarth, race C "Wola ae 
‘isher, Wilh yes Murray,RtHnAGraham (Bute | Whiteley, H * ; ; Macdor 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue Marray'C: é titeley, H. (Ashton-u-Lyne 
‘lannery, | h y, Charles J. (Coventr Whit : Algern Macone 
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ioulding, Edward Alfred Parker, Gilbert si ee Te Allan, 
Greene,SirEW(B'ry SEdm'nds Pemberton, John S. G, TELLERS FOR THE NOE era 
Greene, W -Raymond-(Cambs.) | Penn, John Sir ‘Williatn Wa ‘ tye Bayley, 
Uireville, tom Ronald Platt-Higgins, Frederick | Mr. Perera nn Boland 
i , Hon. Ronale Powell, Sir Francis Sharp | 7 Holton, 

eis doyle, « 
J q ne : ve ae 4 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR rose in his place,} Original Question put accordingly Brand, 
and claimed to move, * That the Origin: . By Brigg, « 
ecient mae™ vat the Original! The Committee divided :—Ayes, 168 ; Burke, 
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re Caldwel 
AYES. ee te 
Acland-Hood,Capt.SirAlex.F. | Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir E me 
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dalfour, RtHnGeraldW (Leeds Charrington, Spencer Fellowes WITCHES, F ir Edwin Mion, 
Balfour, MajKR(Christehurch | Clare, Octavius Leigh hy ow es, Hn. Ailwyn Edward Donelar 
meee i — Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A.E cs courts snaiiniias Dat 
st, Hon. Allen b. Coghill, Dougl: ar 7) ee ee ee eae 
Bench, Rt, Hn.SirM. H. sristol Collings, ees ee ee ee a 
ee ge boon M. M. ae on,Chas. Edw. H. Athole | Fitzroy, Hon Edw. Algernon Vlavin, 
r ite So , ‘ook, Sir Fr ick L : - batt peg + £a1f tay > 
Bowles,Capt.H. F.(Middles's) Corbett, ae ia roan 
og c ol. Montagu Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) | Garfit William Puller’. 
eed, ir _" . wo — ee Godson, Sir Augustus Fred. Gilhool 
Butcher, John George | Cri “harles Alf, Gordon, Hn. J.E.(Elgin& Nairn Gurdon, 
’ g Cripps, Charles Alfred | Gore,HnG.R.C, Ormsby-(Salop Harwoc 








400 


idge 
ii 


ney) 


ord- 
use 


side 
ks. ) 


rart 


ley 
1) 


ge 
otts 
10n- 
yne 
ion 


ath 
art- 
ge 


is—— 
and 


68: 


720. 
eY 
ield 
rd 

sT'S- 

win 
ard 
rst 


non 


uirn 
slop 








1401 


Gorst, Rt. Hn. Sir John Eldon 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Green, W. D. (Wednesbury) 
Greene, SirEW(B'rySEdm’ nds | 
Greene, W. Raymond-(Cambs.) 
Gretton, John 

Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Hamilton, Rt Hn. LdG. (Midd’x 
Hamilton, Marq.of (L’nd’nd’ry 
Hanbury, Rt Hon. Robert W. 
Hardy, Laurence(Kent,Ashf'd. 
Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Helder, Augustus 

Henderson, “Alexander 
Hermon- a Robert T. 
Hobhouse, H. (Somerset, E. ) 
Hogg, Lindsay 

Hope, J.F. ‘Sh. fP'd, Brightside) 
Hutton, John (Yorks. ., N.R.) 
Jessel, Capt. Herb. Merton 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Kennaway, Rt. Hn. Sir J. H. 
Keswick, William 

Knowles, Lees 

Lawrence, Joseph (Monmouth 
Lawson, John Grant 

Lee; ArthurH(Hants,Fareham 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh- Bennett, a 4 Currie 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Long, Col. CharlesW(Evesham 
Long, Rt.Hn. Walter(Bristol,S. 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lueas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft) 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maconochie, A. 

M‘Calmont, Col. H. B. L.(Cambs 
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Abraham, William(Cork,N.E. 
Allan, William (Gateshead ) 
Ambrose, Robert 

Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Boland, John 

Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Boyle, James 
Brand, Hon. 
Brigg, John 
Burke, E. Haviland- 

Burt, Thomas 

Caldw ell, James 

Campbell, John (Armagh, S.) 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Colville, John 

Craig, Robert Hunter 

Crean, Eugene 

Davies,M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 
Delany, William 

Dewar, JohnA.(Inverness-sh. ) 
Dillon, John 

Donelan, Captain A. 

Doogan, P. C. 

Dnfly, William J. 

Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan) 
Fenwick, Charles 

Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster, “5” W: alter (DerbyC 0.) 
Fuller, J. 

Gilhooly, ries 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Har wood, George 


Arthur G, 
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M‘ Killop,James(Stirlingshire) | 
Majendie, James A. 


| Martin, Richard Biddulp h 


Maxwell, WJ (Dumfriesshire | 
Meysey- Thompson, Sir H. M. 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Moon, “Edward Robert Pacy 
More, Robt. — (Shropsh. 
Morgan, D. J. (Walthamstow) 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morris, Hon. Martin Henry I. 
Morrison, James Archibald | 
Morton, ArthurH. A. (Deptford 
Murray, Rt. Hn. A. G. (Bute) 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath 
Myers, William Henry 

Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Parker, Gilbert 

Pemberton, John S. G. 

Penn, John 

Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Purvis, Robert 

Pym, C. Guy 

Randles, John §, 

Reid, James (Greenork) 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Rentoul, James Alexander 
Renwick, George 


| Ridley, Hn. M.W. (Stalybridge 


Ridley,S. Forde(BethnalGreen 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
folleston, Sir John F, L 


NOES. 


Hayden, John Patrick 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Hayter, Rt. Hon.Sir Arthur D. 
Hobhouse,C. E. H. (Bristol, E.) | 
Holland, William Henry 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Jacoby, James Alfred 

Jones, William (Carnarvonsh. ) | 
Kennedy, Patrick James 
Leamy, Edmund 

Leese, Sir J. F. (Accrington) 
Leng, Sir John 

Lewis, John Herbert 
MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
M‘Dermott, Patrick 
M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Mooney, John J. 

Morgan,J. Lloyd(Carmarthen) 
Morton, Edw.J.C.( Devonport) 
Moss, Samuel 

Murphy, John 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
——, Henry 

Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O’Connor,James(Wicklow, W. 
O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 


Departments 





O’ Kell —— 
O'Malley, William 
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Ropner, Colonel Robert 
Rourd, James 

Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Russell, T. W. 

Rutherford, John 

Sackville, Col. 8. G. Stopford- 
Samuel, Harry 8. (Limehouse) 
Sharpe, W illiam Edward '. 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 

Smith, HC( North’mbT gneside 
Smith,JamesParker(Lanarks. 
Spear, John Ward 

Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 
Stewart,SirMarkJ. M‘Tagegart 
Stroyan, John 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 


' Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
, Thornton, Perey M 


Tol'emache, Henry James 
Tufnell, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Valentia, Viscount 
Walker, Col. William Hall 
Wason,J ohnCathcart(Orkney) 
Webb, Col. William George 
Welby, Sir Chas.G. E. (Notts. ) 
Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon- 
Whiteley, H.(Ashton-u.-Lyne 
Whitmore, Chas. Algernon 
Wills, Sir Frederick 
Wilson, John (Glaseow) 
Wilson-Todd, Wm. H.( Yorks. ) 
Wodehouse, RtHn. E. R.( Bath) 
Wortley, Rt. Hon. C.B.Stuart- 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
TELLERS FOR THE AYES 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


(Mara, James 
O’Shaugnessy, P. J. 
Partington, Oswald 

Power, Patrick Joseph 
Priestley, Arthur 

Rea, Russel 

Reddy, M. 

tickett, J. Compton 
toberts, John H. (Denbigh. ) 


| Sehwann, Charles E 


Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 


| Shipman, Dr. John G,. 


Sinclair,CaptJohn(Forfarshire 
Spencer, Rt. Hn. CR( Northants 
Sullivan, Donal 

Taylor, Theodore Cooke 
Thomas,F’. Freeman-(Hastings 
Thomson, F.W. (York, W.R.) 
W: arner, Thomas CourtenayT. 
Weir, James Galloway 

White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
Whiteley, George( York, W. R. 
W hitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Williams, Osmond(Merioneth) 
Wilson, Henry J.( York, W.R.) 
Woodhouse,SirJ T(Huddersf’d 
Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THR NOES— 
Mr. Wallace and Mr. 
Lambert. 
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3. Motion made, and Question pro-| boat? The railway had now been 
posed, “That a sum, not exceeding carried up to Mallaig, but what was 
£571,085, be granted to His Majesty, to| the use of this if the western seaboard 
complete the sum necessary to defray the and the islands were not to be developed ? 
Charge which will come in course of pay-, He hoped he would not be met with 
ment during the year ending on the | the miserable plea that the Stornoway 
31st day of March, 1902, for the Expenses | mail service did not pay. The Post 
of the Post Office Packet Service.” | Office made a profit of nearly four mil- 

lions a year, and surely the Treasury 

*Mr. WEIR said that underItem A could afford to be more liberal. The 
there was a sum of £3,000 for the packet | Government gave large subsidies to 
service to Stornoway. The boat was steamers carrying mails to foreign 
forty years old, and carried His Majesty’s countries and the colonies; they really 
mails through stormy seas at a speed, ought to look after the needs of the 
not exceeding, at the best of times, ten people at home. In case he did not 
knots an hour, and was seventy times | get a favourable reply he would safe- 
late in three months. The experi-| guard himself by moving the reduction 
ment was commenced on April Ist, and of the Vote by £100. 
he wished to know how long it was tO| Motion made, and Question proposed 
continue before the Post Office asked | “That Item A be reduced by £100. in 
for tenders for another steamer. Would | respect of the Contract for the Convey- 


‘ : Te « © I<] « , { . , 1 
the hon. Gentl id be give if assurance | ance of Mails between Kyle and Storno- 
that tenders would be invited for a swifter way.” —(Mr. Weir.) 


steamer? If the hon. Gentleman’s pre- ics: — 
decessor had been in office he believed| Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN said 
a better steamer would have been pro- | that the subject had been already men- 
vided. But unfortunately the Duke of | tioned in the course of the discussion, 
Norfolk was not Postmaster General, | but he would repeat briefly the facts of 
and the right hon. Gentleman the Mem-| the case. The service no doubt was not 
ber for Preston did not represent the |® Very fast one, and he could easily 
Post Office in the House of Commons. | imagine a much better one. He hoped, 
He had stated that the matter would | however, that in some respects the mails 
'to Stornoway would be accelerated in 
tinued to represent the Post Officea better the course of the summer. He thought 
service would now be un fait accompli. that the railway company were con- 
But of course the hon. Gentleman was | templating an acceleration of the 
yet young at his business, he was not trains during the tourist season, 
seasoned, and he had not the experience | Which would enable the mails to be 
of the right hon. Gentleman who pre- | delivered more rapidly. The hon. Mem- 
ceded him. | ber asked that the Post Office should 

He hoped, however, the hon. Gentle- give up the present contract, and invite 
man would give him an assurance that tenders for a new service of sixteen, 
the service would be improved, and that | eighteen, or twenty knots—the hon. 
it was not the intention of the Post | Member placed no limit to his ambition. 
Office to continue to employ the| The hon. Member complained that the 
‘“ Clydesdale *’ for this service. The | present boat was forty years old, but he 
Island of Lewis had a population of Was told she was still a good, seaworthy 
30,000, and Stornoway was one of | Vessel. If his memory did not mislead 
the finest naval reserve stations in| him, the “ Victory ” was forty years old 
the kingdom. The Island deserved | when Nelson selected her for his flagship. 
better consideration from His Majesty’s *Mr. WEIR: She was not a steamship. 
Government. The forty-year-old tub} 
might go down one day, and he hoped| Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN said 
the hon. Gentleman would not then be) he was perfectly well aware of that. 
on board, or even the hon. Member for! What were the facts of the case? The 
Peckham who spoke of the people in the | service was already run at a very con- 
Highlands as uncivilised. Would the siderable loss. The subsidy for the 
hon. Gentleman follow in the steps of | packet was £3,000 a year, and the cost of 
his predecessor, who promised a better! the whole service to Stornoway was 


be carefully considered, and if he had con- 
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Foster, 8 
Fuller, J 
Gilhooly. 
Gladston 
Hayden, 


Acland-f 
Agnew, $ 
Allhusen 
Atkinsor 
Bain, Col 
Balearres 
Balfour, | 
Balfour, I 
Balfour, |] 
Banbury, 
Bathurst, 
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£4,270, and the revenue it brought in | The hon. Gentleman had made a mistake 
was only £1,258. Under those cireum- | of 25 per cent. He said that the eost of 
stances it could not be said that the|the service was £4,270, whereas it only 


Departments Estima‘es, 


Post Office was dealing ungenerously | appeared in the Vote as £3,000, 
‘| Stornoway. He himsel vould | ee ae : sl 
with Stornoway. He himself would) stp AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN said 
only be too glad to call ter tenders for | “4°99 ae 

pic hPa : ithat the whole cost was £4,270. The 
a new service if it could be done without | 7. . : . . 
: | £3,000 included in the Vote was for the 
further expense to the taxpayers, but he | . 

Na eee IR . «| packet service only. 

would not be justified in incurring in- | , 
ereased expenditure, seeing how largely| *Mr. WEIR said he was dealing 


service, the subject 
The hon. Gentle- 
the acceleration 
What he wanted 
was the acceleration of the mails on water. 


the present expenditure exceeded the| with the packet 
revenue. After all, in) such matters | before the Committee. 
they should look to the country as aj man had referred to 
whole. Other districts had to be con-| of the mails on land. 
sidered, and the debate afforded a suffi- | 
cient indication as to how numerous! The hon. Gentleman had given him no 
were the claims on the Post Office. | encouragement regarded a_ better 
' service, and he regretted extremely being 
*Mnr. WEIR said he was really sorry the | obliged to go to a division. 
hon. Gentleman had not given hima more | 
satisfactory reply. Tle was sure he would | 


as 


(Juestion put. 





have received much more encouragement 
from the hon. Gentleman's predecessor, 


Abraham, Wm. (Cork, N.E.) 
Ambrose, Robert 

Beaumont. Wentworth C. B. 
Boland, John 

Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Joyle, James 

Brige, John 

Burke, E. Haviland- 
Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert 

Campbell, John (Armagh, 5.) 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Colville, John 

Craig, Robert Hunter 

Crean, Eugene 

Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 
Delany, William 

Dillon, John 

Donelan, Captain A. 

Doogan, P. C. 

Dutlty, William J. 

Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co. 
Fuller, J. M. PF. 

Gilhooly, James 

Gladstone, Rt. Hn. Herbert J. 
Hayden, John Patrick 


Acland-Hood,Capt.Sir Alex. F. 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Allhusen, Augustus Henry E. | 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 

Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Balearres, Lord 

Balfour, Rt. Hn. A. J. (Mane’r 
salfour, Rt HoGerald W (Leeds | 
Balfour, Maj. K.K.(Christeh. ) 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Bathurst, Hon. Allen B. 


VOL, XCIV. 


Noes.” 166, 
AYES, 

Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Hayter, Rt. Hon. Sir A. D. 
Hobhouse, C. E.H.( Bristol, E. ) 
Holland, William Henry 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Jones, Wm. (Carnarvonshire) 
Kennedy, Patrick James 
Lambert, George 
Leamy, Edmund 


| Leese, Sir Jos. F. (Accrington) 


Leng, Sir John 


| Lewis, John Herbert 


Lough, Thomas 
MacDonnell, Dr. Mark <A. 
M‘Dermott, Patrick 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Mooney, John J. 


' Morgan,J. Lloyd (Carmarthen) 


[FourtTu SERIES. | 


Moiton, Edw.J.C.(Devonport) 
Moss, Samuel 

Murphy, John 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Norman, Henry 

Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas W illans 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
(Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
(Connor, James( Wicklow, W. 
O'Connor, 'T. P. (Liverpool) 


NOES. 
Beach, RtHn.SirM. H.( Bristol) 


| Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 


Bigwood, James 

Bond, Edward 

Bowles,Capt. H. F. (Middlesex) 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brookfield, Colonel Montagu 
Bull, William James 
Butcher, John George 
Carson, Kt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. | 
Cautley, Henry Strother 


3C 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 
(Division List No. 224.) 


S6: 


O’Kelly,James( Roscommon, N 
O’ Malley, William 

(Y Mara, James 
O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 
Partington, Oswald 

Pirie, Duncan Y. 

Power, Patrick Joseph 
Priestley, Arthur 

Rea, Russell 

Reddy, M. 

Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Schwann, Charles E. 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair,Capt. John (Forfarsh. ) 
Spencer, RtHnC. R.( Northants 
Sullivan, Donal 

Taylor, Theodore Cooke 
Thomas, F. Freeman-(Hastings 
Thomson, F. W. (York, W. R.) 
Wallace, Robert 

Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Warner, Thos. Courtenay T’. 
White, Luke (York, FE. R.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Williams,Osmond( Merioneth) 


TELLERS FOR THE Ayrs— 
Mr. Weir and Mr. John 
Dewar. 


Cavendish, V.C.W.(Derbysh.) 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Mane) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hn..J.(Birm. 
Chamberlain, J. A. (Wore r) 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 

Clare, Octavius Leigh 
Cochrane, Hon. T. H. A. E. 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 


| Colston, Chas. E:w, H. Athole 
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Cook, Sir Frederick Lucas 
Corbett, A. Cameron(Glasgow) 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 


Cox, IrwinEdwardBainbridge | 


Cranborne, Viscount 

Cripps, Charles Alfred 
Crossley, Sir Savile 

Dewar, TR.(T’rH’ml'ts,S. Geo. 


Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. , 


Dimsdale, Sir JosephCockfield 
Dorington, Sir John Edward 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 


Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin | 


Fellowes, Hn. Ailwyn Edward 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edward Algernon 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
a William 

Godson, Sir Augustus Fredk. 
Gordon, Hn.J E. (E lvinX Nairn) 
Gore, HnGR.C ‘Ormsby-(Salop) 
Gore, Hn.3. F. Ormsby- (Line. ) 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Green, WalfordD.(Wednesb’ry 
Greene, SirE W(B’rySEdm nds 


Greene, W. Raymond-(Cambs.) | 


Gretton, John 

Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Guthrie, Walter Murray 
Hamilton, Rt Hn LordG(Middx 
Hamilton, Marq.of(L’nd’derry 
Hanbury, Rt. Hn. Robt. Wm. 
Hardy, Laurenee(Kent,Ashfd 
Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Helder, ooo ay 
Hermon-Hodge, Robt. Trotter 
Hobhouse, Henry (Somerset, E. 
Hogg, Lindsay 

Hope, J.F ' Shotfield Brightside | 


Original Question again 


Supply— Revenue 


{COMMONS} 


| Hutton, John (Yorks, N.R.) 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Kennaway,Kt. Hon.SirJohnH. 
Keswick, W illiam 
Knowles, Lees 
Lawrence, Joseph (Monmouth 
Lawson, John Grant 
Lee, ArthurH(Hants,Fareham 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh Bennett, Henry Currie 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Long, Col. C. W. (Evesham) 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter(Bristols. 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lucas,Col. Francis (Lowestoft) 
M: acdona, John C umming 
Maconochie, 
| M“€ song ( ‘ol. HLB (Cambs. 
or wag James A. H. 
Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Maxwell, WJ H(Dumfriesshire 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
More, Robt. Jasper(Shropshire 
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| Reid, James (Greenock) 


| Round, 


Rentoul, James Alexander 
fenwick, George 

tickett, J. Compton 

Ridley, Hon.M.W .(Stalyb'dge) 
tidley,S. F ‘orde(BethnalGreen 

Ritchie, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 
Robertson, Herbert( Hackney) 
Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
topner, Col. Robert 

James 

Rutherford, John 


| Sackville, Col. 8. G. Stopford. 


Morgan, D. J. (Walthamstow) | 


Morrell, George Herbert 
Morris, Hon. 
Morrison, James Archibald 


Martin Henry F. 


Morton, ArthurH A.(Deptford | 


Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 


Murray, RtHnA Graham(Bute | 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) | 
| Murray,Col. Wyndham (Bath) | 


Myers, William Henry 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
| Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Parker, Gilbert 
Pemberton, John 8. G. 
| Penn, John 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Purvis, Robert 
| Pym, C. Guy 
Randles, John S. 


proposed. 
then 


the present Home Secretary, 
President of the 


Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 
Smith, HC (North’mb.Tyn’s'de 
Smith, James P. (Lanarks.) 
Spear, John Ward 

Stanley, Lord (Lancs. ) 
Stewart,SirMarkJ. M‘Taggart 
Stroyan, John 

Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Valentia, Viscount 

Walker, Col. William Hall 
Wason,JohnCatheart(Orkney) 
Webb, Col. William George 
Welby, Lt.-Cl. A.C. E (Taunt’n 
Welby,SirCharlesG.E ( Notts.) 
Wentworth, C. Vernon- 
Whiteley, H.(Ashton-u.-Lyne) 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Wills, Sir Frederick 

Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson-Todd,Wm.H. (Yorks.) 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E.R.( Bath 
Wortley, Rt. Hn.C. B. Stuart- 


Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 


Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


who was 
Board of Trade, 


Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.) said he desired , to admit that the P. and O. Company had 
some information on a question which| openly and persistently defied the law, 
had been brought before the Committee! and that, in spite of continued warnings, 


year after year on this V 


ote, namely, the | they still declined to give the 


lasears in 


question of the lascars serving on board | their employment that amount of cubic 


P. and O. 


steamers. 


thought that the history of the question | required. 
was one of the most extraordinary ever 


brought before the 
Year after year his friend 


Wilson, who was for many 





Mr. Havelock 


years Member | it was. still 


He had always | space accommodation which the law 
The matter had been before 

|the House year after year, and as far 

House of Commons.|as he could recollect, when it was last 


debated, the Home Secretary stated that 


under discussion with the 


for Middlesbrough, had brought forward| P. and O. Company, and the right hon. 
the question of the defiance of the law | Gentleman led the Committee to believe 


by the P. 


subsidised by the House 


and although for one or two sessions the 
Government attempted to evade the, P. 
contention that the P. and O. Company provide for their lascar 
did defy the law, yet by admirable perse- 


verance Mr. 


called 


of Commons, 


and O. Company, who were | that the P. and O. Company would be 
upon 
he wanted to know 
and O. Company had yet agreed to 


to the law. What 


was whether the 


obey 


seamen that 


/ accommodation which every other com- 
Wilson at last compelled pany carrying mails and subsidised by 
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Parliament was compelled, by the law the Board of Trade and challenged to 
of the land, to give. Inaprevious debate produce cases. He did produce cases 
the chairman of the P. and O. Company —specifie instances—and then, after a 
took refuge behind some Indian regula- | controversy extending over, he thought, 
tions, but it was proved to the satisfaction two years, his hon. friend compelled the 
of the Committee that that did not cover | President of the Board of Trade to admit 
the case, and that P. and O. boats sailing | that the company were breaking the 
from England were bound by the regu-! law. 
lations of the English Board of Trade. Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: It is 
The pretext was put forward on behalf ve e " 
e ; é | doubtful whether this matter is under 
of the P. and O. Company that it was : 
' © tees - Indian law or English law, and it is 
impossible for them to work their © : 
Sa Wai whibe beds, aah take it really to decide that that this action 
or aes has been taken. I cannot explain at 
was absolutely essential for them to aie : 
iiee lescke tn ait thee ‘the the moment the precise form the action 
o ss eeu: ay. See = takes, but it is an action which has been 
ODILCS, PS 

agreed upon to decide whether the 


Ve. AUSTEN ? CHAMBERLAIN: 2: = Q. Company are under Indian 
May [ interrupt the hon. Member ?, law or English law. 

There is an action by the Board of Trade = Mr. DILLON said he must persist 
against this company now pending, and jn his statement that. so far as they had 
while it is pending it is impossible forme been able to get information from the 
to diseuss the bearing of the law. Board of Trade. it was entirely unsatis- 
factory. It was two years since he heard 

Mr. DILLON said it was very satis-| the President of the Board of Trade 
factory after all these years to have got’ state that the law had been broken, 
so far, but he should like to hear from) and that immediate steps would be 
the President of the Board of Trade! taken to enforce it. Now they were told 
when the action was commenced and) that some agreement of a technical and 
how soon it would be heard. abstract character had been come to 
between the Board of Trade and the 

Tue PRESIDENT or tHE BOARD) P. and O. Company to determine whether 
op TRADE (Mr. GerraLp BALrour,! the law had been broken. Was that 
Leeds, Central): That entirely depends the way the Board of Trade proceeded 
on the courts. . | against persons who had broken the 
Mr. DILLON said it did not depend | law ? Was that the usual procedure ! 
/If was not the usual procedure. If it 
cn _were brought to the knowledge of the, 
/ | Board of Trade that the law had been 
Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: This is) broken, they did’not enter into an agree- 
an agreed action between the Board of , ment with the person breaking the law 
Trade and the P. and O. Company as to; to have an action such as had_ been ’ 
whether the law has been infringed. | described. The right hon. Gentlemar 
It was commenced about six months did not even remember the character of 
ago, but L cannot determine when it | the action or when it was likely to be 
will be heard. | brought to trial. The whole history of 
‘the matter was of the most suspicious 

Mr. DILLON said he confessed that! and extraordinary character. He did 
that explanation was exceedingly un-| not believe that any other body of men 
sitisfactory. Let him recall the history less powerful, less influential, and less 


on the courts when the action was com- 


me 


of the matter. It was four or five| wealthy than the P. and O. Company 
years ago since in his own hearing the) could have for such a number of years 
then hon. Member for Middlesbrough | continued to defy the law. In previous 
asserted from his own knowledge—and | debates the plea was put forward on behalf 
he spoke for the seamen of the country | of the company, in order to justify their 
—that that great and powerful company | conduct*in breaking the law, that they 
were breaking the law. He was contra- | were compelled to employ lascars—that . 
dicted’ flatly by the representative of | they were necessary for the work. But 


30 2 
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the Orient Company, which went over | ment, and would now proceed to discuss 
the same route, employed white labour,}the Vote. His complaint was that 
and the reason why the P. and O. Com-| the Packet Vote should not be charged 
pany employed black labour was because | to the Post Office at all. Up to 1868 
it was cheaper, because the keep of the|it was charged to the Admiralty, and a 
lascars did not cost a third of the keep| very large proportion of it was not for 
of white men, because they received | Post Office purposes at all. There was 
very small wages, and were crowded|one item which he strongly objected 
into wretched accommodation. That | to,and that was the sum of £60,000 for 
was why the lascars were employed. |the mail service between Vancouver 
The P. and O. Company found it to their| and Hong Kong. He objected to that 
interest to boycott white labour. They! sum being placed on the Post Office 
had heard about the necessity of en-| Vote. The mails from Vancouver to 
mann ned the Paget marine and) Hong Kong—-— 
ritish seamen, who were being almost 

wiped off the face of the waters, and yet | “Tae CHAIRMAN ; The hon. Member 
a great’company, enjoying a subsidy |'8 anticipating. He is now discussing 
of £300,000 a year from Parliament, | the next item—Item F. He must confine 
were theYgreatest enemies of British | himself to Item E. 


seamen, by employing an enormous; *Mpr. HENNIKER HEATON said that 
quantity of cheap Asiatic labour. If | Ttem E deserved the consideration of 
they insisted in employing Asiatic labour | the Committee, because the whole of the 
to the exclusion of white labour, which | gybsidies should not be charged to the 
other companies employed over the same | Post. Office. The service to Australia 
seas, they ought to be compelled to apply | was quite unworthy of the country. 
the same sanitary laws and give the} A Return issued by the Postmaster 
same accommodation. It was monstrous | (Jeneral of Victoria showed that the 
that such a state of things should be | P. and O. boats were always from two 
tolerated for a single hour. As they | to four days later than the French boats 
were called upon to vote a subsidy to | carrying mails between England and 
the company, the Committee had a right | Australia. Yet it is only fair to say that 
to put pressure on the Board of Trade| the Pp, and O. boats delivered the mails 
to put an end to breaches of the law. | before their contract time. The absence of 
In order to give the Committee 80 | the Postmaster General from the House 
opportunity of expressing an opinion 'of Commons and the utter inability of 
on the matter he moved to reduce the | his hon. friend to explain the Vote were 
Vote by £50,000 in respect of this item. | sufficient condemnation of the way 


Motion made, and Question proposed, | it Was brought before the Committee. 


“That Item E be reduced by £100, in | The whole explanation of the P. and O, 
respect of the Contract for the Convey- | S¢rvice to Australia was that the 
ance of Mails to Asia and Australia.” | Small subsidy paid to the company for 
(Mr. Dillon.) years prevented any other company 

from competing. While he had the 
*Mr. HENNIKER HEATON (Can-| greatest respect for the P. and O. Com- 
terbury) said that, before referring to| pany, and for the splendid officers and 
the matter raised by the hon. Member, } men they employed, apart from black 
he might be permitted to make one! labour, he thought it was a great wrong 
observation as to the extraordinary way|to the country that the Post Office 
the debate had been conducted, by which | authorities never called for tenders for 
they were unable to discuss the question | carrying mails to Australia until six 
of the Postmaster General not being in| months before expiration of the con- 
the House of Commons. tracts, which made it impossible for 


*Tue CHAIRMAN: The hon. Member | 22 other company to compete, because 


: --,|/it required years to make preparations 
a cacao ae in order to tender for such a great service 


to be performed in quicker time. 
*Mr. HENNIKER HEATON said he} He felt he was not able to go into the 
had asked permission to"make that state: | general question of the packet services, 


Mr. Dillon 
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came forward the most astounding 
anomalies, which would not be tolerated 
for a day if the Post Office was conducted 
on businesslike lines. 


Captain NORTON said that, like his 
hon. friend the Member for East Mayo, 
he too remembered the late Member for 
Middlesbrough moving in the matter 
of the lascars employed by the P. and O. | 
Company. He recollected, if he was not 
mistaken, that it had been held that) 
ships leaving British ports were bound | 
to carry out the Board of Trade regula- | 
tions. Perhaps the Attorney General | 
would state if ships leaving British 
ports and flying the British flag, whether 
they carried British or foreign or coloured | 
seamen, were not bound to conform to 
the Board of Trade regulations? The 
question was raised whether the lascars, 
being shipped at Bombay, should only 
receive the accommodation laid down 
for Eastern seamen, but the late hon. 
Member for Middlesbrough proved beyond 
doubt that, whether the lascars were 
shipped at Bombay or any other port 
in the East, so far as outward voyages 
from England were concerned, the 
regulations of the Board of Trade were 
broken. Now, after two years, the 
Committee was told that some friendly 
action was pending between the Board 
of Trade and the P. and O. Company 
to try and establish some modus vivendi 
by which the company might bring | 
themselves within the four corners of 
the law. The President of the Board 
of Trade dissented. What, then, was the | 
object of this lawsuit ? He asked whether 
wr not all sailors, whether coloured or | 
European, sailing under the British | 
lag trom British ports, were entitled | 
0 the same amount of cubie space for | 
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it is some early date. 
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but he should point out as each item;do not apply. These proceedings are 


not friendly proceedings with a view 
to a compromise of any sort or kind ; 
they are proceedings in which both 
parties are actuated by a strong desire 
to have the point settled once for all as 
to what the law on the subject is. As 
regards the date at which the proceedings 


| will come to hearing, I think it is fixed 


for the 18th of this month—at all events, 
The proceedings 
are these :--The P. and O. Company 
have brought a Petition of Right on the 


‘ground that the disallowance of space 


with reference to the employment of las- 
cars on their boats is illegal. A question 
of law may arise with regard to the form 
of the proceedings, but it is hoped that 
the law as to the provision of space for 
lascars will be determined. 


FJ Captain NORTON complained that 
more than four years had elapsed since 
this matter was brought before the 
House, but the Government were still 
allowing British seamen to be squeezed 
out of British subsidised ships by lascars. 
It would be said that lascars were British 
subjects, but they were not men upon 
whom the country could depend to fight 
its ships in case of war. The great 
difficulty at the present moment was to 
get men for the Navy. Something like 
30,000 men were required for mobili- 
sation, and whereas the Government 
on the 4th March last established a system 
of Royal Naval Reserves in order that 
they might have a reserve of British 
seamen to man their ships, they had 
only been able to get 800 men up to the 
present in all the ports of the United 
Kingdom. The Navy was being starved 
because the merchant service was starved. 
The conduct of the Government upon 


deeping and eating purposes. this subject had not been at all straight- 
|forward for a patriotic Government. 
THe ATTORNEY GENERAL (Sir! They were subsidising this company 
Rogert Frntay, Inverness Burghs) : The | and enabling it to make money as against 
proceedings which have been referred to | other patriotic shipowners who employed 
are for the purpose of having it deter- | British labour, and as a protest he should 
mined whether or not the Board of Trade | certainly support the Amendment. 
regulations apply in the case of the 
P. and O. Company in regard tothe em-| Mr. J. WILSON (Glasgow, St. Rollox) 
ployment of lascars. The P. and O. | thought the hon. Member had got a 
Company have contended they are| good deal out of his depth. He was not 
subject to Indian Acts, which are) at all correct in stating that the P. and O. 
different in effect, and that the regula-| Company was the only company which 
tions with regard to British seamen | employed lascars. 
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Captain NORTON : 
any such statement. 

Mr. J. WILSON pointed out that 
nearly all the companies employed 
Jascars as firemen, and it was a gooc 
thing they did, as lascars were much 
better fitted for that work than F:: 
peans. 

CapTaIn NORTON said that the P. and 
O. Company did not by any means 
confine their employment of lascars to 
the work of firemen. 


Mr. COURTENAY WARNER (Stat 
fordshire, Lichfield) said that whether 
or not the P. and O. Company em- 
ploved lascars was not the point | 
under discussion. The question before | 
the Committee was whether this company 
was to receive this subsidy if it did not 
comply with the Board of Trade regu- 
lations. It did not matter in the least 
whether the company were entitled 
leculy to run ships to India and back 
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Depurtments Estimates. 
| Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: It is 


true the action is started by the P. and O. 
| Company. but it is in consequence of the 
‘action taken by the Board of Trade. 
‘The Board of Trade has disallowed the 
‘cubic space, and the P. and O. Company 


(have brought an action called a ** Petition 


of Right” against that disallowance, and 


upon that Petition of Right will be decided 
whether the company are entitled to 
engage their lascars upon the Indian 
regulations. 


Mr. T. P. OCCONNOR admitted that 
that was a satisfactory answer to that 
particular point. But even supposing 
it was decided that the company were 
entitled under Indian law to give the 
lascars less cubic space than they would 
have to give to English sailors under the 
English law, that did not really affect 
the attitude this Committee ought to 
|adopt. This was a Vote of £300,000 of 
| British money to this particular company, 
Had not the Committee a right to ask 





with or without this accommodation. 
It was all very well to say there was an 
action pending. The point was not 
what the law could compel the company 
to do, but what the House could compel 
them to do by this subsidy, and his 
contention was that the subsidy should 
not be given to a company which did 
not provide proper accommodation for 
the crew. By giving this subsidy for 
carrying the mails the Government 
were really subsidising the English 
merchant navy, and in return for such 
a large subsidy there should be a proper 
carrying out of the Board of Trade 
regulations. 

Mr. T. P. O'CONNOR (Liverpool, 
Scotland) had a distinct recollection 
that on the last occasion when this 
matter was discussed the present Home 
Secretary emphatically declared that in 


that the company which received this 
large sum of money should give proper 
protection to the health and life not only 
of the lasears, but also of the rest of the 
crew and the passengers on the vessels, 
whose lives and safety indirectly de- 
pended upon the lives and safety of the 
lascars ? Was it really consistent with 
the policy of a great naval country that 
they should encourage the exclusion of 
British seamen from one of the great 
subsidised services by permitting worse 
accommodation to be given to lascars 
than would be allowed to British sailors ! 
That was a question the Government 
had not met, and the Committee were 
entitled to an assurance that, whatever 
the decision of the courts might be, fair 
treatment would be demanded for every 
sailor, of whatever nationality he might 
be. 


Mr. DILLON said that the all-import- 





his opinion the P. and O, Company were 


violating the law, and that if they con-| ant question was whether at the present 
tinued to do so it would be the duty of the | moment the company were allowing the 
Board of Trade to take notice of the | regulation space to the lasears, or whether, 


matter. All that his valorous words | 
had come to, however, was that there 
was to be a more or less friendly action 
between the Government and the P. 
and O. Company—-an action, too, started 
by the company. What the Committee | 
had expected was that the Board of Trade | 
would take action. 


in spite of the disallowance of the Board 
of Trade, they persisted in their violation 
of the rule. He gathered from the 


| silence of the President of the Board of 


Trade that the company were persisting 
in their violation of the rule. If that 


| was the case it was a monstrous position 


of affairs. After all the years which had 
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elapsed since the matter was first brought | 


forward, the Board of Trade had called 
upon the company to obey the law, and 
the company simply presented a Petition 
of Right, but continued to defy the Board. 
Even if the Petition of Right succeeded, 
it would not substantially alter the merits 
of the question. A great British line 
subsidised by the Government should 
not be allowed to obtain a premium and 
an advantage over other lines by the 
exclusion of British labour from its ships. 
Nobody had proposed that all subsidised 
lines should be compelled to employ only 
British labour, although he thought 
that would not be an unreasonable 
demand. All that was proposed was 
that they should be placed under the 
same regulations with regard to their 
Asiatic labour as they would be with 
regard to British labour. But the main 
strength of the case was that for three 
years this company had set at defiance 
the regulations to which other 
shipper in the country had to conform. 
and that no explanation had been given 
to the House of the deplorable delay 
which had been tolerated before action 
was taken. 


*THe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
THE }=HOME DEPARTMENT (MM. 
UTCHIE, Croydon) : The hon. Gentleman 
opposite has said quite truly that when 
| had to speak as President of the Board 
of Trade upon this subject I expressed my 
own opinion, which was based upon that 
given me by the law officers of the Crown, 
that the P. and O. Company were not 
conforming to the law. In consequence 
the Board of Trade disallowed the space 


every 


occupied by the lascar crews whenever | 


the required space was not given. The 
effect of that, of course, was that the P. and 
Q, Company were compelled to pay much 
larger dues wherever the ships went 
than they otherwise would have done. 
The Board of Trade, therefore, did give 
effect to the legal advice that they re- 
ceived. That course has never been 
altered, and, notwithstanding this action 
which is pending, I understand that the 
practice is still being followed. 
practice of disallowing space has been 
in operation some time now, and it still 
continues. The P. and O. Company are, 


The | 


therefore, being penalised on every ship | 


Which carries lascar labour out of this 


country where sufficient space is not | think 
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allowed. Whether the view of the 
Board of ‘Trade or the view of the P. and 
O. Company that they are not under the 
English law is the correct one will be 
decided by the courts, but in the mean- 
time, as has always been the ease, the crew 
space is being disallowed in consequence 
of the belief of the Board of Trade that 
the P. and O. Company are not acting 
in accordance with their obligations. — 


Departments Estimates. 


Mr. DILLON: But do the P. and O. 
Company still persist in their course ? 


*Mr. RITCHIE: Yes, and their crew 
space is still being disallowed. 


Mr. DILLON said that that disallow- 
ance had been going on for the last four 
or five years. Why did the company 
continue to defy the law? Because it 
paid them to do so, as they made more 
money by refusing to comply with the 
regulations. The Government were sub- 
sidising a company which for four 
years had set a pretty example to other 
shipowners of how to defy successfully 
the Board of Trade and the opinions of 
the law officers of the Crown. He should 
certainly take a division on the subject. 


Mr. E. J. C. MORTON thought the 
Government were taking up an extra- 
ordinary attitude with regard to this 
question. The P. and O. Company had 
been penalised for four years, and were 
still continuing in their course. The 
obvious inference was that it paid them 
todo so. The object of inflicting a fine, 
which was in the nature of a criminal 
punishment, was not to get the fine, but 
to stop the crime. But this crime still 
went on, and the perpetrator of the crime 
found that it paid to pay the fine and 
continue the crime. Seeing that the fine 
did not put a stop to the crime, the 
Government would have to take some 
other course, and certainly the last thing 
they should do was to continue to sub- 
sidise the criminal. The obvious duty of 


‘the Government was to stop subsidising 


this particular line as long as it refused 
to comply with the regulations. On this 
ground he thought it was the duty of 
everyone to support the reduction of the 
Vote. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: I 
desire to say only one word, which I 
is necessitated by the last two 
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speeches we have heard. I do not pro- 
pose to go into the question of the Board 

Trade regulations, or to express an 
opinion as to the point of law which is 
before the courts. | desire only to point 
out that the suggestion that as longas the 
P. and O. Company refuse to accept the 
view of the Board of Trade of their obliga- 
tions we should stop this subsidy is one 
whieh cannot be carried out. The 
subsidy is payable under a contract for 
a term of years, which has not yet ex- 
pired. When that term does expire th 
question may be considered, but until it 
does expire we cannot do anything with 
regard to the subsidy. 

Mr. COURTENAY WARNER: When 
does it expire ! 

Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: 1 
cannot give the exact figure, but I 
believe it is in between three and six 
vears from the present time. 

Mr. COURTENAY WARNER: Does 
that apply to all the subsidies paid to the 
P. and O. Company ! 

Mr. AUSTEN 
Yes. 

Mr. JOHN BURNS asked whether 


while the case was pending the company 


CHAMBERLAIN : 


‘COMMONS} 
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were to give their lascars the space 
insisted upon by the Board of Trade 
regulations, or whether they were to be 


allowed to continue to put five lascars 


where only three British sailors could 
be put. 

Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: 
Whatever my inclinations might be, I 


ta no power to insist that the P. and O. 
Company should do what the bon. Mem- 
ber desires. 

*Mr. WEIR said this 

story. The Comiunittee 

heing told that a case was pending. The 

they 


very old 
always 


Was ia 
were 


case might go on for years, as 
all knew how lawyers could arrange 
matters so that proceedings were post- 
poned from time to time. It was very 
unsatisfactory that the Secretary to the 
Treasury should not be able to inform 
the Committee how long this contract 
had to run, especially as it involved so 
large an expenditure as a quarter of a 
million of money a year. With regard 
to the manning of the ships, any number 
of splendid men could be obtained in the 
Highlands of Scotland. 


Question put. 
The 
Noes, 15: 


Ayes, 763 
No. 225.) 


divided : 
List 


mmittee 
(Division 


Ol 
) 
de 


AYES, 


Abrahain, William(Cork,N.E.) 
Ambrose, Robert 

Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B 
Boland, John 

Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Boyle, James 

Brigg, John 


Hayden, 
Hothouse, ¢ 
Kennedy, 


Lambert, 
Leamy, 


John Patrick 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Chas. Seale- 
E. H.( Bristol, EF.) 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Jones, William (Carnarvonsh. ) 
Patrick James 
George 

Edmund 


Partington, Oswald 

Pirie, Duncan V. 

Power, Patrick Joseph 
Priestley, Arthur 

Rea, Russell 

Reddy, M. 

Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Schwann, Charles E. 


Burke, E. Haviland- 

Burns, John 

Caldwell, James 

Campbell, John (Armagh, 5.) 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Colville. John 

Craig, Robert Hunter 

Crean, Engene 

Delany, William 

Donelan, Captain A. 

Doogan, P. C. 

Duffy, William J. 

Evans, Samuel T.(Glamorgan) 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James C hristopher 
Foster,Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
Fuller, J. M. F. 

Gilhooly, James 


Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 


Acland-Hood, Capt.SirAlex.F. 
Agnew, Sic Andrew Noel 
Allhuhen, Augustus Henry E. 


Mr. Austen Chamberlain, 





Leng, Sir John 

Lough, Thomas 

MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
M‘Dermott, Patrick 

Mooney, John J. 

Morgan, J. Lloyd(Carmarthen 
Morton, E. J. C. (Devonport) 
Moss, Samuel 

Murphy, J. 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Norman, Henry 

O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O’Connor, Jas. (Wicklow, W. 
O'Connor, 'T. P. (Liverpool) 
O'Malley, William 

O'Mara, James 
O’Shaughuessy, P. J. 


NOES. 


Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 


Balfour, Rt. Hon. A.J.(Manch’r | 





Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
e.g Dr. John G. _ 
Sinclair, Capt. Jobn(Forfarsh. 
Spencer, Rt. Hn. CR( Northants 
Sullivan, Donal : 
Thomas, F. Freeman-( Hastings 
Thomson, F. W. (York, W.2. 
Wallace, Robert me 
Warner, Thomas Courtenay. 
Weir, James Galloway 

W hite, L ~~ (York, E. R.) 
Whitley, H. (Halifax) 
Williams, ( Aco: (Merioneth) 
Wilson, Henry J. (York, W. Kt. 


THE AYES— 


TELLERS FOR 
and Captain 


Mr. Dillon 
Norton. 


Balfour, Rt HnGerald W (Leeds 


| Balfour, Maj. KR(C hristchurch 


Banbury, Frederick George 








1421 


Bathur 
Beach, 
Big wor 
Bond, I 
Brasse) 
Brodric 
Bull, W 
Butche 
Carson, 
Cautley 
Cavend 

Cecil, 

Cecil, L 

Chambe 
Chambe 
Charrin 
Churehi 
Cochran 
Coghill, 
Collings 
Corhett 
Corbett 
Cox, In 
Cranbon 
Dicksor 
Dimsda 
Dorinet 
Donglas 
Durning 
Fellowe 
Fielden. 
Finch, ¢ 
Finlay, 

lfsher, 

Fitzre ry, 
Hlanner: 
Gartit, \ 
Ciodson, 
Gordon. 
Gore, Hn 
a Hi 
CGrorst, R 
Gouldin: 
Green, W 
(rreene,$ 
Greene, \ 
Gretton, 
Greville, 
Guthrie, 


Origii 
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being ti 
Chairmi: 
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Acland-} 
Agnew, $ 
Allhusen 
Atkinson 
Bain, Col 
Balfour, | 
Balfour, F 
Balfour, ) 
Banbury. 
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Bathurst, Hon. Allen Benjamin ; 
Beach, Rt. Hn.SirM. H.(Bristol | 
Bigwood, James 
Bond, Edward 
Brassey, Albert 
Brodrick, Rt. pt St. 
Bull, William James 
sont John George 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cavendish, V.C. W( Derbyshire | 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hn.J.(Birm. ) 
Chamberlain,J Austen(Wore’r 
Charrington, Spencer 
Churehill, Winston Spencer 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Corbett, A. Cameron(Glasgow) 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) | 
Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge | 
Cranborne, Viscount 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Dimsdale, Sir JosephCoekfield 
Dorrington, fir John Edward 
Donglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Duruing-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Fellowes, Hn. Ailwyn Edward 
FieldenEdward Brocklehurst 
Finch, George H 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Vitzroy, Hn. Edward Algernon 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Gartit, William 
Godson, Sir Augustus Fredk. 
ae Hu.J. E( Elgin& Nairn) 
Gore,Hn.G. RCOrmsby-(Salop 
Gore, — S.F. Ormsby-( Line.) 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir Saka Eldon 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Green, W: alfordD( Wednesbry) 
(rreene, SirE W(B’ryS Edn nds 
Greene, W. Rayimond-(Cambs. ) 
Gretton, John 
Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Guthrie, Walter Murray 


John 


Original Question again proposed. 


| Hutton, 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
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Hamilton, RtHnL’rdG(Midd’x 
Hamilton, Marqof( L’nd’nderry 


Hanbury, Kt. Hon. Robert Wm. 
Hardy,Laurence(Kent, Asifd 


| Harris, Frederick Leverton 


Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Helder, Augustus 


| Hermon-Hodge, Robt. Trotter | 
| Hobhouse, Henry(Somerset, E. 
Hogg, Lindsay 


Hope,J I’. (Shettield, Brightside 
John (Yorks, N.R.) 


Kennaway, Rt. Hon.SirJohnH. 
Keswick, William 
Knowles, Lees 


| Lawrence, Joseph (Monmouth) 


Lawson, John Grant 

Lee, ArthurH(Hants, Fareham 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Long,Col. Chas. W.(Evesham) 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter(Bristol,S. 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowther, £. (Cumb., Eskdale) 
Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft) 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maconochie, A. W. 

M*¢ —— Col. H.L. B.( Cam. 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Maxwell, WJ H( Dumfriesshire 
Milton, Viscount 

Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
More, Robert J. (Shropshire) 
Morgan, D. J. (Walthamstow) 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morris, Hon. Martin Henry F. 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, ArthurH. A. (Deptford 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Murray, Col. Wyndhaim(Bath) 
Myers, William Henry 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Parker, Gilbert 

Pemberton, John 8. G. 

Penn, John 
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Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Purvis, Robert 
a gers John 8. 
Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Renwick, George 
ere k Hn.M.W. (Stalybridge 
Ridley,S. Forde(BethnalGreen 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
Ropner, Colonel Robert 
found, James 
Sackville, Col. 5. G. Stopford- 
Seton-Karr, Henry 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Shaw-Stewart, M.H.(Renfrew 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Smith, HC(N’rth’mb. Tyneside 
Smith, JamesParker(Lanarks 
Spear, "John Ward 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 
Stewart,SirMarkJ. M‘Taggart 
Stroyan, John 
‘lalbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Valentia, Viscount 
Vincent, Col.SirCEH (Sheffield 
Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 
Walker Col. William Hall 
Wason, JohnCatheart(Orkney 
Webb, Col. William George 
W elby, Lt.-Col. ACE(Taunton 
W elby,SirC harlesG. E.( Notts. ) 
Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon- 
Whiteley, H.(Asht’n-un.-Lyne 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Wills, Sir Frederick 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson-Todd, Wm. H.(Yorks.) 
Wodehouse,kt. Hn. E. R.(Bath 
Wortley, Rt. Hn. C. B.Stuart- 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
TELLERS FOR THE NOrES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


“ That the Ques- 


tion be now put.” 


lt being aiter Midnight, and objection 


being taken to Further Proceeding, the 
Chairman proceeded to interrupt the 


Business :— 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR rose in his place, 


Acland-Hood,Capt.SirAlex.F. | 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Allhusen, Augustus Hy. Eden 
Atkinson, Rt. Hn. John 

Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Balfour, Rt. Hon. A.J.(Maneh’r 
Balfour, Rt HnGerald W (Leeds 
Balfour, Maj kK R(Christchureh 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Batharst, Hon. Allen Benjamin 
Beach, Rt. Hn. SirM. H. (Bristol 
big ewood, James 


now put.” 


Question put, 


* That the Question be 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 150 ; 


Noes, 68. 


AYES. 

Bond, Edward 
Brassey, Albert 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. 
Ball, William James 
Butcher, John George 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. ft 
‘autley, Henry Strother 

Cavendish, V.C. W(Derbyshire 
Cecil, E velyn (Aston Manor) 

Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
hi amberlain, RtHon.J. (Birm. 
Chamberlain, J Austen(Wore’r 


John 


(Division List No. 


326.) 


Charrington, Spencer 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Cochrane,Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Corbett, A.Cameron(Glasgow) 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
Cranborne, Viscount 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Dimsdale,Sir Joseph Cockfield 
Dorington, Sir John Edward 
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Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Durning- Lawrence,Sir Edwin 
Fellowes, Hn. Ailw yn Edward 
Fielden,Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, George H. 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edward Algernon 
Gartit, William 
Godson, Sir Augustus Fredk. 
ay Hn.J.E. - (Elgin& Nairn 
Gore, Hn.G. R.COrmsby (Salop 
Gore, Hn.S. F. Ormsby-( Linc. ) 
Gorst, Rt. Hn. Sir J. Eldon 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Green, Walford D( Wednesbury 
Greene, SirEW B’rySEdn’ nds 
Greene, W. Ray mond-(Cambs. ) 
Gretton, John 
Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Guthrie, Walter Murray 
Hamilton, Rt. Hn. LordG( Midx 
Hamilton, Marg.o(fL’donderry 
Hanbury, Rt Hon. Robt. Wm. 
Hardy, L. (Kent, Ashford) 
Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Helder, Augustus 
Hermon- Hodge, Robt. Trotter 
Hobhouse, Henry(Somerset,E. 
Hogg, Lindsay 
Hope, J. F. (Shefti’'d, Brightside) 
Johnstone, Hey wood (Sussex) 
Kennaway, Rt. Hon. Sin J. H. 
Keswick, William 
Knowles, Lees 
Lawrence, Joseph Monmouth , 
Lawson, John Grant 


Abraham, William(Cork,N. E. 
Ambrose, Robert 

Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Boland, John 

Boyle, James 

Brigg, John 

Burke, E. Haviland- 

Burns, John 

Caldwell, James 
Campbell, John (Armagh, 8.) 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Colville, John 

Craig, Robert Hunter 

Crean, Eugene 

Delany, William 

Dillon, John 

Donelan, Captain A. 

Dutty, Ww illiam J. 

Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan) 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Foster, Sir Walter (DerbyCo.) 
Fuller, J. M. F. 

Gilhooly, James 





{COMMONS} 


Lee, ArthurH(Hants, Farehan 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh- Bennett, Henry Currie 
Long, Col. C. W. (Evesham) 
Long, RtHn. Walter(Bristol,S. 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale) 
Lueas, Col. F. (Lowestoft) 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maconochie. A.W. 
M‘Calmont,Col. H. L. B(Cambs 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Maxwell, W.J.H.(Dumfriessh. 
Milton, Viscount 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
More, Robt. Jasper(Shropshire) 
Morgan, DavidJ.(Walthams’w 
Morrell, Goorge Herbert 
Morris,Hon. Martin Henry F. 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, ArthurH. A( Deptford) 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Murray, Col. Wyndham( Bath) 
Myers, Ww illiam Henry 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Parker, Gilbert 
Pemberton, John S. G. 
Penn, John 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Purvis, Robert 
—_ John §. 
Reid, James (Greenock) 
temnant, James Farqubarson 
Renwick, George 
Ridley,Hon. M. Ww (Stalybridge 





Ridley,S. Forde(BethnalGreen 


NOES. 


Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. CharlesSeale- 
Hobhouse, C. E. H.( Bristol, E. ) 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Jones, William (Carnarvons. ) 
Kennedy, Patrick James 
Lambert, George 

Leamy, Edmund 

Leng, Sir John 

Lough, Thomas 

MacDonnell, Br. Mark A. 
M‘Dermott, — 

Mooney, John J e | 
Morton. J. Lloy di ‘armarthen) | 
Morton, Edw.J.C. (Devonport) 
Moss, Samuel 

Murphy, John 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Nolan, Joseph Louth, South) | 
Norman, Henry 

O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) | 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N. )| 
O’Connor,James(Wicklow,W. 


Question put accordingly. 


The Committee divided : 


—Ayes, 148 ; 


Noes, 68. 


(Division List No. 
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Ritchie, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
Ropner, Colonel Robert 
Round, James 
Sackville,Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Seton-Karr, Henry 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Shaw-Stewart, M. H.(Renfrew 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Smith, HC(North’mb. Tynes 
Smith,James Parker (Lanarks 
Spear, John Ward 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 
Stewart,SirMarkJ. M‘Taggart 
Stroyan, John 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Valentia, Viscount 
Vincent,Col. SirC EH(Sheffield 
Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 
Walker, Col. William Hall 
Wason, JohnCatheart(Orkney 
Webb,Colonel William George 
Welby, Lt.-Col. ACE(Taunton 
Welby,SirCharlesG. E. (Notts. 
Wentworth, Bruce C. Verzon- 
Whiteley,H.(Asht’nund. Lyne 
Wills, Sir Frederick 
Wilson John (Glasgow) 
Wilson-Todd, Wm. H.( Yorks. ) 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn, E. R.( Bath 
Wyndham, Rt. don. George 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES.— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O'Malley, William 

O’ Mara, James 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 
Partington, Oswald 

Pirie, Duncan V. 

Power, Patrick Joseph 
Priestley, Arthur 

Rea, Russell 

Reddy, M. 

Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sullivan, Donal 

Thomas, F. Freeman-( Hastings 
Thomson, F. W. (York, W.R.) 
Weir, James Galloway 
White, Luke (York, E.R.) 

W hiteley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Williams, Osmond(Mezioneth) 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Mr. Warner and Captain 
Norton. 


te 
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Aclanc 
Agnew 
Allhus 
Atkins 
Bain, 
Balfou 
Balfou 
Balfou 
Banbu 
Bathw 
Beach, 
Bigwor 
Bond, 

Brasse 
Brodri 
Bull, \ 
Butehe 
Carson 
Cautle 
Cavens 
Cecil, 

Cecil, | 
Chaml 
Chaml 
Charri 
Ckure} 
Coehra 
Coghil 
Colling 
Corbet 
Corbet 
Cox,lr 
Cranb 
Dicksc 
Dimsd 
Doring 
Dougl: 
Durnit 
Fellow 
Fielde 
Finch, 
Finlay 
Fisher 
Fitzro; 
Gartit, 
Godso1 
Gordo 
Gore, E 
Gore, F 
Gorst, 

Gouldi 


Abrah 
Ambre 
Bayley 
Beau 
Bolan 
Boyle, 
Brigg, 
Burke, 
Burns, 
Caldw: 
Campt 
Chann 
Colvill 
Craig, 

Crean, 
Delany 
Donela 
Doogai 
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Aeland-Hood,Capt. SirAlex. F. 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Allhusen, Augustus Hy. Eden 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Balfour. Rt Hon. A. J.(Maneh’r 
Balfour, RtHnGerald W (Leeds 
Balfour, Maj KR(Christehurch 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Bathurst, Hon. AllenBenjamin 
Beach, Rt Hn.SirM. H.(Bristol 
Bigwood, James 

Bond, Edward 

Brassey, Albert 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Bull, William James 
Butcher, John George 
Carson, Rt. Hon. SirEdward H. 
Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cavendish, V. C. W. (Derbysh. 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, RtHon.J.(Birm. 


Supply—Revenue 


Chamberlain,J Austen(Wore’r , 


Charrington, Spencer 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Cochrane,Hon. Thos. H.A,E. 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Collings, tit. Hon. Jesse 
Corbett, A. Cameron(Glasgow) 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cox, l[rwinEdward Bainbridge 
Cranborne, Viscount 
Diekson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Dimsdale,Sir Joseph Cockfield 
Dorington, Sir John Edward 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Durning- Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Fellowes, Hon. AilwynEdward 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, George H. 

Vinlay,Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
itzroy, Hon. Edward A. 
Garfit, William 
Godson,SirAugustusF rederick 
Gordon, Hn. J. E.(Elgin& Nairn 
Gore, HnGR.C.Ormsby-(Salop 
Gore, Hon.S. F.Ormsby-( Line.) 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir JohnEldon 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 


Abraham, William(Cork,N.E. 
Ambrose, Robert 

Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Boland, John 

Boyle, James 

Brigg, John 

burke, E. Haviland- 

Burns, Jolin 

Caldwell, James 

Campbell, John (Armagh, 8.) 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Colville, John 

Craig, Robert Hunter 

Crean, Eugene 

Delany, William 

Donelan, Captain A. 

Doogan, P. C. 


{7 JUNE 1901} 
AYES, 
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Green, WalfordD(Wednesbury | Pemberton, John S. G. 


Greene,SirE W(b’rySEdm’nds 
Greene, W. Raymond-(Cambs. 
Gretton, John 

Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Guthrie, Walter Murray 
Hamilton, Rt HnLordG.(Mid’x 
Hamilton, Marqof(L’nd’nderry 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. RobertWm. 
Hardy,Laurence( Kent, Ashf'rd 
Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Helder, Augustus. 
Hermon- Hodge, Robert Trotter 
Hobhouse, Hy. (Somerset, E.) 
Hogg, Lindsay 

Hope, J. F. (Sheffield Brightside 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Hennaway,Rt.Hn.SirJohn H. 
Keswick, William 

Knowles, Lees 
Lawrence,Joseph (Monmouth) 
Lawson, John Grant 

Lee, ArthurH(Hants,Fareham 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 


Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie | 


Leng,Col.Charles W.( Evesham 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter(BristolS. 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale) 
Lueas, Col. Francis( Lowestoft) 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maconochie, A. W. 
M‘Calmont,Col. HLB.(Cambs. 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Martin, Richard Biddulph 


Maxwell, WJ H(Dunmtfriesshire | 


Milton, Viscount 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 


More,Robt. Jasper (Shropshire | 


Morgan, D. J. (Walthamstow 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morris, Hon. Martin Henry F. 
Morrison, James Archibald 


Morton, ArthurH. A( Deptford | 


Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 


Murray,Col. Wyndham( Bath) | 
| TELLERS FOR 


Myers, William Henry 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Parker, Gilbert 


NOES. 


Duffy, William J. 
Evans,Samuel T. (Glamorgan) 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Fuller, J. M. F. 

Githooly, James 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Chas. Seale- 


' Hobhouse, C.E. H. (Bristol, E.) 


Horniman, Frederick John 


Jones, William (Carnarvonsh.) | 


Kennedy, Patrick James 
Lambert, George 
Leamy, Edmund 

Leng, Sir John 


, Lough, Thomas 


MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 


Penn, John 

Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Purvis, Robert 

Randles, John S. 

eid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Renwick, George 

Ridley, Hn. M.W.(Stalybr dge) 
Ridley, 8. F. (Bethnal Green) 
titchie, Rt. Hn.Chas. Thomson 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
Ropner, Col. Robert 

Round, James 

Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Shaw-Stewart,M.H.(Renfrew) 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Smith,H.C(N’rth’mb.,T’neside 
Smith, James P. (Lanarks,) 
Spear, John Ward 

Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 
Stewart, Sir M. J. M‘Taggart 
Stroyan, John 

Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tollemache, Heary James 
Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Valentia, Viscount 
Vincent,ColSirC EH(Sheffield) 
Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 
Walker, Col. William Hall 
Wason, John C. (Orkney) 
Webb, Col. William George 
Welby,Lt.-Col. A.C. E.(T’nton 
Welby, Sir C. G. E. (Notts.) 
Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon- 
Whiteley,H.(Ashton-u.-Lyne) 
Wills, Sir Frederick 

Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson-Todd, W. H. (Yorks.) 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E. R.(Bath 
Wortley, Rt. Hon.C. B.Stuart- 
Wyndham, Rt .Hon. George 


THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


M‘Dermott, Patrick 

Mooney, John J. 

Morgan,J. Lloyd(Carmarthen) 
Morton, Edw.J.C.( Devonport) 
Moss, Samuel 

Murphy, John 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Norman, Henry 

O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O’Connor, James( Wicklow, W. 
O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O'Malley, William 

O’Mara, James 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 
Partington, Oswald 

Pirie, Duncan V. 
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Power, Patrick Joseph 
Priestley, Arthur 
Reddy, M. 


Supply— 


Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 


{COMMONS} 
Sullivan, Donal 
Thomas, F. Freeman-(Hastings 
Thomson, F. W 


Weir, James Gallowa 
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Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Williams, Osmond(Merioneth 


. (York, W.R.) 


Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) | Warner,Thomas CourtenayT. | TELLERS FOR THE Nors— 


Shipman, Dr. John G. 


The Chairman left the Chair to make 
his Report to the House. 


Resolutions to be reported upon Mon- 
day next ; Committee to sit again upon 
Monday next. 


SUPPLY [6rx June}. 


Resolutions reported. 


ArMY ESTIMATES, 1901-2. 


1. “That a sum, not exceeding 
£15,977,000, be granted to His Majesty, 
to defray the Charge for Transport and 
Remounts, which will come in course of 
payment during the year ending on the 
31st day of March, 1902.” 


2. “That a sum, not exceeding 
£345,000, be granted to His Majesty, to 
defray the Charge for the Ordnance 


White, Luke (York, nf R.) 





Factories (the cost of the Productions of } 
which will be charged to the Army, Navy, 
and Indian and Colonial Governments), | 
which will come in course of payment | 
during the year ending on the 31st day | 
of March, 1902.” 





Resolutions read a second time. 


First Resolution :— 





Mr. PIRIE (Aberdeen, N.) thought | 
the very magnitude of this Vote justified | 
further investigation than could be given | 
to it in the few hours discussion of the 
previous ,day. He desired particularly 
to impress upon the Leader of the House 
that these Votes in regard to operations 
in South Africa were all discussed on 
the distinct understanding that the 
promise of a full inquiry into the conduct 
of the war was a promise in the general 
acceptation of the word—-namely, that a 
promise was a promise, and not, as the 
right hon. Gentleman had recently de- 
fined it, something to be carried out 


not asked for. 





Mr. Dillon and Captain 
| Norton. 


however, the House would exact the 
fulfilment of that promise. The item of 
this Vote with regard to which he had 
given notice of his intention to move a 
reduction was for the transport of troops 
returning from South Africa. From 
the recent quarterly Returns giving the 
strength of the garrisons in South Africa 
on the 1st February and the Ist May last, 
it appeared that there was an enormous 
disproportion between the number of 
officers and the number of men returning 
home not as invalids compared with the 
proportion of officers to men remaining 
in South Africa. According to the 
Return of 1st February, the number of 
officers sent home was 1,214, as against 
11,109 men—a proportion of one officer 
to nine men ; whereas the proportion of 
officers to men remaining in South Africa 
was one to thirty-two. That dispropor- 
tion certainly required some explanation, 
although he could surmise several good 
reasons for it. When an explanation 
was asked on the 5th March the Secretary 
of State for War merely said the prepara- 
tion of a Return would entail very con- 
siderable labour. But a new Return was 
What was wanted was 
merely an explanation of the existing 
Return, and it was no good issuing 
Returns at all if, when an explanation 
was asked for, Members were treated in 
this high-handed fashion. He moved 
the reduction standing in his name. 


Amendment proposed— 


“To leave out ‘£15,977,000,’ and_insert 
© £15,996,900,’ instead thereof.”—(Mr. Pirie.) 


Question proposed, “That ‘£15,977,000’ 
stand part of the Resolution.” 


Captain NORTON hoped the Secre- 
tary of State for War would give some ex- 
planation in regard to this matter. He 
could quite understand that a large 
number of these officers had necessarily 
returned home in consequence of the 


when \the party togwhom the promise diminutiontof the number of generals 


was given chose to exact it. 


In any case, | 


in South Africa with their large staffs, but 
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he did not think that that would account | extremely desirable that, in a campaign 
for the great disproportion. This was! like the present, officers should not have 
a matter in which the country took a|to bear too long the great strain put 
very great interest, and, unless a satis-| upon them by operations in the field. 
factory explanation was given, it would |This was a matter of policy, and had 
be believed that favouritism was at work | nothing to do with the officers them- 
by which men of high position or officers | selves. The reason of his refusal a few 
were allowed to return home much more | days before to give the hon. Member the 
freely than the men of the rank and details for which he asked was ‘that 


Army Estimates. 








file. 


said the explanation was very simple. the precise cause of his return. 


in most cases references had to be made 
; to South Africa for absolute statements 

THE SECRETARY or STATE ror | from the officer in command of every 
WAR (Mr. Broprick, Surrey, Guildford) | staff officer who came home to explain 


That 


The exchange of officers must be greater | would entail an enormous amount of 
than the exchange of men in a campaign |labour, which at this stage of the cam- 


of any magnitude. 


had been summoned from India to re- | 


place others, and no doubt a considerable | 


number of officers who had left their staff | 


appointments had come home in order 
to resume their ordinary duties, 


Acland-Hood,Capt.SirAlex.F. 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Allhusen, Augustus Hy. Eden 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Balfour, Rt. Hon. A.J.(Manceh’r 
Balfour, RtHnGerald W(Leeds 
Balfour, Maj KR(Christchurch 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Bathurst, Hon. AllenBenjamin 
Beach, Rt. Hn.SirM. H. (Bristol 
Bond, Edward 

Brassey, Albert 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Bull, William James 

Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cavendish, V.C. W(Derbyshire 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain,Rt. Hon.J.(Birm 
Chamberlain,J Austen(Wore’r 
Charrington, Spencer 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Corbett, A. Cameron(Glasgow) 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cox,Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
Cranborne, Viscount 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Dimsdale,SirJoseph Cockfield 
Dorington, Sir John Edward 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Durnjng-Lawrence,Sir Edwin 
Fellowes, Hon. AilwynEdward 
Fielden,Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay,Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fitzroy, Hn. Edward Algernon 
Godson, Sir Augustus F. 
Gordon, HnJ. E.(Elgin& Nairn) 





Tt was 60, 


AYES. 


Gore, HnGR.C. Ormsby-(Salop 
Gore, Hn. 8. F.Ormsby-(Linc. ) 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Green, Walford D( Wednesbury 
Greene,SirE W(BuryS. Edm’ds 
Greene, W. Raymond-(Cambs. ) 
Gretton, John 

Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Guthrie, Walter Murray 
Hamilton, RtHnL’rdG(Midd’ x 
Hamilton,Marq.of (L’nd’nd’ry 
Hanbury, Rt. Hn. Robert W. 
Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Helder, Augustus 
Hermon-Hodge, Robert T. 
Hogg, Lindsay 

Hope, J. F. (Sheffield, Brights’d) 
Keswick, William 

Lawrence, Joseph(Monmouth) 
Lawson, John Grant 

Lee, A. H. (Hants., Fareham) 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Long, Rt. Hn. W. (Bristol, S.) 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowther, C. (Cumb. Eskdale) 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maeconochie, A. W 
M‘Calmont,Col. H. L.B(Cambs 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Maxwell, WJ H( Dumfriesshire 
Milton, Viscount 

Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Morgan, D. J. (Walthamstow) 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morris, Hn. Martin He»ry F. 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 

Parker, Gilbert 

Pemberton, John S, G. 

Penn, John 





A number of officers paign was not desirable. 
Question put. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 128 ; Noes, 
(Division List No, 228.) 


Platt- Higgins, Frederick 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Purvis, Robert 
Randles, John S. 
Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Renwick, George 
Ridley, Hn. M. W.(Stalybridge) 
Ricley,S. Forde( BethnalGreen 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn.Chas. Thomson 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Ropner, Colonel Robert 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Shaw-Stewart, M.H.(Renfrew 
Smith, HC(N’rth’mb. Tyneside 
Smith, JamesParker(Lanarks. 
Spear, John Ward 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes.) 
Stewart,SirMarkJ. M‘Taggart 
Stroyan, John 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tufnell, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Valentia, Viscount 
Vincent ,Col. SirCEH (Sheffield 
Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 
Walker, Col. William Hall 
Wason, JohnCathcart(Orkney 
Webb, Col. William George 
Welby,Lt.-Col. ACE. (Taunton 
Welby, Sir Chas.G. E. (Notts. 
Wills, Sir Frederick 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E. R.( Bath 
Wortley, Rt. Hn. C. B.Stuart- 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther, 
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Abraham, William(Cork,N.E.) 
Ambrose, Robert 

Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Boyle, James 

Brigg, John 

Burke, E. Haviland- 

Burns, John 

Caldwell, James 

Campbell, John (Armagh, 8.) 
Chanaing, Francis Allston 
Colville, John 


{COMMONS} 


NOES, 


Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Chas. Seale- 
Hobhouse,C. E. H.(Bristol,E.) 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Jones, William (Carnarvonsh. ) 
Kennedy, Patrick James 
Lambert, George 

Leamy, Edmund 

Lough, Thomas 

MacDonneli, Dr. Mark A. 
M‘Dermott, Patrick 


Army Estimates, 1452 


O'Connor, Jas. (Wicklow, W. 
O'Malley, William 

O'Mara, James 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 
Partington, Oswald 

Power, Patrick Joseph 
Priestley, Arthur 

Reddy, M. 

Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sullivan, Donal 

Thomas, fF. Freeman-( Hastings 





Craig, Robert Hunter 
Crean, Eugene 

Delany, William 

Dillon, John 

Donelan, Captain A. 
Doogan, P. C. 

Dutiy, William J. 

Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan) 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Gilhooly, James 


Moss, Samuel 


' Murphy, John 
Nannetti, Joseph P. 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Norman, Henry 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 


Mooney, John J. 
Morgan,J. Lloyd(Carmarthen) 
Morton, E. J. C. 


Thomson, F. W. (York, W.R. 
Warner, Thomas CourtenayT. 
Weir, James Galloway 


(Devonport) 
White, Luke (York, E.R.) 


TELLERS FOR THE NOEs— 
Mr. Pirie and Captain 
Norton. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, the Yeomanry battalions, notwithstand- 


“That this House doth agree with the 
Committee in the said Resolution.” 


Mr. DILLON: protested against the 
monstrous waste of public money. in- 
volved in this Vote. Throughout the 
discussion in Committee the Govern- 
ment failed to answer any of the eriti- 
cisms brought forward. Never in_ his 
experience had he seen an Estimate 
drawn up in a more loose, careless, and 
reckless fashion. The items with regard 
to transport seemed to be so absurd as to 
be quite incapable of explanation. In 
fact, the only possible explanation was 
that the Government had been so often 


accused of miscalculation and want of | 


foresight that the War Office clerks had 
been given instructions to make this 
Estimate as large as they could, so that 


by no possibility could a Supplementary | 


Estimate be required. 
the remounts, it was admitted on both 
sides that through carelessness and bad 


With regard to, 
'year because the hope was entertained 


ing the fact that the men were practically 
dismounted, the reason given being that 
all the remounts were required by the 
new drafts coming out in order that they 
might practise riding. 4 


Mr. BRODRICK thought that he was 
entitled to rely on the evidence of the 
general commanding the troops in South 
Africa rather than on that of any corre- 
spondent as to the class of horses sent 
out and the use made of them; and he 
could hardly be asked to provide more 
troops and more horses, or better troops 
and better horses, than Lord Kitchener 
himself required. So long as he was able 
—without having asked for it--to quote 
Lord Kitchener's opinion in his favour 
in regard to remounts, he could hardly 
be called into question. He had already 
explained that the Vote for sea transport 
was necessarily nearly as high as last 


that they would be able to bring home a 


management there had been an enormous | 
slaughter of horses in South Africa. | 


That involved not only a great waste of 


money, but also horrible cruelty. It 
year large sums had to be paid for the 


was absurd to ask for a further Vote of 
£3,000,000 for remounts without any 
assurance being given that the system 


would be altered. But that was 


not | 


all, for within the last few days a state-| 


ment had appeared in The Times 


from | 


one of its correspondents in South Africa | 
that no horses were available for one of 


large proportion of the troops employed 
at the front. With regard to transport 
in the colony, they had been able to 
reduce the Vote largely, because last 


actual provision of transport wagons 
and various other accessories which were 
not needed to be repeated this vear. 
Moreover, in many eases better contracts 
for transports had been made. Lord 
Kitchener had given his personal atten- 
tion to this particular business, a business , 
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which he understood probably betterthan home he should like to know what was 


any other man alive, and he had been 


| to be done with them. 


able to make large reductions in the con- | 


tracts made and in the cost of conveying 
troops in South Africa. 


Captain NORTON said that the com- 
plaint was that more than £7.000,000 
had been paid during the past year to 
mount our troops, but nevertheless they 
had been abominably mounted. To say 
that Lord Kitchener was perfectly satis- 


fied was like locking the stable door after | 


the steed was stolen. The whole manage- 
ment of this department, from top to 
bottom, had been of the most shocking 
description. Before the war commenced 
he had time after time called the atten- 
tion of the Government to the need of 
strengthening the veterinary depart- 
ment, but without suecess. At present, 
the veterinary officers in South Africa 
numbered only one to 7,000 horses. — It 
was true that a number of civilian veteri- 
nary surgeons had been sent out. but 
they were merely the sweepings of the 
profession, and even counting these there 
was only one veterinary surgeon to about 
200 or 300 horses. 


Mr. BRODRICK pointed out that no 
money was taken under this Vote for the 
Army Veterinary Department. 


Captain NORTON said he was dealing 
with the department only as bearing 
on the question of remounts. If the 


animals had been properly cared for the | = 
oe a / home 250,000 men ? 


taxpayers would have been called upon 
to pay a much smaller sum than was now 
the case. 


Mr. O'MARA (Kilkenny, 8.) asked 


for bringing home the horses. If it was 
intended only for bringing home the 


men, how was it that last year, when | 


dbout a quarter of a million of men and 
the same number of horses were taken 
out, the transport cost about £10,000,000, 
whereas this year to bring home about 


the same number of men without the | 


horses the estimated cost was nearly the 
same? If theanimals were to be brought 


THe FINANCIAL SECRETARY to 


THE WAR OFFICE (Lord STan.ey, Lanea- 


shire, Westhoughton) said there was no 
intention of bringing the horses home. 
Any horses that could be sold would be 
sold in South Africa. It was a question 
whether the nucleus of a remount de- 
partment should not be formed in South 
Africa. He believed that in the future 
South Africa would be able to provide 
remounts as well as any other part of the 
Empire. 


Mr. CREAN (Cork, S.E.) did not 
helieve there would be any necessity 
to bring home the soldiers that had been 
sent out to South Africa ; they would 
be required to keep the few remaining 
Boers in subjection. They would also 
be required for the protection of the 
people who were taken out and settled 
on farms. In faet, it seemed more 
probable that this money would be 
required for taking troops out than for 
bringing soldiers home. The proceed- 
ings would, however, be watched very 
carefully, and if it was found that soldiers 
were sent out the Secretary of State for 
War would be reminded of his state- 
ment that the money was for the 


| purpose of bringing the troops home. 


Mr. FLAVIN (Kerry, N.) asked how 
it was ealeulated that £9,500,000 would 
be required for the purposes of bringing 
That worked out 
at about £40 per head, but that was 
surely a mistake. Perhaps the Financial 
Secretary could give the Committee 
the total number of men sent out and the 


whether the Vote"included any estimate | total cost, so that they could see the 


average price per head. 


Lorp STANLEY said he had not the 
actual figures with him, and therefore 
he could not give the information asked 
for. 

Question put. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 124 ; Noes, 
41. (Division List No. 229.) 


AYES. 


Acland-Hood.Capt.SirAlexF. | Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Balfour, Rt. Hon. A. J.(Manch’r 


Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Allhusen, Augustus Henry E. 


3alfour, RtHnGerald W( Leeds 
Balfour,Mej.K. R.(Christeh’ch 
sjanbury, Frederick George 
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Bathurst, Hon. AllenBenjamin 


Beach,RKt. HnSirM. H.(Bristol) | 
Bond, Edward 

Brassey, Albeit 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Bull, William James 
Caldwell, James 

Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cavendish, V.C.W. (Derbysh. 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 


Chamberlain, Rt. Hn.J.(Birm. | 
Chamberlain,.J Austen(Wore’r 


Charrington, Spencer 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A.E. 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colville, John 

Corbett, A. Cameron(Glasgow) 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North 
Cox, IrwinEdward Bainbridge 
Craig, Robert Hunter 
Cranborne, Viscount 
Dimsdale,Sir Joseph Cocktield 
Dorington, Sir John Edward 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Durning- Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Fellowes,Hon. AilwynEdward 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fitzroy, Hn. Edward Algernon 
Godson, SirAugustus Frederick 
Gordon, HnJ. E.(Elgin& Nairn) 
Gore. HnG. R.COrmsby-(Salop 
Gore, Hn.S. F.Ormsby-(Lincs. ) 
Goulding, Edward Alitred 
Green, Walford D( Wednesbury 


Abraham, Wm. (Cork, N. E.) 
Ambrose, Robert 
Boyle, James 

3urke, E. Haviland- 
Burns, John 
Campbell, John (Armagh, 8.) 
Crean, Eugene 
Delany, Williain 
Donelan, — A. 
Doogan, P. 
Duffy, W tiliam J. 
Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, ‘James Christopher 
Gilhooly, James 


Second Resolution proposed. 
Further consideration of postponed | 


Adjournment of 


{COMMONS} 
Greene, SirE. W.(B'rySEdm’ds 
a John 

Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Guthrie, Walter Murray 
Hamilton, RtHn. Ld.G(Midd’x 
, Hamilton, Margof(L’nd’nderry 
| Hanbury,Rt. Hon. RobertWm. 

Harris, Frederick Leverton 
| Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Helder, Augustus 
Hermon- Hodge, Robt. Trotter 
Hogg, Lindsay 
Hope, J. F.(Sheff'ld, Brightside 
Jones, Wm. (C ‘arnarvonshire) 
Keswick, William 
| Lawrence, Joseph (Monmouth 
Lawson, John Grant 
Lee, ArthurH.(Hants.,Farehm 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Long, Rt. Hon Walter‘ Bristols. 
Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale) 
Macdona, John C umming 
Maconochie, A. 
M‘Calmont,Col. H. L. B(Camb. 


» Majendie, James A. H. 


Maxwell, W.J.H.(Damfriessh. 
Milton, Viscount 

Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Morgan, David.J(Walthamst w 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morris, Hon.. Martin Henry F. 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray (. 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Norman, Henry 

Parker, Gilbert 

Pemberton, John S. G. 

Penn, John 

Platt-Higgins, Frederick 


NOES. 


Hayden, John Patrick 
Hayne, Rt. Hn. Chas. Seale- 
Kennedy, Patrick James 
Lambert, George 

Leamy, Edmund 
MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
M‘Dermott, Patrick 
Mooney, John J. 
Morgan,J. L'oyd( 
Morton, Edw.J.C.(Devonport 
Moss, Samuel 

Murphy, John 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 


move a 


| Spear, 


Carmarthen) 


the Chancellor 
resolution 
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Pretyman, Ernest George 
Purvis, Robert 
—— John 8. 

Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James I ‘arquhe urson 
tidley, Hn. M. W. (Stalybridge 
Ridley,S. Forde( BethnalGreen 

Ritchie, Rt. Hon. Charles T. 

Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
topner, Colonel Robert 

Sharpe, William Edward T. 


| Shaw-Stewart, M. H.(Kenfrew) 


Smith, H.C(Northmb, Tyneside 
Smith,James Parker(Lanarks, 
John Ward 

Stanley, Lord (Lanes.) 
Stewart,SirMarkJ. M‘Tageart 
Stroyan, John 

Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Thomson,F.W. (York, W.R.) 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. 
Valentia, Viscount 
Vincent, Col. SirCE H(Sheftield 
Vineent, Sir Edyvar (Exeter! 
Walker, Col. William Hall 
Wason,JohnCatheart(Orkney 
Webb, Col. Wm. George 
Weir, James Galloway 
Welby, Lt. Col. AC. ETaunton 
Welby,SirCharlesG. E( Notts. ) 
White, Luke (York, E. R,) 
Wills, Sir Frederick 

Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 


Edward 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir oe Walrond andl 
Mr. Anstruther. 


O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N. 
O’Connor, Jas. (Wicklow, W.) 
O'Malley, William 

O’ Mara, James 
O'Shaughnessy, P. J 

Pirie, Dunean V. 

Power, Patrick Joseph 
Reddy, M. 

Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 


Sullivan, Donal 

TELLERS FOR THE NOES 
Mr. Dillon and Captain 
Norton. 
of the Exchequer will 


to enable him to 





resolution deferred till Monday next. 
BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 

On the motion for adjournment— 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I said that the 
first business on Monday would be the 
Civil List. 
what I believe will be a formal proceeding 


in Committee of Ways and Means, when | 


Before that there will be | 


make some alterations in that part of 


the Budget dealing with the duty on 
sugar and glucose. I do not think 
the matter is very important, but | 


wish to make it clear that that resolution 
will be moved. 
Adjourned at twenty-eight 


minutes before Two of the 
clock till Monday next. 
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1437 Private Bill 
HOUSE OF LORDS. 
Monday, 10th June, 1901. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


The Lord CHANCELLOR acquainted the 
House that the Clerk of the Parliaments 
had laid upon the Table the Certificates 
from the Examiners that the Standing 
Orders applicable to the following Bills 
have been complied with :— 

Tramways Orders Confirmation (No. 

3) [H.L. ]. 
Electric Lighting 
(No. 8) [H.L. ]. 
Electric Lighting 
(No. 9) [H.L. ]. 
Electric Lighting Provisional Orders 
(No. 11) [H.1. ]. 
Electric Lighting 
(No. 12) [H.1.]. 
Water Orders Confirmation (No. 2) 


Provisional Orders 


Provisional Orders 


Provisional . Orders 


HLL. |. 
Tramways Orders Confirmation (No. 1) 
[H.1. ]. 


Tramways Orders Confirmation (No. 4) 
[H.L. |. 


And also the Certificates that the 
further Standing Orders applicable to 
the following Bills have been complied 


Ilkeston and Heanor Water Board. 

Aldershot Gas and Water. 

Cleveland and Durham County Elec- 
tric Power. 

Bexley Tramways. 


London Riverside Fish Market. 


The same were ordered to lie on the 
Table. 


LONDON COUNTY COUNCIL (GENERAL 
POWERS) BILL. 


TILBURY, AND SOUTHEND 
RAILWAY BILL. 

Examiner’s Certificates of non-com- 
pliance with the Standing Orders re- 
ferred to the Standing Orders Committee 
on Monday next. 


LONDON, 


{10 June 1901} 


1438 


HULL, BARNSLEY, AND WEST RIDING 
JUNCTION RAILWAY AND DOCK BILL. 


Read 2¢, and committed. 


Business. 


LONDON COUNTY COUNCIL (SPITAL- 
FIELDS MARKET) BILL. 


Read 24, and committed: The Com- 
mittee to be proposed by the Committee 
of Selection. 





GATESHEAD AND DISTRICT TRAM- 
WAYS BILL. 


Read 3%, and passed. 


LONDON BRIDGE WIDENING BILL. 
Read 34, with the Amendments, and 
passed, and returned to the Commons. 


CAMBRIAN RAILWAYS BILL. 





CLYDE VALLEY ELECTRICAL POWER 
BILL. 


DORKING GAS BILL. 
DUBLIN CORPORATION (MARKETS, ETC.) 


ILL. 


KINGSTON-UPON-HULL 
LL. 


MOND GAS BILL. 


TORRINGTON AND OKEHAMPTON 
RAILWAY BILL. 


Brought from the Commons ; 
1¢; and referred to the Examiners. 


CORPORATION 


read 


BATH GAS LIGHT AND COKE, BILL 
[u.1.]. 


BRISTOL, CLIFTON, AND 
ENGLAND ZOOLOGICAL 
BILL [u.1.]. 

ROYAL EXCHANGE ASSURANCE 

[H.L.]. 


Returned from the Commons agreed to. 


WEST OF 
SOCIETY 


BIL! 


SHEFFIELD DISTRICT RAILWAY BILL 
[H.L.- ]. 

Returned from the Commons agreed 

to, with an Amendment: The said 


Amendment considered, and agreed to. 
ALFRETON GAS BILL*{u.1.]. 
OMAGH GAS BILL [u.1.]. 


Returned from the Commons agreed 
to, with Amendments. 





BURGESS HILL WATER BILL. 





GREAT CENTRAL RAILWAY BILL. 
Read 24, and committed: The Com- 
mittees to be proposed by the Committee 





of Selection. 


VOL XCIV. [FourTH SERIES. ] 





GLASGOW CORPORATION (POLICE! 
PROVISIONAL ORDER CONFIRMATION 
BILL. 

A Bill to confirm a Provisional Order 
under the Private Legislation Procedure 


3D 
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(Scotland) Act, 1899, relating to Glasgow| -On question, Amendment agreed to. 


Corporation (Police). 





| Bill passed, and returned to the Com- 
AYRCOUNTY BUILDINGS PROVISIONAL | ™ons. 


ORDER CONFIRMATION BILL. | 
A Bill to confirm a Provisional Order | Toe iSRIPWIEE) PROVemOuNE 
under the Private Legislation Procedure} ORDER BILL. (No. 93.) r 


Scotland) Act, 1899, relating to Ayr 
( ) : pe “ ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 


pened sania soi ini ORDERS (No. 2) BILL. (No. 94.) 
ere presented by the Lor altour ; | 

: ; : -.| ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
5 a ursué > Pr Jé PO 1S- pe a + 
read 1% (pursuant to the Private Legis | ORDERS (No. 3) BILL. (No. 95.) 


lation Procedure (Scotland) Act, 1899, | 
Sections 8 and 9) ; and to be read 2% on | ELECTRIC? LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 4) BILL. (No. 96.) 


Thursday, the 20th instant. 
| ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 


GAS ORDERS CONFIRMATION BILL | ORDERS (No. 5) BILL. (No. 97.) 
im-1.} LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) PRO- 
GAS AND WATER ORDERS CONFIRMA-| VISIONAL ORDERS (No. 2) BILL 
TION BILL [u.1.]. | (No. 98.) 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDER (GAS) BILL. (No. 99.) 
METROPOLITAN COMMON SCHEME 


" 7 . TISTON (ORPINGTON) PROVISIONAL ORDER 
PIER AND HARBOUR PROVISIONAL BILL. (No. 100.) 


ORDERS (No. 2) BILL [u.1.}. 


Committed to a Committee of the 
Whole House. 


Committed to a Committee of the| 
W hole House to-morrow. 


Brought from the Commons ; read 
1¢; to be printed ; and referred to the 
examiners. 

EDUCATION BOARD PROVISIONAL | _ : 2 oa Fs) 2 
ORDER CONFIRMATION (LONDON) a i agp see bac 
BILL [u.1.]. NSURANCE MPANY’ I- 

— SIONAL ORDER BILL. 

, TC \g 2 >» TTS Nf 

A CONFIRMATION (ARNE. Brought from the Commons; read 
ETC.) BILL [u.} 4 “~~ | 14; to be printed ; and (pursuant to the 

, , = _| Private Legislation Procedure (Scotland) 

TRAMWAYS ORDERS CONFIRMATION | Act, 1899, Section 7 (2) ), deemed to have 

+ 2 , i ; Jd, bh “~ ’ v0 « 
; pees _— [H-t} been read 2%, and reported from the 

Committed: The Committees to be (Committee. (No. 101.) 
proposed by the Committee of Selection. 


FALKIRK AND DISTRICT TRAMWAYS ; 
ORDER CONFIRMATION BILL. RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


Bill read 3¢ [according to Order]. nah 
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out that object. urther correspondence respecting 
affairs of Crete (in continuation 
‘Turkey, No. 1 (1899)”): 


Amendment moved— 


“Tn Clause 55 of Schedule, page 20, line 43, DUBLIN METROPOLITAN POLICE. 
to leave out ‘for a distance of 30 feet or up- an 
wards.’ ”—(Lord Balfour of Burleigh.) Statistical Tables for the year 1900. 
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CENSUS (ENGLAND AND WALES) (1901). | ARMY. 

Preliminary Report and Tables of the | I. Report of the Committee appointed 
population and houses enumerated in | to inquire into War Office 
England and Wales, and in the Islands | organisation ; 


in the British Seas, on Ist April, 1901; J], Minutes of evidence taken before 
(May 23rd.) | 


the Committee appointed to 
inquire into War Office organisa- 


TRADE REPORTS. | tion; together with appen- 
oo oe dices, digest, and index. (31st 
‘ ; ; May. 

No. 2605, Spain (Canary Islands). | ay:) 

No. 2606, Greece (the Ionian Islands). | 

No. 2607, France (Dunkirk). saneasoutasese 

No. 2602, Portugal (Mozambique). | _ Report on recent improvements at 

No. 2609, Argentine Republic (Ro-. Gibraltar, in respect of sanitary and 
sario and District). | other matters. (4th June.) 

No. 2610, Trade of Paraguay for the ! 
year 1900. (29th May.) COMMERCIAL, 

No. 2611, Japan (Yokohama and) No.2 (1901). Suez Canal—Returns 
District). (30th May.) of shipping and tonnage, 1898, 

No. 2612, France (Bordeaux.) 1899, and 1900 (in continuation 

No. 2615, Russia (Taganrog.) (4th of “‘ Commercial, No. 1, 1900’). 
June.) No. 3 (1901)—Reports from His 


No. 2614, Greece (Pireus and Dis- 
trict). 

No. 2615, Argentine Republic | 
(Buenos Ayres). 

No. 2616, Trade, Commerce, and 
Agriculture of Italy. 


Majesty’s representatives abroad 
on special facilities for locomotion 
of workmen in Belgium, France, 
and Germany. (5th June.) 


No. 2617, China (Shashih). (7th | EDUCATION (GUOELAND). 
June.) | Reports and Papers relating to the 

No. 2618, France (French Indo-| training colleges of Scotland, for the 
China). | year 1900. 

No. 2619, China (Ichang). 

No. 2620, China (Swatow). (8th | LOCAL GOVERNMENT (SCOTLAND). 
June.) ' Return of the population and valuation 

II. Miscellaneous Series : }of counties, burghs, and parishes in 
: Scotland. 


No, 552, France (Production of Nor- | 
No. soon Asm hod AR " 399 IRISH LAND COMMISSION (RULES). 
and 1900. Rules, dated 17th May, 1901, under 
No. 554, Austria-Hungary (Sugar | the Land Purchase Acts. 
Industry of Bohemia). (7th. 
June.) | BOARD OF EDUCATION (WELSH 
DIVISION). 
| General Report for the year 1900, by 
| A. G. Legard, Esquire, Chief Inspector, 
Correspondence respecting Slavery and | with appendices. (7th June.) 
the Slave Trade in East Africa and the | aden 
Islands of Zanzibar and Pemba (in con- | The same were ordered to lie on the 
tinuation of “ Africa, No. 3 (1900) ”).| Zable. 


(29th May.) | TRADE REPORTS. 
| Annual Series :— 
No. 2621, United States (Phila- 


AFRICA, No. 4. (1901). 


PUBLIC RECORDS. 


The Sixty-Second Annual Repert of delphia). 


the Deputy-Keeper of the Public Records. No. 2622, Germany (Baden). 


3D2 








1443 Returns, 
BOARD OF EDUCATION. 
I. Associations constituted under the 
Voluntary Schools Act, 1897. 
II. Associated Schools 
of aid grant paid. 
III. Unassociated Schools and amounts 
of aid grant paid, 1900-1901. 


and amounts 


COMMERCIAL, No. 4 (1901). 
Reports from His Majesty's represen- 
tatives abroad respecting Bounties on 
Shipbuilding, etc. 


SOUTH AFRICA. 
I.—(a) Report of the Transvaal Con- 
cessions Commission, dated 
19th April, 1901. 
(>) Volume IL, Minutes of evi- 
dence. 
(c) Volume II., Appendix of docu- 
ments. 
I1.—(a) Report of the Land Settlement 
Commission. South Africa, 
dated 28th November, 1900. 
(6) Volume II., Documents, Minutes 
ot evidence. ete. 

[1l— Report of Sir David Barbour, 
K.C.S.1., K.C.M.G., on the 
Finances of the Transvaal 
and the Orange River Colony, 
dated the 29th March, 1901. 


SIGHT TESTS. 

Report on the sight tests used in the 
Mercantile Marine. for the year ended 
31st December, 1900 (in continuation 
of Parliamentary Paper [Cd. 116)]). 
INTERMEDIATE EDUCATION (IRELAND). 

Rules and programme of examinations, 
for the year 1902. 

PARIS INTERNATIONAL EXHIBITION, 
1900 (ROYAL COMMISSION). 


Report of the Commissioners  ap- 
pointed to advise respecting the pro- 


curing and transmission of British and , 


Colonial products to the Paris Exhibition 
of 1900. (Vols. I. and IT.) 


Presented (by command), and ordered 


to lie on the Table. 


{LORDS} 


Reports, &e. 


during the year ended 31st March, 
1900, ete. 


POLICE (COUNTIES AND BOROUGHS, 
ENGLAND AND WALES). 
Reports of His: Majesty‘s Inspector of 
Constabulary, for the year ended 29th 

September, 1900. 


POLICE ACT, 1890. 


Correspondence relative to the refusal 
of the Secretary of State's certificate, 
' under Section 17 (2) of the Act, to the 
River Tyne Police Force, for the year 
ended 29th September, 1900. 


MERCHANT SHIPPING ACT, 1894. 

Order in Council of 13th May, 1901, 
approving certain bye-laws made by the 
Mersey Docks and Harbour Board 
(Pilotage Funds of the Liverpool District). 


INTERMEDIATE EDUCATION (IRELAND). 
Rule made by the Intermediate Educa- 
tion Board for Ireland appointing the 
places at which examinations for 1901 
shall be held. 
GOVERNMENT BOARD 
(IRELAND). 
Order dividing the urban 
district of Strabane into wards. 


LOCAL 


county 


SUPERANNUATION ACT, 1884. 
Two Treasury Minutes, dated 22nd 
May, 1901, declaring that— 
I. Henry Lathen, rural 
Hertford Post Offices ; 
If. Henry Richards, rural messenger, 
Post Office ; 


postman, 


were appointed without Civil Service 
certificates through inadvertence on the 
part of the head of their department. 


LONDON COUNTY COUNCIL. 


Returns to 3lst March, 1901, relating 
to the London County Council. 


ELEMENTARY SCHOOL TEACHERS 
(SUPERANNUATION) RULES (ISLE 
OF MAN). 


Draft rules made under the Elemen- 
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ARMY (MILITARY SAVINGS BANKS). } tary School Teachers (Superannuation) 

Statement of amount due to depositors ; Act, 1898, as extended by the Elementary 
on'the 31st March, 1899. and of the! School Teachers Superannuation (Isle of 
receipts, interests, and disbursements | Man) Act, 1900. 
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1445 Solicitors 
NATIONAL SCHOOL TEACHERS (IRE- 


LAND) PENSION FUND. 
Account of receipts and payments for 
the year, to 31st December, 1900, 


Laid before the House (pursuant to 
Act), and ordered to lie on the Table. 


OF BENEFICES 
ACT, 1860. 
Scheme of the Ecclesiastical Commis- 
sioners for the union of the benefice of 
Saint Mary-at-Hill with Saint Andrew, 
Hubbard, and the benefice of Saint 
George, Botolph Lane, with Saint 
Botolph, Billingsgate, and for effecting 
certain other measures incidental to, or 
arising out of, such union; laid before 
the House (pursuant to Act), and to be 
printed. (No. 90.) 


UNION (METROPOLIS) 


ENDOWED SCHOOLS ACT, 
AMENDING ACTS. 
Scheme for the management of— 


1, The grammar school of King 
Edward VI. in the borough of 
Stratford-on-Avon, in the county 
of Warwick. 

2. The endowment knewn as the 
Guild Estate in the said borough. 

3. The following exhibition endow- 
ments in connection with the said 
school : 

(a) The De la Warr Exhibition 
founded in 1854; and 
(6) The Shakespeare 
founded in 1864. 
Laid before the House (pursuant to 
Act), and to be printed. (No. 91.) 


1869, AND 


PETITIONS. 


HABITUAL DRUNKARDS BILL [u.1.]. 
LICENSING BILL [u.1,]. | 
Petition in favour, and for amendment | 
of; of the Exeeutive Committee of Man- ! 
chester, Salford, and District Temperance | 
Union ; read, and ordered to lie on the | 


Table. | 


PREVENTION OF CORRUPTION (No. 2) 
BILL [u.1.]. 


ing read. 


{10 June 1901} 


Exhibition | 


DAY 


to be established in Ireland. 


Order of the day for the Second Read- | 


Bill. 1446 


THE LORD CHANCELLOR (The 
Earl of Hatspury): My Lords, the dis- 
cussion which is usual on the Second 
Reading of a Bill took place in the case of 
this Bill on the First Reading, and I do 
not think anything has since transpired 
which makes it necessary for me to add 
to what I then said. The Bill is a very 
short one, and explains itself, and I beg 
to move that it be read a second time. 


Moved, That the Bill be now read 2”. 
—(The Lord Chancellor.) 


On Question, agreed to; Bill read 2 
(according to Order), and -committed to 
a Committee of the Whole House on 
Thursday next. 


QUEEN ANNE’S BOUNTY BOARD. 

Message from the Commons that they 
have come to the following resolution, to 
which they desire the concurrence of 
this House, viz.: That it is expedient 
that a Select Committee be appointed, to 
join with a Committee of the Lords, to 
consider the constitution of Queen 
Anne's Bounty Board, and to report 
whether economy and_ efficiency of 
administration would be promoted by 
any change in its constitution or by its 
amalgamation with any other body ; 
the said message to be taken into con- 


| sideration to-morrow. 


PUBLIC ACCOUNTS. 
Message from the Commons for leave 
for the Viscount Esher to attend to be 
examined as a witness before the Select 


, Committee of that House. 


INDUSTRIAL SCHOOLS 
LAND) BILL [u.1.]. 

A Bill to enable day industrial schools 

Was pre- 

sented by the Lord Chaworth (E. Meath) ; 

read 1¢; and to be printed. (No. 92.) 


(IRE- 


_ SOLICITORS BILL [u.1.]. 
Read 3% (according to Order), and 
passed, and sent to the Commons. 


House adjourned at twenty 
minutes before Vive of the 
clock, till to-morrow, half-past 
Ten of the clock. 

















1447 Hamilten Burgh Provisional {COMMONS} . Order Confirmation Bill. 1448:.. | 1449 
HOUSE OF COMMONS. )moters. He could not understand how tion 
the clause. crept into the Bill. It cer- to alle 
Monday, 10th June, 1901. tainly was not there when it came up for consit 
ane Second Reading. He had been asked by the o 
the shipowners of the United Kingdom introv 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. | to move that these words be deleted, and: Third 
Je, he trusted that the promoters would. 
consent to that being done. In that Mr 
HUMBER COMMERCIAL RAILWAY AND | case there would be no further opposition point 
DOCK BILL. (Br Oscm.) |tothe Bill. He’begged to move the so m) 
As amended, considered. | omission of the words to which he had. Amer 
! referred. but r 
*Mr. CHARLES M‘ARTHUR (Liver- : that | 
pool, Exchange) said he rose to move! Mr. DOUGHTY (Great Grimsby) : out a 
the omission from Clause 62 of words | On behalf of the promoters of the Bill I 
which put the risks of removal on the | desire to withdraw the words referred to. Mr. 
master or owner of aship. ‘The Bill was | _saaghtes 
intended to authorise the construction of | Amendment agreed to. = 
a dock and other works at Great Grimsby, | when 
on the banks of the Humber, the charg-| _ Bill to be read the third time. clause 
ing of dues for the use of the docks, the 
appointment of a dock master and other | PRESTATYN WATER BILL [Lords]. Mot 
officials to regulate the movement of | (By Orper.) ; 
vessels in and out of the dock, and the} Read a second time, and committed. Cla 
making of by-laws under the Harbours, Bill | 
Docks, and Piers Act, 1847. Words)  iaxiyroN BURGH PROVISIONAL 
appeared in the clause by which the dock | ORDER CONFIRMATION B'LL [Lords]. 
company sought to exempt themselves | (By Orper.) _ PRIVA 
irom their common law liability for! [Jyder Section 7. Sub-section (2) of Mr 
damage caused in the removal of ships by | the Private Legislation Procedure (Scot- aoe 
the acts of their servants. He thought | land) Act, 1899 epor 
that if the dock company’s servants were Pt i : Petitic 
guilty of any neglect or default in moving | * Order read, for resuming Adjourned. — © 
the vessel about the dock, the company | Debate on Question [24th May], “ That the } 
ought to be held responsible for any | the clause (Water supply to public offices) Order 
damage thereby caused. The common | proposed on consideration be read a iil 
law said that they were responsible, and | second time.” —(The Lord Advocate.) Met: 
he was not aware of any dock or harbour | Belf. 
company which had sought thus 4 Question again proposed, “ That the Wi 
amend the common law in that respect. | clause be read a second time.” : Ord 
There were many ways in which a vessel second 
might be injured through the neglect; Debate resumed— F 
of the dock employees. It might be sent | PROVI 
intoadock, for instance, where therewas| THE LORD ADVOCATE (Mr. A. (STA 
an insufficient depth of water, and it; GRAHAM Murray, Buteshire) said that THE 
might ground on a mud bank or on| after consultation with the War Office Mr. 
rubbish or wreckage which had been | he found there was no real necessity for Report 
allowed to accumulate there. It might, | the insertion of this clause, as the military Petitio 
while it was in charge of officials of the | authorities had a perfect right to insist case oO 
dock, come into collision with another | on a supply of water to War Office build- in the 
vessel. In all other ports in the United | ings for domestic purposes. He there- ing th 
Kingdom the dock companies were held | fore proposed to ask leave to withdraw are ap 
responsible for damage caused under} it. As some discussion took place on the plied w 
such conditions, yet under this clause | last occasion as to the desirability of Educ 
the owner or master of the ship was to allowing Amendments to be introduced Confirt 
be made responsible. This was entirely a at this stage, he would like to remind the 
new departure, and he believed an un-| House that when the Private Bill Proce- Orde 
intentional one on the part of the pro-| dure (Scotland) Act was under considera-~ second 
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1449 Private Bill 
tion provision was specially introduced 
to allow Amendments to be introduced on 
consideration, as, unlike the practice in 
the other House, it was not possible to 
introduce them on the motion for the 
Third Reading. 


Mr. BLAKE (Longford, S.) said the 
point raised on the last occasion was not 
so much the desirability of introducing 
Amendments on the consideration stage, 
but rather the importance of insisting 
that these matters should be threshed 
out at the local inquiry. 


Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: There | 


was no local inquiry in this case. 
an unopposed Bill. I quite agree that 
when there is a local inquiry these 
clauses should go before it. 


Motion, by leave, withdrawn. 
Clause withdrawn. 
Bill to be read the third time to-morrow. 


PRIVATE BILLS (STANDING ORDER 
62 COMPLIED WITH). 

Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table 
Report from one of the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 
case of the following Bills, referred on 
the First Reading thereof, Standing 
Order No. 62 has been complied with, 
viz. :— 

Metropolitan District Railway Bill. 

Belfast and Northern Counties Rail- 

way Bill. 

Ordered, That the Bills be read a 
second time. 


PROVISIONAL ORDER’ BILLS [Lords] 
(STANDING ORDERS APPLICABLE 
THERETO COMPLIED WITH). 

Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table 
Report from one of the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 
case of the following Bill, originating 
in the Lords, referred on the First Read- 
ing thereof, the Standing Orders which 
are applicable thereto have been com- 
plied with, viz. :-—~ 

Education Board Provisional Order 
Confirmation (Acton) Bill [Lords]. 


read a 


Ordered, That the Bill be 


second time to-morrow. 


{10 JuNnE 1901} 


It was 





Business. 1450 


{ PROVISIONAL ORDER BILLS (NO 
| STANDING ORDERS APPLICABLE). 
Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table 
Report from one of the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 
case of the following Bill, referred on the 
First Reading thereof, no Standing 


Orders are applicable, viz. :— 
Military Lands Provisional Orders 
(No. 2) Bill. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read a 


| second time to-morrow. 





| PRIVATE BILLS (PETITION FOR ADDI- 
TIONAL PROVISION) (STANDING 
| ORDERS NOT COMPLIED WITH.) 

Mr. SpEAKER laid upon the Table 
| Report from one of the Examiners of 
| Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 
case of the Petition for additional Pro- 
vision in the following Bill, the Standing 
Orders have not been complied with, 
viz, :— 


Metropolitan District Railway Bill. 


| Ordered, That the Report be referred 
to the Select Committee on Standing 
Orders. 


ALDEBURGH CORPORATION 


ILL. 


BURY CORPORATION BILL. 
GOLBORNE GAS BILL. 
Read the third time, and passed. 


(WATER 





LONDON COUNTY COUNCIL (TRAM. 
WAYS AND STREET WIDENINGS) BILL, 


| Duke of Cornwall’s consent signified 
Bill read the third time, and passed. 


METROPOLITAN RAILWAY BILL. 


SHIREOAKS, LAUGHTON, AND MALTBY 
RAILWAY BILL. 


Read the third time, and passed. 


CROMER WATER BILL. 
LONDON AND INDIA DOCKS (NEW 
WORKS) BILL. 

OAKHAM WATER BILL [Lords]. 

As amended, considered ; to be read 
the third time. 


SOUTHAMPTON AND WINCHESTER” 
GREAT WESTERN JUNCTION RAIL- 
WAY BILL. 

As amended, considered; Amend- 
ments made ; Bill to be read the third time. 




















1451 Petitions. {COMMONS} Petitions, 1452 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) PRO- | ELEMENTARY EDUCATION (HIGHER 
VISION AL ORDERS (HOUSING OF THE] GRADE AND EVENING CONTINUA- 
WORKING CLASSES) BILL. | TION SCHOOLS). 

ee ee — aor a a | Petition from Burradon, for alteration 
VISIONAL ORDER ( Ss Pr peed T: 

WORKING CLASSES) (No. 2) BILL. | “> t0 lie upon the Table. 

LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) PRO- | 

VISIONAL ORDER (No. 3) BILL. 

| 


Read a second time, and committed. 


LOCAL AUTHORITIES OFFICERS’ 
SUPERANNUATION BILL. 
Petition from Bradford, in favour ; 

to lie upon the Table. 
LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) PRO. | P 
vod nea = ge 
VISIONAL ORDERS (No. 5) BILL. | \rarRTAGE WITH A DECEASED WIFE'S 
Read a second time, and committed. SISTER BILL 


ical GOVERKMENT PROVISIONAL Petitionfrom Newark-on-Trent, against ; 
ORDERS (No. 7) BILL. __| © lie upon the Table. 
LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL | MINES (EIGHT HOURS) BILL. 


RDERS (No. 8) BILL. a : . 
<n deemed Petition from]Westhoughton, in favour> 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL : 
ORDERS (No. 9) BILL. to lie upon the Table. 


Read a second time, and committed. | pROTECTION OF PRIVATE CAPITAL. 
Petition of E. E. Parkes Rhodes, ,for 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL Legislation ; to lie upon the Table. 


ORDERS (No. 10) BILL. 
LOCAL GOV ERNM ENT PROVISIONAL PUBLIC H EALTH (SCOTLAND) ACT, 


ORDERS (No. 11) BILL. | 1897. 
LOCAL GONERNMENT PROVISIONAL | Petition from Orkney, for alteration 
ORDERS (No. 12) BILL. | of Law ; to lie upon the Table. 
LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL | 
ORDER (PORT) BILL. |SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS ON 


SUNDAY BILL. 
| Petitions in favour; from Church 
ARDROSSAN GAS AND WATER CON- | Gresley ; and Birmingham ; to lie upon 
FIRMATION BILL (UNDER THE the Table. 
PRIVATE LEGISLATION PROCEDURE | 


Read a second time, and committed. 


(SCOTLAND) ACT, 1899). | SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO 
ead a second time ; to !be considered | CHILDREN BILL. 

to-morrow. | Petitions against ; from Bristol ; Taun- 

— {ton; Wellington; North Bristol ; 

PETITIONS. | Monksilver ; Frome ; Cheltenham ; 


| and Bath ; ; to lie upon the Table. 


: _ | Petitions in favour ; from Deptford > 
BOROUGH FUNDS ACT (1872) AMEND- | Tondon; Ambleside; Orton; Sleaford 
baru Geren) ena | (two) ; Kettering ; Fulwell (two) ; 
Petition from Camberwell, in favour ; | Millfield ; Hendon (five); Sunderland 
to lie upon the Table. (sixteen); Aylesbury with Walton; 
‘ —— en | Lamberhurst ; Wadhurst ; Tisbury ; 
COAL MINES (EMPLOYMENT) BILL. amen ; ‘Workington ; Ramsgate ; 
Petition from Westhoughton, in | Portsmouth (three); Tottenham (two) ; 
favour ; to lie upon the Table. | Small Heath; Islington; Beeston; 
| Brierley Hill (two) ; Allington ; Mid- 
EDUCATION (CONTINUATION SCHOOLS) | somer Norton ; Wolverhampton ; Kirby 
a ; BILL. | Cane ; and Wallasey ; ; to lie upon the 
Petition from Leicester, in favour ;| Table. 
to lie upon the Table. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO 

ELEMENTARY EDUCATION. CHILDREN (SCOTLAND) BILL. 
Petition from Cardiff, for alteration| Petitions in favour; from Orkney ; 
of Law ; to lie upon the Table. Sandwick (two); St. Andrews and 
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Deerness; Craig; Grange (two) ; 
Boharn; Dron; Ordiquhill; Ross and 
Cromarty ; Botriphine ; 
St. Vigeans ; 
lie upon the Table. 


Returns, 


SHOPS BILL. 
Petition from Edinburgh, in favour ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


SOVEREIGN’S OATH 
BILL. 
Petitions against ; from Buntingford ; 
Abergavenny ; Southwick; and Liver- 
pool ; to lie upon the Table. 


ON ACCESSION 


TIED HOUSES ABOLITION BILL. 


Petition from Aberbrothock, in favour ; | 


to lie upon the Table. 
TROUT FISHING ANNUAL CLOSE TIME 
(SCOTLAND) BILL. 


Petition from{A berbrothock, in favour ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, 


ETC. 


INTERNATIONAL 
1900 (ROYAL COMMISSION). 

Copy presented, of Report of the 
Commissioners appointed to advise re- 
specting the procuring and transmission 
of British and Colonial products to the 
Paris Exhibition of 1900 (Vols. I and IL.) 
[by Command] ; to lie upon the Table. 


PARIS 


POLICE (COUNTIES AND BOROUGHS): 

Copy presented, of Reports of His 
Majesty's Inspectors of Constabulary 
for the year ended 29th September, 
1900 [by Act]; to lie upon the Table, 
and to be printed. [No. 200.] 
INTERMEDIATE EDUCATION (IRELAND). 

Copy presented, of Rules and Pro- 
gramme of Examinations for 1902 
[by Act]; to lie upon the Table, and to 
be printed. [No. 199.] 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT BOARD 


(IRELAND). 

Copy presented, of Order dividing | 
the Urban County District of Strabane | 
into Wards [by Act]; to lie upon the | 


‘Table. 


{10 Ju 


Arbroath and | 
and Aberbrothock ;_ to 


EXHIBITION, | 


NE 1901} Reports, de. 1454 
{ SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE 
(IRELAND). 

Return presented, relative thereto 


[ordered 7th June; Mr. Austen Cham- 
_berlain]; to lie upon the Table, and to 
be printed. [No. 201.] 


VOLUNTARY SCHOOLS ACT, 
(ASSOCIATIONS). 
Copy presented, of List of (1) Associa- 
tions constituted under the Voluntary 
‘Schools Act, 1897; (2) Associated 
Schools and Amounts of Aid Grant 
paid ; and (3) Unassociated Schools and 
Amounts of Aid Grant paid, 1900-1901 
[by Command] ; to lie upon the Table. 


1897 


MERCHANT SHIPPING ACT, 1894. 

Copy presented, of Order in Council 
of 13th May, 1901, approving certain 
| Bye-laws made by the Mersey Docks 
and Harbour Board, with respect to the 
contribution to be made towards the 
Pilotage Funds of the Liverpool District 
by the Masters and Mates holding Pilot- 
age Certificates [by Act]; to lie upon 
the Table. 


MERCANTILE MARINE (COLOUR 
TESTS.) 

Copy presented, of Report on the 

| Sight Tests used in the Mercantile Marine 

for the year ended 31st December, 1900 

(in continuation of [C. 116]) [by Com- 

mand]; to lie upon the Table. 


SOUTH AFRICA. 

Copy presented, of Peport of the 
Transvaal Concessions Commission, dated 
the 19th April, 1901. Vol. IL, Minutes 
of Evidence [by Command]; to lie upon 
the Table. 


Copy presented, of Report of the 
Transvaal Concessions Commission, dated 
the 19th April, 1901. Vol. IIL, Ap- 
pendix of Documents [by Command] ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


Copy presented, of Report of the 
Land Settlement Commission, ‘South 
Africa, dated 28th November, 1900. 
Vol. II., Documents, Minutes of Evidence, 
ete. [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table. 


BOUNTIES ON SHIPBUILDING, ETC. 
(COMMERCIAL, No. 4, 1901). 

Copy presented, of Reports from His 

Majesty’s Representatives Abroad 1e- 
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specting Bounties on Shipbuilding, ete. | 
{by Command] ; to lie upon the Table. 


Questions. 


TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 

Copies presented, of Diplomatic and 
Consular Reports, Annual Series, 
Nos. 2621 and 2622 [by Command] ; 
to lie upon the Table. 





NEW WRIT. 

New Writ for the county of Warwick 
(South Western or Stratford-on-Avor 
Division), in the room of Colonel Victor 
Milward, deceased.—(Sir William Wal- 
rond.) 





QUESTIONS. 





WAR—EMPLOY- 
OF ARMED 


SOUTH AFRICAN 
MENT BY BOERS 
NATIVES. 

Mr. PLATT-HIGGINS (Salford, N.): 

I beg to ask the Secretary of State for. 
War whether any cases have come to 
his notice in which the Boers have 
employed natives for military purposes 
during the war; whether any cases 
have been reported in which Boers have 
flogged natives who they believed had 
given information to the British or 
otherwise assisted them; and whether 
any instances have transpired of natives 
being found in arms or of attempts 
having been made by the Boers to 
induce natives to take up arms against 
the British. 


THE SECRETARY or STATE For 
WAR (Mr. Broprick, Surrey, Guild- 
ford): Yes, Sir. During the siege 
of Ladysmith the Boers employed armed 
natives on outpost duty at night. At 
the engagement of Vaal Krantz several 
Kaffirs fired on the British troops, and | 
some were afterwards found on the 
ground killed or wounded. The sys- 
tematic intimidation of natives by the 
Boers throughout the campaign has 
been notorious; as regards recent in 
stances several natives were officially 
reported to have been shot by the Boers 
in November last. In February J. J. 
de Jager was convicted at Harrismith 
of murdering three natives, and hanged : 
his defence was that in one case he acted 
under orders, and that in the two other | 
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cases he believed the natives to be spies. 
Further, I need hardly remind the 
House of the terrible treatment of 
Abraham Esau at Calvinia, for which 
no reason was assigned except his pro- 
British sympathies. 


BADEN POWELL’S POLICE. 
Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether any, and, if any, what, evidence 
as to character has been required from 
candidates for Baden Powell's South 
Airican police. 


THE SECRETARY or STATE For 
THE COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN, 
Birmingham, W.): All candidates have 
been required to furnish at least two 
testimonials to character and to give 
the names of two references to respecta- 
bility of character and fitness for service. 


FALSE INFORMATION FROM THE 
FRONT. 


Mr. DILLON : I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary of State for War whether, in view of 
the outrageously false telegrams from 
South Africa recently sent through 
Reuter’s and other agencies, and the 
absolute dearth for a long period of any 
detailed or reliable news of the war and 
the military situation in South Africa, 
he will undertake to allow correspondents 
to go to the front without reference to 
the politics of the journals they represent, 
and whether he will see that the censor- 
ship is used in future only for military 
objects, and not for the purpose of keeping 
the public in the dark as to the situation. 


Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty) : 
At the same time may I ask whether, 
in view of Lord Kitchener's denial of the 
alleged defeat of Beyers’s commando, the 
right hon. Gentleman will state how 
this telegram came to be passed by the 


‘censor, what steps will be taken to pre- 


vent correspondents at the seat of war 
from dispatching false information, and 
whether correspondents will be deprived 
of their permits when shown to have 
communicated false reports respecting 
operations in the field. 


Mr. BRODRICK: Lord Kitchener 
is considering the circumstances in 
which the incorrect telegrams complained 
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of have recently been sent. 
take that all such cases are suitably 
dealt with. I must point out that the 
censor is not responsible for the accuracy 
of the telegrams that pass through his 
hands, but he is responsible that nothing 


{10 Ju 


should be telegraphed to this country | 


likely to give information to the enemy. 
As regards the general dearth of informa- 
tion about which the hon. Member asks, 
there has been no withholding of infor- 
mation from the House. It is obvious 
that the reports of the generals are 
necessarily summiaries of the events that 
have taken place, and those summaries 
have been duly published. It is im- 
possible for any general to allow a mass 
of correspondents to accompany the 
troops in order to represent newspapers 
of all descriptions. He can only allow 
a certain number. ‘s 


Mr. DILLON: Will the right hon. 
Gentleman undertake to allow correspon- 
dents to go to the front irrespective of 
the politics of the journals they repre- 
sent? It so happens that all the corre- 
spondents at the front represent only 
journals supporting the Government. 


Mr. BRODRICK: I have no know- 
ledge of the politics of the journals repre- 
sented by the correspondents at the 
front. The matter rests entirely with 
Lord Kitchener, who, I believe, is in 
complete ignorance of the politics of all 
journals. 


Mr. WEIR: Seeing that the Secretary 


for War has been given a specific case | 
in which the information sent to the | 
newspapers has been false, I should like | 
to ask whether he will take action without | 


delay against the correspondent ? 


Mr. BRODRICK : 


[ have not yet 


heard anything of the explanation of | 


the correspondent, and I have told th« 
House that Lord Kitchener will suitably 
deal with any such cases. 


Mayor RASCH (Essex, Chelmsford) : 
I wish to know whether the right hon. 
Gentleman will consider the advisability 
of prosecuting the propagators of false 
news at home, such as Mr. Stead, particu- 
larly in connection with the 


Morrison ? 


IT will under- | 
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Mr. BRODRICK: I stated to the 
House a few days ago that all these false- 
reports are highly discreditable to those 
who publish them. 


LINDLEY DISASTER. 


Mr. DILLON : I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary for War whether he can state what 
steps have been taken to ascertain the 
reason why the 10th Battalion of Im- 
‘perial Yeomanry and other mounted 

troops, in all a force of 1,500 men with 
guns, which was informed on the 23rd 
May that Colonel Spragge’s foree was 
_ hard pressed at Lindley but could not hold 
out until Sunday, the 27th, never reached 
Lindley although it moved out of Kroon- 
stadt on the 23rd, and the distance 
between Lindley and Kroonstadt is only 
‘forty miles; and whether any inquiry 
has been held ; if so, what was the finding 
| of the court. 


Mr. BRODRICK: The hon. Member 
has been misinformed as to the dates. 
'On the 23rd May the 10th Battalion 
| Imperial Yeomanry was at Zandfontein. 
‘fourteen miles west of Bothaville, and 
| over fifty miles from Kroonstadt as the- 
| crow flies. No inquiry has been held, 
| nor is any deemed necessary. 


_ Mr. DILLON: But did not the force 
actually start and lose its way on the: 
road ? 


Mr. BRODRICK: [ am not so in- 
|formed. But the distance shows that it 
‘could not have reached Lindley in time 
| in any Case. 


FARM BURNING. 
Mr. JOHN ELLIS (Nottinghamshire. 
| Rusheliffe): I beg to ask the Secretary 
| of State for War whether the policy and 
| practice of burning farm buildings. 
mills, cottages, and other buildings in 
| South Africa for military reasons has 
| been discontinued ; and, if so, at what 
‘date and on whose instructions ; and 
' whether he can supplement the figures 
| given up to the end of January, 1901, in 
: the Return laid before the House by the 
| figures for any and each of the months 
since, during which this destruction may 
| have been carried into effect. 


Mr. BRODRICK: I informed the: 


House some time ago that, except im 


letter | 
stated to have been written by Lieutenant | 








41459 {COMMONS} Questions. 1460 


cases of treachery and certain recognised | IMPERIAL YEOMANRY PAY CLAIMS. 
military offences, farm houses would not} CoLtoneL BROOKFIELD (Sussex, 
be burned. Specific orders to this effect Rye): I beg to ask the Financial Secre- 
were given by Lord Kitchener on 7th|tary to the War Office whether he is 
December, 1900, and I have every reason | aware that, owing to the battalions 
to think they have heen observed. I | of Imperial Yeomanry in South Africa 
have no further information as to num- | being broken up and the companies scat- 
bers, but I have requested Lord Kitchener | tered, there has been much irregularity 


Questions. 


‘to have a return prepared. 


Mr. FLAVIN (Kerry, N.): May I ask 
whether houses have been burned indis- 
‘eriminately, whether occupied or not ? 


Mr. BRODRICK : I do not think that 
‘ean be the case. The Return will show 
tthe details. 


Mr. FLAVIN : May I inform the right 
hon. Gentleman-—-—-(cries of “* Order.”’) 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member 
cannot impart information by way of a 
question. 


Mr. FLAVIN: May I ask whether 
it is a fact that vacant houses have been 
burned by the British authorities ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! That 


has been answered. 


Mr. FLAVIN: I have it on the state- 
ment of one of the Volunteers who 
burned the houses down. 


DISCHARGE OF RETURNED 
VOLUNTEERS. 

Mr. RENWICK (Newcastle-on-Tyne) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War, in view of the dissatisfaction which 
exists amongst Volunteers who have 
recently returned to this country after 
having been on active service in South 
Africa with their line battalions for over 
twelve months, owing to their having 
been discharged with seven days furlough 
and pay, counting from date of arrival, 
instead of twenty-eight days furlough 
and pay which they expected to receive, 
whether arrangements can now be made 

to grant the extra furlough and pay. 


THe FINANCIAL SECRETARY To 
THE WAR OFFICE (Lord STANLEY, 
Lancashire, Westheaghton): The ques- 
‘tion is under consideration. 


|in the rendering of proper pay lists and 
'in settling the claims of individual non- 
|commissioned officers and men who 
| have returned home, some of them in 
credit for considerable sums of money, 
|which, through being out of communi- 
| cation with their companies, they are 
unable to obtain; and whether any 
steps are being taken to expedite and 
| facilitate an early adjustment of claims 
of this description. 


| Lord STANLEY: Men _ returning 
‘from South Africa without statements 

of accounts are treated as follows :— 
| Firstly, they are taken on pay from the 
| date of embarkation ; secondly, they are 

granted in respect of any arrears of pay 
| they may claim a provisional payment 
|of £5 or thirty days pay «nd messing 
|allowance, whichever is the greater, 
‘or if they can show any proof beyond 

their own bare statement of the sum due 
|to them, they are granted four-fifths 
of the amount which appears to be due 
‘to them. Constant reminders are sent 

to South Africa to expedite the trans- 

mission of accounts. I know the hon. 
|Member appreciates the difficulties the 
| authorities are under, and I think he and 
| the House will agree with me that more 
| cannot be expected to be done at present. 


VOLUNTEER OFFICERS AND ARMY 
RANK. 

LIEUTENANT-COLONEL PRYCE-JONES 
(Montgomery Boroughs): I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for War, seeing 
that officers of embodied Militia and the 
City Imperial Volunteers have been 
granted honorary rank in the Army 
on being disembodied and disbanded, 
whether a similar indulgence could be 
granted to those Volunteer officers who 
have served with the Volunteer service 
companies. 


Mr. BRODRICK : It has already been 
decided that Volunteer officers who have 
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served in South Africa shall be granted 
honorary rank in the Army. 


Questions. 


IRISH VOLUNTEERS. 

Mr. NANNETTI (Dublin, College 
Green): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for War whether his attention 
has been called to the fact that some 
corps of Volunteers composed of Irish 
youths have for some time past been 
drilled in Portobello and other barracks 
in Dublin, and that these Volunteers 
are attached to English Volunteer regi- 
ments ; can he state to what religious 
denomination they belong, and, seeing 
that the raising and training of Volun- 
teers in Ireland is illegal, out of what 
fund the expenses are defrayed. 


Lord STANLEY: Certain individuals, | 


not corps, of Volunteers are allowed to 
drill with Regulars in Dublin, but their 
drills do net count towards efficiency ; 
no expense is, therefore, incurred by the 
public, and no illegality is committed. 
No information is to hand as to the 
religion of these individuals. 


Mr. NANNETTI: Is the right hon. | 


Gentleman aware that the police issue 
gun licences to these youths ? 


Lorp STANLEY: 
about it. 


I know nothing 


Mr. NANNETTI: I shall put a further | 


question. 


MILITIA COMPETITIVE EXAMINATION. 


Mayor RASCH: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for War whether he 
can state on what date the Militia com- 
petitive examination will take place ; 
how many commissions will be offered, 


- and in what branches ; whether marks 


for service will be allowed; and when 
the regulations will be published. 


Lorp STANLEY: Full information 
in regard to the Militia competitive 
examination. was published on Satur- 
day evening. 


CRETAN CAMPAIGN MEDAL. 


Mr. MALCOLM (Suffolk, Stow- 
market): I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for War whether he is now 
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| prepared to recommend: His Majesty to 
allow those officers, non-commissioned! 
officers, and men who served in the 
| last Cretan eampaign to wear the medal 
granted by Prince George of Greece for 
|that campaign, and which is already 
worn by the troops of other European: 
Powers which were engaged in the same 
operations. 


Mr. BRODRICK: This question has 
been carefully considered, and it was 
decided that there should be no Cretan 
_medal. I am not, therefore, prepared 
to reopen it. I think my honourable 
friend is in error in thinking that the 
| troops of other Powers are wearing the 
, medal. 


NEWFOUNDLAND. 

Mr. MALCOLM: I beg to ask the 
Under Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs if he can state whether there is 
jany negotiation proceeding between 
, Newfoundland and the United States 
with a view to renewing the Bond- 
Blaine Convention, or to signing any 
similar treaty. 


THe UNDER SECRETARY or 
' STATE ror FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Vis- 
count CRANBORNE, Rochester): His 
| Majesty’s Government are not aware 
of any such negotiations. 


CHINA—BRITISH TRADE IN THE 
YANG-TSZE VALLEY. 

| Mr. HERBERT ROBERTS (Den- 
‘bighshire, W.): I beg to ask the Presi- 
‘dent of the Board cf Trade whether 
he is aware that the Director General of 
ithe Hamburg-American Steamship 
| Company has recently stated that a 
development of trade may confidently 
be expected in the Yang-tsze Valley, 
and that the Hamburg-American Com- 
pany were co-operating with the North 
|German Lloyd Company in the estab- 
lishment of a line of steamers which 
would carry the German flag as far 
up the Yang-tsze as the river was navi- 
gable ; and whether he is aware that 
the Hamburg-American line has further 
arranged for a regular service of steamers 
between ‘Tsing-tan, and Chifu, and 
Tientsin ; and whether, having regard 
to these developments, the Government 
are taking all practicable steps to secure 
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the present dominant commercial posi- | 
tion of Great Britain in these regions. 


Viscount CRANBORNE: In answer | 
to the first paragraph of the question, | 
we have no information to the effect | 
mentioned. With regard to the second 
paragraph, for the maintenance of the) 
commercial position of Great Britain in | 
the regions referred to as everywhere | 
else, we must rely upon the enterprise 
and energy of our traders, but His 
Majesty’s Government will do all in 
their power to secure for them a fair 
opportunity, so far as the general prin- 
ciples of our fiscal policy permit. 


DISTURBANCES BETWEEN ENGLISH 
AND FRENCH TROOPS AT TIENTSIN. 
Mr. HERBERT ROBERTS: I beg 

to ask the Under Secretary of State for 

Foreign Affairs whether he is in a_posi- 

tion to make a statement with reference 

to the collision which took place at 

Tientsin on the 2nd instant between , 

British troops and those of the French 

and German contingents stationed there. 


THe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
INDIA (Lord G. Hamitton, Middlesex, 
Ealing): General Gaselee reported to 
me on the 8th instant, that the only 
information available, pending the receipt 
of proceedings of the Court of Inquiry 
then sitting, was as follows— 

“Riot originated with French soldiers who 

resented the closing of a disorderly house by 
our military police. Casualties: British 
soldiers, five wounded; French, three killed 
and four wounded ; Germans, three wounded ; 
Japanese, two wounded.” 
The day following General Gaselee tele- 
graphed that the Court of Inquiry proved 
that the police acted with commendable | 
forbearance, and only fired on mob when | 
compelled to do so in self-defence ; that 
large numbers of soldiers joined the | 
French, but that the German police 
behaved well, assisting our police by | 
endeavouring to get their own men to 
disperse. Valuable support was also 
given by the Japanese guard. General 
‘Gaselee also states that all is now quiet. 


Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE (Bristol, 
£.) : May I ask for an answer to a question 
of which I have given private notice ? 


Lorp G. HAMILTON: I think the 
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hon. Member’s question refers to a re- 
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ported disturbance which is said to have 
taken place subsequently. General Gase- 
lee’s second telegram was sent two days 
after that date, and no mention is made 
of it. Therefore I telegraphed to General 
Gaselee to ask if the report was true, and 
if it were true to send me particulars. 


| LABOUR ORDINANCE ON THE GOLD 


COAST. 

Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.): I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for the 
Colonies whether the Master and Servant 
Ordinance on the Gold Coast of 1893 
which has just been published is still in 
force ; and, if so, whether he can see his 
way to cause it to be amended so that 
payment of wages in kind, the apprentice- 
ship of children of nine years of age, 
flogging, and the option of striking out 
the clause which secures schooling for 
the apprentice till he has passed the 
fourth standard should be prohibited, 
and clauses inserted to secure the pre- 
vention of ill treatment or sweating 
by overwork of young persons appren- 
ticed under the Ordinance. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : The Ordi- 
nance is still in force. The Governor 
will be consulted with regard to the 
other matters referred to in the hon. 
Member’s question. 


DUTIES ON GLUCOSE. ™ 
Mr. LOUGH: I beg to ask the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer whether, since 
the Budget announcement, glucose made 
in Great Britain has not yielded any 
Excise duty, while the Customs duty 
of 1s. 8d. has been imposed on all quanti- 


ties imported from abroad ; and, if so, 
| whether he proposes to take any steps to 


correct this inequality. 


Tne CHANCELLOR or tHe EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir M. Hicks Bracz, Bristol, 
W.): I will deal with that in Committee 
of Ways and Means. 


CITY OF LONDON COMMISSIONER 
OF POLICE. 

CotoneEL LOCKWOOD (Essex, 
Epping): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for the Home Department whether 
the Commissioner of Police for the City 
of London is responsible to the Home 
Secretary for the due discharge of his 
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-duty, or does he act independently of the | Local Government Board whether. in 


Home Office and of the City authorities. | the event of the purchase of the London 

| water companies under his proposed Bill, 
*THe SECRETARY or STATE For he will take steps to prevent the continu- 
DEPARTMENT (Mr.! ance of the system under which an 
Ritcutr, Croydon): Certain regulations | increased rent for the use of water is 
made by the Commissioner are subject to | charged on those houses where the rates 
the Secretary of State’s approval, but| have been increased under the quin- 
speaking generally the Commissioner of | quennial re-assessments, although no 
the City of London Police acts altogether! increased supply nor any alteration 
independently of the Home Office, but | whatever in the supply may have taken 
subject to the control of the Lord Mayor | place. 


and Aldermen. THe PRESIDENT or tHe LOCAL 

In reply to a further question by) GOV ERNMENT BOARD (Mr. WaALrER 

Colonel Lockwoop, the right hon. Gentle- Lona, Bristol, 8.): I am afraid I could 

man admitted that this was a very ancient | not give any undertaking at the present 

state of things. : time with regard to the subject referred 
to by my hon. friend. 


SL | RR OF Tee ~anereeeR 


Mr. JAMES O'CONNOR (Wicklow,| M8 HERBERT ROBERTS: I beg 
W.): I beg to ask the Secretary of State to ask the President of the Board of Trade 
for the Home Department if he is aware | —— he a with the recent 
that on Monday, the 3rd instant, a man | h seve : - PA <P iner at Cape Race, 
appeared before the magistrate in the | 7° cae ue reeelentscn to _ 
South Western Court and complained | effect _— the crew of the steamer _— 
that his two sons, on the completion of | composed almost entirely of Germans, 
their time in an industrial school, had| #24 that they fell into a state of panic 
been drafted into the Army without his | when the vessel went on the rocks ; and 
knowledge or consent, and that he wished whether he proposes to cause inquiry to 
to bring them up to his own trade ; be made into this matter. 
whether he can state upon whose order| THE PRESIDENT or Toe BOARD or 
the boys have been transferred from the) TRADE (Mr. Greratp Baxrour, Leeds, 
industrial school to the Army, in what | Central): The crew of the “ Assyrian ” 
regiment have they been enrolled, and | on her last voyage, which commenced 
what are their respective ages. ,at Antwerp, consisted of thirty-five 


a | persons, of whom twenty-six (including 
*Mr. RITCHIE: The boys referred to! nine Germans) were foreigners. On 


enlisted from “a8 —, yore yea wa previous voyages, commencing in the 
consent, at the ages 0 2, an@ 192)/ United Kingdom, her crew consisted of 
respectively, in the band of the 4th | thirty-one or thirty-two persons, mostly 
Battalion Worcestershire Regiment. This | of British nationality. I have no official 


was done under the powers conferred | report of the behaviour of the crew when 





upon the managers of the school by 
Section 1 of the Reformatory and Indus- 
trial Schools Act, 1891. I find that the 
father has never contributed anything 
towards the maintenance of the boys in 
the school, in spite of proceedings taken 
against him ; and I am of opinion that 
he has no claims to consideration, and | 
that the enlistment is in the best interests | 
of the boys. | 





LONDON WATER CHARGES. | 
Mr. FORDE RIDLEY (Bethnal Green, | 
$.W.): I-beg to ask the President of the 





the steamer went ashore, but the circum- 
stances of the case will certainly form the 
subject of inquiry, either in the colony or 
in this country. 


MALLAIG MAILS. 


Mr. JOHN DEWAR (Inverness-shire): 
I beg to ask the Secretary to the Treasury, 
as representing the Postmaster General, 
if he will state what additional expendi- 
ture it would be necessary to incur in 
order to secure a steamer from Mallaig 
to convey His Majesty’s mails to the out- 
lying islands via the West Coast of Skye. 
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THe FINANCIAL SECRETARY to 
THE TREASURY (Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBER- 
LAIN, Worcestershire, E.): The Post- 
master General is unable to say what 
would be the additional expenditure 
involved in providing a mail steamer 
from Mallaig to the outlying islands via 
the West Coast of Skye. The increased 
expense, however, would certainly be 
considerable ; and in view of the very 
high cost of the existing service, the 
Postmaster General would not be justified 
in recommending additional outlay for 
postal purposes. 


VENTILATION OF THE DIVISION 
LOBBIES. 

Sirk HOWARD VINCENT (Sheffield, 
Central) : I beg to ask the First Commis- 
sioner of Works whether he will state 
who is responsible for putting the electric 
torpedo ventilators into the division 
lobbies without providing the usual 
means for stopping them by means of a 
button if the draught produced causes 
annoyance to those having to sit under 
them, and, if the defect can be remedied. 


Tue FIRST COMMISSIONER or 
WORKS (Mr. Akers DovGrias, Kent, 
St. Augustine’s): The electric motor fans 
in the division lobbies have been fixed 
by my direction. They are constructed 
so as to be controlled by the officials who 
attend to the ventilation of the build- 
ing. and it would. in my opinion, be 
undesirable to alter that arrangement. 
They have been found very effective 
in removing vitiated air, without, so far 
as I am aware, any general complaint 
of draughts attending their use; on the 
contrary, I have been congratulated by 
hon. Members upon the great improve- 
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' how is the necessary information being 
obtained, and especially in South Wilts. 


Questions, 


THe PARLIAMENTARY CHARITY 
COMMISSIONER (Mr. Grirritu Bos- 
CAWEN, Kent, Tunbridge): Since 1890 
reports upon the charities of the following 
counties of England and Wales have been 
completed: Anglesey, Carnarvon, Den- 
bigh, Flint, Merioneth, Carmarthen, 
Glamorgan, Yorks, W.R., London (ex- 
clusive of the City of London). Inquiries 
are being conducted into the charities 
in the following counties : Montgomery, 
Durham, Lancashire, and Wilts and in 
the City of London. The information 
in each case is obtained by an inquiry 
on the spot, and an examination of docu- 
ments by an Assistant Commissioner, 
and such an inquiry by Mr. Cardew is 
proceeding in Wiltshire. 


EARL OF KENMARE AND POLICE 
PROTECTION, ~* 

Mr. MURPHY (Kerry, E.): I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
aware that a member of the Irish police 
force has been constantly engaged at 
Killarney House, the Earl of Kenmare’s 
residence, for a number of years past. and 
that this policeman always appears in 
civilian dress, and is mostly engaged’ in 
attending the flower beds around the 
house, and other similar duties ; whether 
he can state the sum paid in salary and 
allowances to this constable during the 
years he has been at Killarney House ; 
and whether he will¥give instructions 
.to have this policeman withdrawn for 
the performance of other duties, in view 
of the crimelessness of the district. 


ment resulting from their introduction. , 


However, I shall be happy to confer with 
my hon. and gallant friend in the hope 
of alleviating the inconvenience he feels. 


CHARITY COMMISSION INQUIRIES. 

Mr. LAWRENCE (Liverpool, Aber- 
crombie): I beg to ask the hon. Member 
for the Tunbridge Division of Kent, as 


_ THe CHIEF SECRETARY For [RE- 
i; LAND (Mr. Wynpuam, Dover): There 
‘is no foundation for the statement that 
‘the constable employed on the duty of 
‘affording protection at the residence of 
‘Lord Kenmare is or has been engaged 
|in the manner alleged. The constable 
‘has been paid at the ordinary rates, and 


. ‘ . 1 To bye . 
representing the Charity Commissioners, | his employment entails no charge on the 


whether the Charity 


Commissioners | district or county. The question of the 


have initiated a re-survey of the charities | necessity of continuing this special 


of England and Wales, or are making 


| protection is one for determination by the 


any inquiries with a view to compile a! local? responsible officers, with whose 
list of the existing charities, and, if so, | discretion I cannot interfere. 
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Mr. FLAVIN: What is the necessity | more other counties, forms a lunatic 
for the protection of Lord Kenmare ? |asylum district may, in the absence of 
| consent or co-operation on the part oi 

Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member | the councils of such counties, avail itself 


must not enter on arguments. | of Section 76 of the Local Government 
(Ireland) Act, 1898, to provide within 

HERBERT ESTATE (KERRY) |its own jurisdiction an auxiliary lunatic 
CONFERENCE jasylum for the reception of chronic 


Mr. MURPHY: I beg to ask the lunatics, not dangerous to themselves or 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant | others, and who are now, or may be, 
of Ireland whether he can explain the | chargeable to that county, whether as 
sending of two policemen on bicycles | inmates of workhouses or of the district 
‘lunatic asylum; and whether such an 


from Beaufort, county Kerry, to Lahard, | ut ; 
|auxiliary lunatic asylum would be 


county Kerry, to attend a conference of | ‘um 
tenants on the Herbert Estate recently,, Managed by the council of the county 
which conference was held to discuss the | establishing it independently of the joint 
question of purchasing the sporting | committee of the lunatic asylum district 
rights of their farms. comprising that county. 

Mr. WYNDHAM: Nodirections were) Mr. WYNDHAM: The Government 
given to the police to be present at this | has been advised that the council of one 
They attended on their’ of the counties comprising an asylum 
| district could not avail itself of the pro- 
| visions of Section 76 of the Act of 1898, 
/in the absence of the consent and co- 


ee ee ee eee _ operation of the other counti ised 
bie é +, | operation of the other counties comprisec 
Mr. WILLIAM ABRAHAM (Cork | ‘a ths disteiek. 


County, N.E.): I beg to ask the Chief | 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of Ire- ee ih iis se as Tn reed ee : 
land whether he is now in a position to. “—s puniccantincel = — — 
state the decision arrived at by the Agri- | Dr. AMB ROSE (Mayo, W.): I beg to 
culture and Technical Instruction Board | 28k the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
with regard to improving the dairy Lieutenant of Ireland whether he can 
industry in countv Cork and other) state on what grounds a gun licence was 
counties by making advances to farmers, | Tefused to Patrick Masterson, of Donea- 
in the form of loans, for the purpose | 8°: Achill Sound, County Mayo, seeing 
of assisting them to purchase hand-| that Masterson, in his application, stated 
| that he was a bootmaker, and required 
| the gun for the purpose of killing seals, 
Mr. WYNDHAM: The Vice-President | 0ut of whose skins he could make slippers, 
of the Department fully explained at the | which would be a source of income to 
recent meeting of the Agricultural | 
Council the objections to making loans | 
to individuals for purposes such as those | “'21Ni : 
suggested in the question. If, however, | ™JuTIous to his crops. 
with or without the assistance of a| Mp. WYNDHAM: In rejecting this 
local authority, associations of farmers | man’s application for a gun licence the 
approach the Department with any licensing officer acted in the exercise of 
scheme of agricultural loans embodying | the discretion vested in him by law. It 
satisfactory security and provision for) ould be contrary to practice to disclose 
punctual repayment, such scheme will | the reasons upon which this decision was 
be duly considered. heeud 


conference. 
own initiative. 


separators. 


him, and also that he was a landholder, 
and required the gun for the purpose of 
killing crows and other birds which were 


" 


IRISH LUNACY ADMINISTRATION. MALLARANNY CATTLE MARKET. 


Mr. KENNEDY (Westmeath, N.): I} Dr. AMBROSE: I beg to ask the 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord | Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether the/|of Ireland whether he is aware that Mr. 
council of a county which, with one or} R. Stoney, of Rosturk Castle, County 
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Mayo, collects tolls and customs in the | will have an inquiry made into this 


village of Mallaranny, County Mayo, and | 


matter with the view to having this 


that there is no w eighing machine in the | | fine remitted. 


village ; can"he state whether Mr. Stoney | 


is entitled ? ‘to collect tolls and customs, | 


and, if so, whether he is bound to provide | 
a weighing machine. 
Mr. WYNDHAM: The reply to the | 
first paragraph is in the affirmative. 
Mr. Stoney is entitled, I am informed, | 
to collect tolls for cattle at this market. 
By an Order made under Section 2 of | 
the Markets and Fairs 
market authority 
period of three years, from the Ist} 


Act of 1891 the | 
is exempted for a} 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I have no right to 
call upon the judge to explain how he 
performed his dutes. I may, however, 


|mention that no fine whatever was 


imposed on any juror, and the prisoner 
was not sent for trial to the assizes ; on 
the contrary, his trial was adjourned to 
the next quarter sessions, and he himself 
was admitted to bail. 


Mr. REDDY: I was in court when 
| the juryman was fined, so I was not mis- 


October last, from the necessity of pro-| informed. 


viding a weighing 


ranny. 


NEWPORT (COUNTY MAYO) POLICE. a | 

Dr. AMBROSE: 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether he can state how | 
many policemen are stationed at New- | 
port, county Mayo; how many of them | 
are Roman Catholics; what is the 
religion of the district inspector, and also | 
of the resident magistrate of the district. 


I beg to ask the | 


machine at Malla- | 


| W.): 


LIMERICK RURAL POSTMAN’S 
GRIEVANCES. 

Mr. O'SHAUGHNESSY (Limerick, 

I beg to ask the Secretary to the 


| Treasury, as representing the Postmaster 


General, if he can state why, on the 
changing of the route of Thomas Liston, 
rural postman in the districts of Kilmihill, 
_ Ballynoe, and Ballyneale, in the county 
of Limerick, in May, 1900, his usual 


| weekly salary was reduced from 12s. 6d. 


|to 8s. 6d. for no breach of discipline or 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The answers to} 
the first two queries are thirteen and | 
eleven. The district inspector is a Pro- | 
testant, as also is the resident magistrate | 


who attends Newport Petty Sessions. | 


The resident magistrate who attends | 
the other sessions in the district is a} 
toman Catholic. 


TULLAMORE QUARTER SESSIONS 
JUDGE. 

Mr. REDDY (King’s County, Birr): 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the | 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland if his attention | 
has been directed to the proceedings in | 
connection with a case of alleged larceny | 
at the last Tullamore Quarter Sessions, 
in which County Court Judge Curran 
discharged the jury without permitting 
them to consider their verdict, and fined 
one of them £10, sending the prisoner 
to trial at the assizes ; and, seeing that | 
this juror had merely called attention 
to the lack of direct evidence, and that 
thereupon the county court judge com- 
mented adversely on his remarks, and 
inflicted the fine without giving an 
epportunity of explanation, whether he 





lack of duty; is he aware that the mileage 
has not been decreased by the change, 
| but that additional work is the outcome, 
a house to house collection being now 
made ; that owing to this change ‘Liston 
| was unable to attend Divine worship in 
| Ballingarry on Sundays ; and that, on 
investigation by the officials after a period 
of ten months, a helper was appointed 


/on Sundays, but Liston’s weekly salary 
| still further reduced, and whether this 


man will be compensated for the reduction 
in his salary after seven years of service. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: It 
is the fact, as stated by the hon. Member, 
that on the revision of Thomas Liston’s 
duty last year his pay was reduced. 
Under the re-arrangement Liston’s walk 
was extended, but his hours of duty were 
curtailed, as he now reaches home shortly 
after 10 a.m. instead of at 7.40 p.m. as 
formerly. The pay was, however, fixed 
somewhat below scale, and instructions 
have now been given for paying him the 
balance at the scale rate from the date 
of the alteration. A further extension 
of the duty has now been authorised, 
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and in future the pay will be 2s. 6d. a‘ present, and I conceive he would not 
week higher than it is at present. With ‘delay any action he thought fit to take 
regard to the Sunday delivery, it is the on the ground that the Report had not 
ease that to enable the man to attend | been discussed in this House. 
Divine service the duty has been reduced, | 
but it has now been decided tomaintain| Caprain NORTON: May I ask the 
the former payment for Sunday work. right hon. Gentleman whether, seeing 
that the Report will change the entire 
Mr. O'SHAUGHNESSY: Will the military system of the country, he will 
man’s wages be raised to the old scale? —_ not consider it advisable to give the 
House one day other than the days 
Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : No, allotted to Supply for the consideration 


Sir. of this question. 


COMMITTEE ON WAR OFFICE ORGANI- Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I do not agree 
. SATION—DISCUSSION OF REPORT. — with the hon. Gentleman that the Report 
Caprain NORTON (Newington, W.): suggests an entire reconstruction of 
[ beg to ask the First Lord of the Treasury the British Army. 
whether, seeing the importance of the 
recently published Report upon the War ROYAL COMMISSION ON LOCAL 
Office, coupled with the fact that its TAXATION —REPORT. 
publication immediately followed the, Sir HENRY FOWLER (Wolverhamp- 
passage of the Vote upon which it might ton, E.): I beg to ask the First Lord 
have been discussed, he will say whether of the Treasury when the Report. of 
eny opportunity will be afforded of con- the Royal Commission on Local Taxation 
sidering the Report during the present will be presented. 


session. 
Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I believe the 
Tne FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- Report is in the hands of the printer, 
SURY (Mr. A. J. Batrour, Manchester, #24 I hope it will be issued to the public 
E.): I am afraid I can give no pledge i? the course of next week. 
to the hon. Gentleman as to placing anv | 
time at the disposal of the House for BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 
the discussion of this Report. i TOUGH: ke @ tie ition 
prey : of the Government to take the Loan Bill 
*Mr. MATHER (Lancashire, Rossen- to-night, No. 19 on the Paper ? And will 
dale) a As 2 member of the War Office the right hon. Gentleman consent to take 
Organisation Committee may I ask | eport of the Post Office Vote at a time 
whether, having regard to the Instruction | which will allow of a little further dis- 
given by the Secretary of State for cussion, in view of the inadequate debate 
War when it entered on its inquiry | we had on Friday on a question which 
that the subject was one of great! oxcites sudh general interest 2 
importance and great urgency, the} ‘ 
right hon. Gentleman will make some) Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I had hoped 
arrangement for the Report to be that it would be possible to take the Loan 
discussed in the House of Commons, Bill, but inquiry shows it will not. As to 
provided it is necessary that such a/the second question, I think I may ven- 
course should be adopted, before the | ture to point out respectfully to the House 
Secretary of State puts the scheme em-/that in proportion to its interest we have 
bodied in the Report into operation. already discussed this Vote quite ade- 
quately, and I do not see how I can in 
Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I agree that | any way meet the desire which the hon. 
it would be a very unfortunate thing| Gentleman has expressed. Perhaps, as 
if the absence of discussion in this House | I am on my legs, I may explain to the 
were to hamper the Secretary of State} House that I do not propose to move 
in acting upon the Report, but that Ican| my motion to-morrow precisely in the 
assure him is not the case. My right | form in which it appears on the Paper 
hon. friend is considering the*Report at| to-day. As it now stands I propose to 
3E2 
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except the three next Wednesdays from 
its operation. I propose to give the 
26th instant to the discussion of private 
Members’ Bills, but I do not propose 
to leave it altogether in the hands of 
hon. Members. I think the Government 
should retain the power of controlling 
the order of business on that day, and my 
resolution will be altered accordingly. 

Mr. JAMES LOWTHER (Kent, 
Thanet) : What will be the other business 
to-morrow ! 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: 
Bill. 


Mr. GODDARD (Ipswich). What 
will be the Supply taken on Friday ? 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I will give that 
information to-morrow. Probably we 
shall devote Thursday as well as Friday 
to Supply. 


Ways ond 


The Factories 


WAYS AND MEANS. 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 


[Mr. J. W.  Lowruer (Cumberland, 
Penrith) in the Chair. | 
AND GLUCOSE. 

*THe CHANCELLOR or tHe EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir M. Hicks  Beacu, 
Bristol, W.) : The Committee will remem- 
ber that in the Budget resolutions as now 
embodied in the Finance Bill it was pro- 
posed to impose a duty of 2s. per ewt. on 
molasses and all sugar and extracts 
from sugar that cannot be tested by the 
polariscope, and Is. 8d. per 
glucose. Well, since those 


MOLASSES 
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dyes, and other articles. 
| per ewt. was too high a rate for any 
_ article of that sort. 
‘brought under my notice from both 


ewt. on, 
resolutions | 


were passed we have been able, of course, | 


to investigate the nature and quality of 


the articles comprised under those two | 
heads much more exhaustively than was | 
possible before the resolutions were pro- | 


posed ; and I am quite satisfied that the | 
‘cent. of sweetening matter. 


duties imposed by these resolutions on 
molasses and glucose were not sufficient 
to guard the sugar revenue, and were not 
fair to manufacturers here with reference 


to certain kinds of molasses and glucose, | sweetening 
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Means. 


other kinds of extracts which contain as 
much as 80 per cent., I think, of sweeten- 
ing matter, and which are not at all 
by-products of raw sugar, as are molasses, 
but are obtained from raw sugar of a high 
quality, polarising at from 90 deg. to 
93 deg., which would itself pay a duty of 
3s. Id. to 3s. 2d. Therefore it is clear, 


I think, that to impose a duty of not more 
than 2s. a ewt. upon articles of that class 


would result in a very considerable loss 
to the Revenue, and would also place the 
foreign producer of such articles in a 


position of preference to the extent of 


something like 9d. per ewt., as compared 
with the manufacturer of such articles 
here. On the other hand, there is a kind 
of molasses of very poor quality, largely 
exhausted in the process of manufacture, 
which contains a comparatively small 
amount of sweetening matter, and is used 
to the extent of 20,000 or 30,000 tons a 
vear for cattle feeding, and also to some 
extent in the manufacture of blacking, 
Two shillings 


The matter has been 


Scotland and Liverpool, which are in- 
terested in these imports. Therefore, in 


| place of the duty on molasses as now pro- 


posed in the Finance Bill, | propose that 
molasses and all sugar and extracts from 
sugar fwhich cannot be tested by the 
polariscope, if containing 70 per cent. or 
more of sweetening matter, shall pay 
2s. 9d. per ewt.; if containing less than 
70 per cent. and more than 50 per cent. 


| of sweetening matter, 2s. per cwt., as at 


present in the Bill. That relates, I think, 
to certain syrups which are largely con- 
sumed by the poorer classes. If con- 
taining not more than 50 per cent. of 
sweetening matter, ls. per cwt. only. 
With regard to glucose, also, it is neces- 
sary to make an alteration. The duty of 
Is.8d. on glucose was based on the assump- 
tion that glucose contained about 40 per 
We have 
ascertained that there are two kinds ot 
glucose, one of which, the solid glucose, 
contains a very much larger amount of 
matter than that. It is 


while, on the other hand, they were too | largely used for brewing purposes, and 
highwith regard to unexhausted molasses. | it is equal in sweetening power to some- 
Among the extracts of sugar which are| thing like 80 per cent. of sugar ; and, 
classed together with molasses in the/ therefore, solid glucose ought to pay a 


Is 


Bill as it now stands are invert sugar and | corresponding: duty of about 2s. 9d. 


Mr. A. I. Balfour. 
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Liquid glucose has a higher sweetening 
power than | supposed, varying from 
45 to 55 per cent., and therefore [ think 
the duty on that should be 2s. instead of 
ls. 8d., as proposed in the Bill. [ may say 
that we have had practical proof that the 
glucose duty as it now stands in the 
Finance Bill is insufficient to guard the 
sugar revenue, because, since the duty 
was enacted, it is a very remarkable fact 
that the import of glucose from abroad 
has been of a much higher sweetening 
power than that which was formerly 
sent into this country, so that it is per- 
fectly obvious that it is competing un- 
fairly in the market with sugar. I pro- 
pose that these duties should commence 
from to-morrow, and that a_ similar 
Excise duty should be levied on molasses 
and glucose, to take effect also irom 
to-morrow. When the duties on molasses 
and glucose were originally proposed, it 
was impossible to propose that the Excise 
duty should come into force on the same 
day as the Customs duty, because, as the 
Committee are aware, in order to levy an 
Excise duty it is necessary to make 
arrangements for the manner in which 
it shall be levied. This can only be done 
after careful communication with the 
manufacturers of the article on which 
the duty is to be levied. That could not 
take place before the introduction oi the 
Budget ; but the matter has now been 
entirely arranged, and the Inland Re- 
venue authorities inform me that they 
are prepared to levy the Excise duty on 
glucose and molasses as from. to-morrow, 
so that both the manufacturers here and 
abroad will be from that day placed on 
precisely the same footing. I trust the 
Committee will be willing to make these 
alterations in the resolutions, which are. 
of course, only preliminary to my pro- 
posing Amendments to the Finance Bill 
in order to carry them into effect. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That there shall be charged on and 
after the eleventh day of June nineteen 
hundred and one the following Customs 
duties :— 

Molasses and all sugar and 
extracts from sugar which 
‘cannot be tested by the 
polariscope— 

If containing 70 per cent. 
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If containing less than 70 
per cent. and more than 
50 per cent. of sweetening 
matter .. .. the ewt. 2 0 
If containing not more than 
50 per cent. of sweetening 


matter 24%. thesewt 2 6 
Glucose : 
Solid wf the cwt. 2 9 


Liquid atl eee ae 2 0 


And that there shall be charged on 
and after the same date on glucose 
Excise duties equivalent to the Customs 
duties charged on that article.”—( Mr. 
Chancellor of the Exchequer.) 


Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.) said he 
thought the House ought to give a 
little attention to the action which was 
now being taken by the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer. To his mind the pro- 
posals of the Finance Bill had not received 
the consideration which they ought to 
have done. They were witnessing that 
afternoon what he might call the first 
scene in the new drama of Protection 
which had been set up in this country. 
They had a graduated scheme under 
which these new duties were established. 
It was a subtle scheme of Protection. 
The Chancellor of the Exchequer had 
told them that there was no opportunity 
betore the Budget was introduced of 
inquiry as to the imposition of the 
ixcise duty now proposed, but he main- 
tained that they were driven into the 
difficulties which had necessitated these 
alterations, because they had accepted 
the prine:ple of a graduated duty. He 
believed that it was not until after the 
introduction of the Budget that the idea 
of an Excise duty cropped up. He saw 
no reason, if they were to have one, 
why it should not have been enforced 
ever since the 19th April. 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH: I have 
explained that it was impossible to 
arrange the details before. 


Mr. LOUGH said he desired to eall 
attention to the inconvenience which 
had been inflicted on a very important 
trade for two or three months, and 
which he believed would fall upon the 
general public in consequence of the 


or more of sweetening s. ¢. complicated system which it had taken 
matter .. .. the ewt. 2 % the Treasury so long to incubate. He 
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would like to make an appeal to the | resolution was a very proper one. But 
leaders of the party to which he belonged |it appeared to him that an element 
to be warned by what was going on) was being introduced as a subject of 
that afternoon, and to take a little more | taxation which was not proposed to be 
interest in the matter. He regretted| taxed by the Finance Bill. That was 
exceedingly that there was no one on| sweetening matter. He would like to. 
the Front Opposition Bench to say one| ask the Chancellor of the Exehequer 
word of protest against the system which | what he meant by sweetening matter, 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer em-|and how the amount of sweetening 
bodied in the Budget and which he had| matter was to be ascertained. He 
enlarged that evening. The right hon. | wished it to be understood that he was 
Gentlemen the Members for East Wolver- | not complaining of the right hon. Gentle- 
hampton, West Monmouth, East Fife,| man’s proposal. 

and Montrose Burghs had all given the 

sugar duty away. The one crumb of *Smr M. HICKS BEACH said that in 
comfort he had got was that the right; the Finance Bill, as it now stood, under 
hon. Gentleman the Leader of the Opposi-' the head of “ molasses” other articles. 
tion had not committed himself yet. were included in the words “and all! 
That was the right hon. Gentleman's! sugar and extracts from sugar which 
great virtue. He waited, with regard) cannot be tested by the polariscope.” 
to these complicated matters, until he The polariscope could not be applied 
saw the whole plan of the Chancellor of | to these articles, and they were grouped 
the Exchequer unfolded. They had | together as one thing, so that a certain 
been told by the right hon. Gentleman! duty might be levied upon them. It 
the Member for East Wolverhampton! had been discovered that. they varied 
that Mr. Gladstone and Sir George) very much in their sweetening matter, 
Cornewall Lewis had both imposed ai and obviously it was necessary to make 
sugar duty. But the circumstances! a difference between them in order to 
were not altogether analogous. It was protect the sugar revenue. 

a terrible thing for this country, after 

twenty-five years of freedom from 4) Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.) said the 
duty of this nature, to have it reimposed, | (pancellor of the Exchequer had now 
especially under the complicated con- | proposed a radical change in the resolu- 
ditions _— suggested, conditions which, |tion which was formerly brought for- 
Tivol of the enormous ee ward. He had announced that if the 
at ‘the article ponigdine eg a. Bill were passed in the shape in which 
= -sitacioe= gnome dimes needa ira drafted, they would be unwittingly 


George Cornewall Lewis had not’ had to 
act after a period of twenty-five years | 
freedom from the duty; they only | 
varied it, in fact, and he therefore | 
appealed to the Leader of the Opposition, | 
who, as he had pointed out, had not yet | 
committed himself, to closely watch the | 
proceedings of the Chancellor of the | 
Exchequer. There were great issues 
involved which must inevitably lead to 


putting on a large protective duty with 
regard to glucose and certain forms of 
molasses. That was a very good illustra- 
tion of the effect of putting a tax on an 
article which entered largely into the 
manufactures of the country. If, when 
the Government brought in the Bill,. 
the two or three Members on the Opposi- 


|tion side of the House who had taken 


an interest in the question had brought 


considerable discussion. le : 
forward the theory which the Chancellor 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) | of the Exchequer now stated, they would 
said that, as he understood the Chan-| have been laughed at. If the Chancellor 
cellor of the Exchequer’s proposal, the | of the Exchequer had not made this 


effect was to put glucose on the same | proposal now the result would have been 
that a protective measure would have 


' been passed without perhaps more than 
'ten Members knowing what was being 
‘done. The Chancellor of the Exchequer 


footing as sugar. 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH: Yes. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES said that, | told them now that the resolution would 
in that case, the right hon. Gentleman's prevent this being a protective measure. 
‘ 


Mr. Levgh, 
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How were they to know that? They | 
had simply the Chancellor of the Ex- | 
chequer’s statement. How many mem- | 
bers of the Committee were in a position | 
to say that they understood what was | 
meant by Copeland’s test, by which | 
it was proposed to ascertain the amount 
of sweetening matter in sugar and 
molasses? They were going blindly 
in this matter on the word of the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer, who admitted 
that he did not understand the subject. 
Unless the right hon. Gentleman was 
able to give a fuller explanation of the 
method by which the sweetening power 
of those various substances was to be 
tested, it was preposterous to ask the 
House of Commons to pass a measure 
which might be a protective measure. 
The Chancellor of the Exchequer had 
at this stage introduced for the first time 
the expression ‘‘sweetening matter.”’ 
What was sweetening matter? The) 
Jommittee had received no definition. 
It was not sugar, and if the right 
hon. Gentleman meant the power of 


certain articles to impart sweetness, 
then he ought to draw a_ distine- 
tion between beetroot sugar and 


cane sugar. Cane sugar had greater 
sweetening power than an equal quantity 
of beetroot sugar. The Chancellor of 
the Exchequer had drafted and intro- 
duced the Finance Bill in blank ignor- 
ance as to the relative sweetening 
powers of liquid and solid glucose. 
What difficulty was there in getting 
that information as to the difference 
earlier from the chemists or experts on 
whose advice he relied? He must 
have had at his command confidential 
men at Somerset House, who could have 
told him the difference between liquid 
and solid glucose. The hon. Member 
did not see the slightest ground for the 
position taken up now by the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer, seeing that he was in 
a position to make inquiry and to get 
the information before he introduced | 
the resolution. Surely it was not beyond 
the ingenuity of modern chemists to 
liquefy solid glucose, and if that were 
done the whole structure of the new 
financial resolution would be knocked | 
on the head. He thought it was the) 
most extraordinary doctrine ever intro- | 
duced in the House of Commons that 
a most complicated financial provision | 


( 
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Means. 


should be based on the assumption that 
the present relations between the sweeten- 
ing powers of solid and liquid glucose 
would remain unchanged. This was 
only a proof of the vicious character 
of thetax. An extraordinary revolution 
was being introduced in the financial 
system of the country. He had watched 
with amazement the docility with which 
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the House of Commons had accepted 
this extraordinary change. 


It was a 
tax, in his opinion, which combined in 
itself every possible objection to a tax. 
It was a tax on an essential and most 
valuable article of the food of the people. 
Already the price of blacking and bis- 
cuits had been raised. He was informed 
that Huntley and Palmer had raised the 
price of their biscuits, and even of those 
which contained no sugar at all. 
[Laughter.] Hon. Members laughed, 
but that was a fact. Peek, Frean, and 
Company had sent out a circular stating 
that they had been compelled to raise 
the price of all their biscuits without 
reference to the question whether they 
contained sugar or not. The tax would 
be very costly to levy, and it would be 
impossible, at least for several years, to be 
quite certain whether or not it was 
discriminating against the manufac- 
turers of this country and in favour of 
manufacturers abroad. It was a tax 
which sinned against all the great 
canons by which the financiers of the 
last fifty years had been guided in 
bringing the finance of this country to a 
state of perfection which had made it 
the envy of every expert throughout the 
world. On these grounds he would 
resist the tax at every possible stage. 


Mr. CHAPLIN (Lincolnshire, Sleaford) 
said the hon. Member for East Mayo had 
charged the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
with desiring to impose a graded duty 
on sugar. It appeared to him that the 
object of the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
was to place glucose and sugar of different 
qualities upon an entirely equal footing 
so far as he could. It was impossible 
for obvious reasons that the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer should make ex- 
haustive inquiries into this subject before 
bringing forward the proposal. If, of 
course, the right hon. Gentleman had 
made such inquiries everybody would 
have known what one of the principal 
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features of the Budget was to be before 
the time came for explaining it. The 
hon. Member for East Mayo complained 
that he did not understand all the 
details of the chemical tests on this 
question. How many Members would 
be able to understand them unless they 
had some special chemical education ! 
The Chancellor of the Exchequer had at 
his command the advice of able and 
experienced experts, and he had taken 
their opinion. It was no doubt on 
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their advice that the changes 
he now proposed were made. 


The hon. Member for East Mayo 
wanted to know how many Members of 
the House of Commons had even the 
beginnings of an understanding of the 
question, and went on to say that he did 
not believe half a dozen did. He thought 
the hon. Member was perfectly right, 
and that the hon. Member himself could 
not be included in the number. The 
inference he drew from the statement 
was, what a blessing it would be if a few 
Members could recognise their want of 
information on certain subjects, and that 
they were not qualified, although ready, 
to talk on all possible occasions. After 
all, the speech of the hon. Member was 
an attack more than anything else on 
the sugar duty branch of the Budget ; 
but whether it was right or wrong to 
impose a duty on sugar, at any rate that 
duty had already been agreed to by the 
House. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
(Stirling Burghs): The objects proposed 
by the right hon. Gentleman are of an 
exceedingly technical and complicated 
character, and he will not expect, I am 
sure, the ordinary Member of Parliament 
to be able either to follow exactly what 
he said or to appreciate the rights and the 
wrongs of any question which might be 
raised in the matter. All I can say is 
that it will be the duty of us all to get 
such information as we can as to the 
general effect of the duty which the 
right hon. Gentleman proposes, which 
seems to me, roughly speaking, in the 
direction of that equal treatment of these 
different commodities which certainly 
ought to be the object which we should 
seek to obtain. I think that some of us 


should look at the question very closely, 
not from the general point of view of the | 
\ 


Mr. Chaplin. 


{COMMONS} 


1484 


Means. 


sugar duty, which is hardly before the 
Committee to-day, but from the point 
of view of the effect of its details upon 
Protection, and the [consequences that 
may follow to different branches of the 
trade of this country from the duties that 
are proposed. Now, there is one matter 
to which my attention has been called, 
and which, as represented to me, seems 
highly deserving of attention, namely, 
the duty charged upon the sugar in 
canned fruits. The duty has been, | 
believe, imposed on the sugar in canned 
fruits far exceeding the proportion of 
duty that ought to have fallen upon it, 
and in that way a considerable industry 
is injuriously affected and a protective 
effect is created, and it will lead, no doubt, 
to a considerable increase in the price to 
the consumer in this country. In a 
matter so diffused as this, the use of sugar 
in manufactures, where there are so many 
developments of industry and ingenuity 
in the employment of sugar in various 
commodities, I think we may be sure 
that there will be cases of this sort which 
will require the attention of the Com- 
mittee. I do not know whether the 
right hon. Gentleman’s attention has 
been particularly called to the point to 
which I refer, nor do | know that it 
would require to be dealt with in Com- 
mittee, but I hope he will be able to give 
a satisfactory explanation of the circum- 
stance to which | have referred. For 
the present moment, I think we are 
hardly in a position to say “ Aye” or 
“No” to the detailed changes which 
the right hon. Gentleman has intimated 
to us, but it will be our duty to press 
inquiry before we get out of Committee 
on the Finance Bill. 


Sm MARK STEWART (Kirkeud- 
brightshire) said that, however much the 
proposal of the right hon. Gentleman 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer might 
be criticised from a hostile point of view 
by hon. Gentlemen opposite, it would 
meet with great acceptance from agri- 
culturists generally. He spoke with 
some knowledge on this subject. He 
had been somewhat startled by the fact 
that by the first resolution brought into 
the House the tax on molasses would 
have amounted to 2s. a ewt., or 12s. a 
barrel, which seemed to him a particu- 
larly heavy tax on a valuable cattle food. 
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on the topic, but he simply wished to 
thank his right hon. friend the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer for looking into 
this matter, and bringing this new 
resolution before the House. 


Mr. E. J. C. MORTON (Devonport) 
said he could not avoid protesting 
against what he regarded as the utter 
unsoundness of the whole financial 
scheme of the present Government, and 
he would take every opportunity of pro- 
testing against each detail of it. They 
knew that the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer had consistently asserted that 
the proposals in regard to the sugar duty 
were not protective. Asa matter of fact, 
whether the tax on molasses as originally 
introduced was or was not protective, 
it could not be denied that the right hon. 
Gentleman was now proposing to intro- 
duce a graduated tax on molasses ; in 
fact, the right hon. Gentleman was now 
proposing three taxes for one. He was 
perfectly well aware that, technically 
speaking, the proposal of the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer could not be described 
as protective, simply because the right 
hon. Gentleman proposed to put on an 
Excise duty corresponding to the 
Customs duties. But he maintained 
that the evils which would result from 
these proposals were similar to the evils 
arising from protection pure and simple. 
He would point out that during the last 
twenty-four or twenty-six years sugar 
had not only become a staple article of 
the food of the people, but the raw 
material on which several small trades 
had been founded. Therefore to tax 
the raw material of these trades was to 
produce the very evils of which they 
complained from a purely protective tax. 
He would point out that foreign countries 
which gave bounties on the exports of 
sugar made a pure present to this 
country of so much sugar, and it was 
owing to that present that these small 
industries had been started. These small 
industries depended for their prosperity 
essentially on the cheapness of sugar, and 
that cheapness of sugar again depended 
on the sugar being admitted duty free. 
Take, for instance, the jam trade, which 
now employed five times the number of 
people that had been employed by all the 
More- 
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He, however, did not intend to enlarge | 
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over, we were able to make a profit out 
of the very foreign countries who made 
us a present of this sugar through their 
export bounties, and we were exporting 
large quantities of jam abroad. 


Means. 


*Toe CHAIRMAN: Order, order! All 
that the hon. Gentleman can discuss on 
this resolution is the variation caused by 
the proposed changes in the duties on 
sugar*substitutes and molasses. 


Mr. E. J. C. MORTON said he would 
endeavour not to transgress the Chair- 
man’s ruling. He would put his point 
in a slightly different way. The Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer’s proposal, he 
maintained, would still further increase 
the price of sugar, and thereby produce 
an increased evil of the character he had 
indicated—an evil which existed to a 
small extent in the original proposals of 
the Budget. He would like, if he might, 
inasmuch as the question had been 
mentioned in debate, to refer to the 
assertion of the right hon. Gentleman 
the Member for East Wolverhampton 
and the right hon. Gentleman the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer that thev claimed 
the authority of Mr. Gladstone in regard 
to an increased tax on sugar. 


*THe CHAIRMAN : No authority was 
claimed in regard to the increase of the 
tax on sugar, but in regard to the im- 
position of a tax on sugar. The hon. 
Member is now trying to get round the 
ruling I have given. 


Mr. E. J. C. MORTON said he was 
under the impression that the analogy 
was that Mr. Gladstone had increased 
the tax on sugar, not that he had imposed 
it. But he would leave that point, and 
only remark in conclusion that he trusted 
the leaders on that side of the House 
would endeavour to rid themselves of 
one particular attitude of mind in regard 
to the proposal of the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer, that there were those who 
supported the sugar tax as bad finance 
merely because bad finance would punish 
those who took a different view from 
them in regard to the war. 


*Mr. CHARLES McARTHUR (Liver- 
pool, Exchange) said he was glad that 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer had 
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intimated his intention of reducing the 
duty on the lower class of molasses. 
Treacle was largely imported for making 
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feeding cakes for cattle, and if the duty | 


on that treacle had been left at the very 
high figure in the original Budget resolu- 
tion it would have practically stopped the 
trade and been detrimental to agriculture. 
He would have liked to have seen molasses 


not used for human food exempted from , 
the duty altogether; but as that was. 


impossible he thanked the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer for making the reduction 
he had done. 


Mr. KEARLEY (Devonport) said that 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer had 
been very slow to convince as to the 
necessity of maintaining this tax on 
glucose. The right hon. Gentleman 
had disregarded the information brought 
to his notice in the House ; and it seemed 
extraordinary that there should not have 
been some inquiry on his part as to the 
incidence of the duty. He should like 
to point out to the right hon. Gentleman 


that his proposal would not fully meet the | 


ease in regard to glucose. He was per- 
fectly certain that unless the right hon. 
Gentleman imposed the full sugar duty 
on glucose it would lead to the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer being defrauded by 
foreign firms, and most assuredly it 
would lead to the consumer being de- 
frauded. He would give proof of what 
he had stated. In the first place, the 
brewer would always show a great pre- 
ference for the cheap article. Now that 
there was a differentiation between the 
duties on sugar and glucose he would 
show a greater preference than ever for 
the cheaper and less desirable article. 


But it must not be forgotten that the | 
brewer paid a beer duty on the specific | 


gravity of the liquid, that was to say, 
on the wort; and the specific gravity 
of the liquid produced from glucose and 
the specific gravity of the liquid produced 
from sugar was exactly the same. The 
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|the burden the Chancellor of the Ex- 
| chequer should consider the differentia- 
|tion between the duties on sugar and 
glucose. What was the effect on the con- 
/sumer? When the consumer purchased, 
an article containing sugar he expected 
to get pure sugar, but the result of the 
| differentiation between the duties on 
glucose and sugar would be that the 
manufacturer would displace pure sugar 
and put in this impure article that was 
already rapidly taking place, and the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer was en- 
couraging this. The right hon. Gentle- 
man showed a lamentable lack of know- 
ledge in this matter. He admitted that 
glucose was largely used, and when ques- 
tions were put to him as to whether it was 
or was not adulteration, he said he did not 
appear to know much about it. 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH : I said it was. 
illegal. 


Mr. KEARLEY said the right hon. 
Gentleman said it had been appealed. 
against, but he did not appear to know 
that the judgment of the court of first 
instance had been upheld on that appeal. 
We did not want to be in a state of glueose 
saturation; we had to drink glueose 
beer ; we did not want glucose in every- 
thing. He strongly urged that the 
duty on glucose should be put up to a 
level with the highest sugar duty, and he 
hoped the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
would give some consideration to that 
matter in his reply. 


Mr. GODDARD (Ipswich) said he did 
not understand from the speech of the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer what would 
be the result of this change in the duty 
so far as the Exchequer was concerned, 
or what would be the result so far as the 
revenue was concerned. When he re- 
plied the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
would perhaps give some consideration 
to that point. 


result would inevitably be that we should | 


have beer less pure than before ; it would 
be a glucose beverage altogether ; 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer would 
not receive from the brewer the amount 
of taxation to which he was justly 
entitled. The Conservative party had 
always been regarded as the friends of ‘the 
trade” asit was called,and in re-arranging 


Mr. Charles McArthur. 


and | 


*M». TAYLOR (Lancashire, Radcliffe) 
said the very fact that the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer proposed to iucreased 
one tax by over 60 per cent. and to reduce 
another by 50 per cent. was a lesson 
to the House as to the difficulties and 
dangers of meddling with subjects with 
which, not only the Chancellor of the 
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Exchequer, but certainly the House 
at large were not qualified to deal. He 
did not for a moment believe that the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer meant to 
do any harm to the commercial interests 
of the country ; but the fact that within 
two months of the passing of taxes of this 
importance it was found necessary to 
impose such a great change should be a 
warning to the House not to embark 
in this particular form of taxation. 


*Mr. STEVENSON (Suffolk, Eye) 
disclaimed any desire to embark upon 
a discussion of the taxation of molasses, 
which was a technical subject with which 
he was not prepared to deal. No doubt 
the reduction of the tax upon molasses 
would by some be considered a boon to 


the agricultural classes, but he considered , 
if it were it was of a very qualified | 


nature, as the particular kind of molasses 
affected made more fat than meat, when 
used as feeding stuffs. With regard 
to glucose and other sweetening sub- 
stances akin to sugar, they should not 
pay a less duty than sugar, and the only 


question was whether this particular rise | 


in the duty of glucose was calculated to 
meet that object. If a particular tax 
was imposed upon sugar a tax, at least 
equal in amount, ought to be imposed 
on articles of food akin to sugar. Whether 
such a thing would be done by this tax 
was extremely doubtful. He trusted 
that when this matter was more fully 


of the Exchequer would be open to con- 
viction and amenable to such suggestions 
as were offered, and that he would see 
his way to mete out to glucose and other | 
substances used in place of sugar the 
same treatment as he meted out to sugar 
itself. 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH: 
desire that, so far as the sweetening 
powers of sugar on one side and of glucose | 
on the other are concerned, the duty | 
should be equal. But my mind is abso- 
lutely open with regard to the further | 
discuss‘on of the matter in Committee. 
I have made this proposal to the Com- | 
mittee, which, despite the remarks of the 
hon. Member for Devonport, is a very 
large increase in the duty on glucose. 
in the belief that practically sugar and 
solid glucose will be put on an equality. 


It is my | 
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title to these hereditary revenues. 
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' As to the effect of the changes on the 
revenue, the duty is increased to a large 
extent on solid glucose, and to a lesser 
extent on liquid glucose. but with regard 
to a very considerable part of molasses 
and other kinds of sugar the duty is. 
largely lowered, and though I should 
think that on the whole there will be 
some increase on the total yield of the 
duties on molasses and glucose, I do not 
think it will be a very large one. 


Question put, and agreed to. 


Resolution to be reported to-morrow ; 
Committee to sit again upon Wednesday. 


CIVIL LIST BILL. 


Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 


[Mr. [J. W. Lowrner (Cumberland, 
Penrith) in the Chair. | 


Clause 1 :— 


Mr. LABOUCHERE (Northampton) 
said the intention of the Amendment he 
desired to move was to deal with the 
question of whether the hereditary 
revenues derived from the Crown lands- 
and other sources really belonged to the 


_King in his personal capacity or in his 


capacity of head of the State. In the 


| preamble of the Bill the House was told 
considered in Committee the Chancellor | 


that these had been given up by the 
King, but the preamble of a Bill did not. 
make law, and the fact that in the 
preamble he gave them up did not give 
the King, in his personal capacity, any 
He 
believed that no lawyer would venture to 
assert that these hereditary revenues 
helonged personally to the sovereign, 
except as the head and representative of 


the State. In 1872 a Report was made by 


the Treasury upon divers matters con- 
nected with finance, and in an exhaustive 


| appendix to that Report the whole ques- 


tion of the hereditary revenues was. 
treated—whence they were derived and 
to whom they belonged ; and no one, he- 
submitted, could read that official docu- 
ment without coming to the conclusion: 
that the whole idea of the hereditary 
revenues belonging to the sovereign was: 
about as much a myth as any telegram: 
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of Reuter’s from the seat of war. Up to 
1688 there was no such thing as a Civil 
List at all. Up to then the hereditary 
revenues belonged entirely to the State, 
and were devoted to the government 
of the State, and no distinction was 
made as to what the monarch was to 
spend on his family. What was now 
called the Civil List came into existence 
at the time of William and Mary, when 
the funds were voted and certain sources 
were reserved from which money was to 
be derived ; but there was no pretence 
that they belonged to the sovereign in 
any way, and the House of Commons 
had a right to vote or refuse them as it 
chose. In the reign of Anne certain 
revenues were charged, but even then 
there was no idea that they in any way 
belonged to the sovereign. It was 
acknowledged then that they belonged 
to the country, and portions of them 
were taken and devoted to special pur- 
poses. In the reigns of George I. and 
George II. the same rule applied. In 
the reign of George III. the arrangement 
was much the same ; but it was in that 
reign that in the preamble of the Act 
the King said he gave up the hereditary 
revenues from Crown lands, ete., and 
the same renunciation was performed in 
the preambles of the Acts of George IV., 
William IV.,and Victoria. But couldany 
lawyer say, after the facts which had 
been set forth by the official Report of 
1872, that there was any right in the 
sovereignto hold these revenues as hisown 
property ! Such a right was not derived 
before the Revolution of 1688, and it was 
certainly not derived afterwards. The 
only reason the remuneration was put 
into the preambles of the Acts of George 
1., George II., and George III. was that, 
although those sovereigns had recognised 
that the larger hereditary revenues 
belonged to the State, they had not so 
recognised the smaller ones. This was 
considered unfair, and therefore it was 
specially inserted in the Civil List of 
William IV. that these smaller revenues, 
as well as the hereditary revenues, were 
given up. The Crown had absolutely 
no title to the Crown lands, or to any 
other hereditary revenues. The mis- 
take had crept in apparently owing to 
the action of Lord Bute. If it were 


merely the old-fashioned mode of showing 
respect to the Crown, he should not have 
Mr. Lebouchere. 


{COMMONS} 


Bill. 


| protested against it, but it was more than 

that. The Chancellor of the Exchequer 
himself had said that as a consideration 
for the House granting the Civil List, the 
Crown had given up this personal pro- 
'perty. But that point was not taken into 
consideration at all. In granting the 
Civil List, no account was taken of the 
‘relation it would bear to the amount the 
Crown lands brought in, but a sum 
was granted which the House thought 
fitting to the dignity and the mainten- 
ance of the Crown. He therefore pro- 
tested against this statement being 
dragged into one Civil List after another. 
There ought always to be a protest raised 
against it. The principle should be 
kept alive that the sovereign should 
have no personal estates, and that so far 
as the Crown lands, ete., were concerned 
the sovereign owned no personal property. 
He therefore moved the Amendment 
standing in his name. 


1492 


Amendment proposed— 

“In page 1, line 25, to leave out from the 
word ‘revenues’ to the word ‘ shall,’ in page 2, 
line 1.’—(Mr Labouchere. 


Question proposed, “ That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of the 
clause.” 


Tue FIRST LORD or the TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. Batrour, Manchester, 
E.): The hon. Gentleman has given us 
a very learned and interesting disquisition 
upon the history of Crown lands, but I 
confess I cannot for the life of me see how 
his premisses lead to his conclusions, or 
what benefit he desires to gain for his 
Amendment. The hon. Member says 
that there is no doubt the Crown lands 
do not belong to the Crown. I should 
say there is no doubt that the Crown 
lands do belong to the Crown, and every 
lawyer in the House, I suppose, would 
confirm that statement. The Crown 
lands belong to the Crown, and the 
sovereign could, if he had not made 
renunciation like that contained in this 
Bill, spend the money precisely as he 
chose. It may be perfectly true that in 
the days when there was no Civil List, 
in the more primitive days of British 
Monarchy, the Crown lands not only 
defrayed the cost of the sovereign’s 
household and personal expenses, but a 
| 
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large part of the expenses of running the 
government of the country. But no 
lawyer would say, in the absence of a 
renunciation by the Crown, that it would 
not be in the power of the Crown to 
spend the revenues of the Crown lands 
according to the will of the sovereign 
for the time being. Under these cireum- 
stances I cannot see what would be gained 
by the Amendment of the hon. Gentle- 
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refuse to come to terms about the 
arrangements for keeping up the Mon- 
archy ; and, in the meanwhile, the evi- 
dence afforded by the past reign shows 
that the present arrangement is highly 
satisfactory, and I think that in the 
present reign it would be in the highest 
degree foolish for the House to disturb 
that arrangement. 


Question put. 














man. 


Acland-Hood, Capt.Sir A. F, 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Aird, Sir John 

Allan, William (Gateshead) 
Allsopp, Hon George 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Asquith, Rt. Hn Herbert Henry 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Austin, Sir John 

Bagot, Capt. JoscelineFitzRoy 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Baldwin, Alfred 
Balfour,Rt. Hn. A.J. (Manceh’r) 
Balfour, Rt HnGerald W(Leeds 
Balfour, MajK R(Christchurch 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Bathurst, Hon. Allen Benjamin 
Beach, Rt. Hn. SirM. H. (Bristol 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 

Bill, Charles 

Black, Alexander William 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Boustielé, William Robert 
Bowles,Capt. H.T. (Middlesex) 
Bowles,T.Gibson (King’sLynn 
srassey, Albert 

Broadhurst, Henry 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brookfield, Colonel Montagu 
3rown, AlexanderH.(Shropsh. 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Brymer, William Ernest 

Burt, Thomas 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Campbell, Rt. Hn.J A(Glasgow 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V.C W (Derbyshire) 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hon.J.(Birm 
Chamberlain,J Austen(Wore’r 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos H. A. E. | 
Coddington, Sir William 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 


It is in the highest degree im- 
probable that the time will ever arrive 
when a sovereign of this country would 


Noes, 67. 


AYES. 


Colomb,SirJohnCharlesReady 
Corbett, A. Cameron(Glasgow) 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Craig, Robert Hunter 

Cripps, Charles Alfred 
Crombie, John William 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 
Dalkeith, Earl of 

Dalrymple, Sir Charles 


Davies, Sir H. D. (Chatham) | 


Davies,M. Vaughan-Cardigan 
Denny, Colonel 

Dewar, JobnA.(Inverness-sh. ) 
Dimsdale, Sir JosephCockfield 
Dixon-HartlandSirFred Dixon 
Doughty, George 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxford,Sir William Theodore 
Dunean, J. Hastings 

Dunn, Sir William 

Dyke, Rt. Hon. Sir Wm. H. 
Edwards, Frank 

Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas | 
Emmott, Alfred 

Fardell, Sir T. George 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edw. 
Fenwick, Charles 

Ferguson, R. ©. Munro (Leith) 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst | 
Finch, George H. | 
Finlay, Sir Kohert Bannatyne | 
Firbank, Joseph Thomas 
Fisher, William Hayes 


: FitzGerald,SirRobertPenrose- | 


Fitzroy, Hon. Edward A. 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Fletcher, Sir Henry 
Flower, Ernest 

Fowler, Rt. Hn. Sir. Henry 
Gartit, William 
Gladstone, Rt. Hn.Herb. John 
Gordon, Hn.J. E(Elgin& Nairn) 
Gore, Hn. 8. F.Ormsby-(Line. | 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir Jolin E. 
Goschen, Hon. George Joachim 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Graham, Henry Robert 
Grant, Corrie 

Green, W. D. (Wednesbury) 
Greene,SirEW(BrySEdm’nds | 
Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Groves, James Grimble 
Guthrie, Walter Murray 


| Hain, Edward 


The Committee divided : 
(Division List No 230.) 


Ayes, 509 = 


Haldane, Richard Bourdon. 
Hall, Edward Marshall 
Hamilton, Rt. Hn. LdG.(Midd’x 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. Robert Wm.. 
Harcourt, Rt. Hon. Sir Wm. 
Hardy,Laurence(Kent, Ashf'd. 
Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Haslam, Sir Alfred S. 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Hayne,Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Hayter, Rt. Hon..Sir A. D. 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Helder, Augustus 
Hermon-Hodge, Robert T. 
Higginbottom, 8S. W. 
Hill, Arthur 
Hobhouse,C. E. H.(Bristol,E. } 
Holland, William Henry 
Hope, J. F. (Shetti'ld, Brightside 
Horner, Frederick William 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Houldsworth, Sir W. H. 
Howard,.J.(Midd.,Tottenham): 
Hozier, Hon. J. Henry Cecil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Humpbreys-Owen, Arthur C. 
Jacoby, James Alfred 
Jettreys, Arthur Frederick 
Jessel, Capt. Herbert Merten 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Joicey, Sir James 
Jones, William (Carnarvonsh. 
Kay-Sbuttleworth, RtHnsSirU.. 
Kearley, Hudson E. 
Kennaway,Kt. Hon.SirJohnH. 
Kenyon, James (Lanes., Bury} 
Kenyon-Slaney,Col. W.(Salep. 
Kimber, Henry 
King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Kinloch, Sir John George S. 
Kit<on, Sir James 
Knowles, Lees 
Lambtun,Hon. Frederick Win. 
Langley, Batty 
Laurie, .Lt.-General 
Lawrence,Joseph (Monmouth) 
Lawrence, Wim. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, John Grant 
Lecky, Rt. Hon. Wm. Edw. H. 
Lee, ArthurH(Hants.,Fareh’im 
Lees, Sir Elliott ( tirkenhead) 
Leese, SirJoseph I( Accringtun) 
Leigh. Bennett, Henry Currie: 
Levy, Maurice 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R.. 
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Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter (Bristol,S 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lowther, C. (Cum., Eskdale) 
Lowther, Rt.Hn. James (Kent) 
Lucas, Col. Francis( Lowestoft) 
Lucas, ReginaldJ, (Portsmouth 
Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
Macdona, John Cumming 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liver rpool) 
M‘Iver,SirLewis( Edinb’rgh, W 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Malcolm, Ian 
Manners, Lord Cecil 
Maple, Sir John Blundell 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Maxwell, W..J.H.(Dumfriessh. 
Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 
Middlemore, John T 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Montagu, Hon. J. 8. (Hants. ) 
Morgan, HnFred.(Monm’thsh. 
Morley, RtHn John(Montrose) 
Morris, Hon. Martin Henry F. 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, A. H. A. (Deptford) 
Morton, Edw.J.C.(Devonport) 
Moss, Samuel 
Moulton, John Fletcher 
Mount, William Arthur 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Muntz, Philip A. 
Murray,RtHnA.Graham(Bute 
Murray, Chas. J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndhami(Bath) 
Myers, Williain Henry 
Newdigate, Francis Alexander 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Norman, Henry 
O'Neill. Hon. Robert Torrens 
Palmer, George W m. (Reading) 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Parker, Gilbert 
Partington, Oswald 
Pease, Alfred E. (Cleveland) 
Pease, Herb. Pike (Darlington) 


Abraham, Wm. (Cork, N. E.) 
Ambrose, Robert 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Blake, Edward 

Boland, John 

Burke, E. Haviland- 
Burns, John 

_ aine, William Sproston 

Caldwell, James 

Campbell, John (Armagh, S$.) 
Crean, Eugene 

Cullinan, z, 

Delany, William 

Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dillon, John 

Donelan, Capt. A. 

‘Doogan, P. C. 

Dufiy, William J. 

Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christo pher 
Gilhooly, James 


{COMMONS} 


Percy, Earl 
P or Robert William 
Philipps, John Wynford 
Pilkington, Lt.-Col. Richard 
Platt- Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, W alter R. 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Price, Robert John 
Purvis. — 
Pym, C. Guy 
Quilter, Sir Cuthbert 
tandles, John S. 
Saute, Sir James 
Rasch, Maj. Frederic Carne 
Rea, Russell 
Reid, James (Greenock) 
Reid, Sir R. Threshie( Dumfries 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Renwick, George 
Ridley,Hn. M. W.(Stalybridge) 
titchie, Rt. Hn.Chas. Thomson | 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs. ) 
Robertson, Herbert(Hackney) 
Robinson, Brooke 
Robson, William Snowdon 
toe, Sir Thomas 
Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
tollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
topner, Colonel Robert 
Rothschild, Hn. Lionel Walter 
Russell, T. W. 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Samuel, Harry 8. (Limehouse) | 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Scott, SirS. (Marylebone, W.) 
Seely, Charles H. (Lincoln) 
Seton-Karr, Henry 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Shaw, Charles E. (Stafford) 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Shaw-Stewart, M.H.(Renfrew 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Sinclair, Capt. J. (Forfarshire) 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Smith, HC(Northumb. Tynesd. 
Smith, Jas. Parker (Lanarks) | | 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D.(Strand) | 
Spear, John Ward 


NOES. 


Goddard, Daniel Ford 


| Gurdon, ‘Sir W. Brampton 


Hammond, John 
Hardie,J. Keir(MerthyrTydv’] 
Hayden, John Patrick 


Hope, John Dean (Fife, West) 
Kennedy, Patrick James 


| Mooney, John J. 


pony Edmund 

| Leng, Sir John 

| Lewis, John Herbert 

| Lloyd-George, David 
Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W 

MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 

| Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
M‘Dermott, Patrick 
M‘Govern, T 


Murnaghan, George 
Murphy, John 
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| Spencer, RtHnCR(Northants.) 
| Stanley, Edward J. (Somerset) 


Stanley, Lord ( Lanes.) 
Stevenson, Francis S. 
Stewart,SirMarkJ. M ‘Taggart 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Strachey, Edward 

Stroyan, John 

Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 


| Tennant. Harold John 


Thomas, F. Freeman-( Hastings 
Thomas, J A(Glamorgan ,G’ wer 
Thomson, F. W. (York, W.R.) 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Thornton, Perey M. 


| Tritton, Charles Ernest 


Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Tuke, Sir John Batty 
Valentia, Viscount 
Vincent,Col. SirCEH (Sheffield 
Wallace, Robert 

Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Wanklyn, James Leslie 
Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan 
Wason, John C. (Orkney) 
Welby, Sir C. G. E. (Notts.) 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
Whiteley,George( York, W.R.) 
Whiteley, H.(Ashton-u.-Lyne) 
Williams, Osmond(Merioneth) 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Wilson, A.Stanley(Yorks,E.R. 
Wilson, Charles H. (Hull, W.) 
Wilson, John ‘Glasgow) 
Wilson-Todd, Wm. H. (Yorks.) 
Wodehouse, Rt. HonER( Bath) 
Woodhouse,SirJ T( Huddersf'd 
Wortley, Rt. Hon.C. B.Stuart- 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Young, rem sen (Berks, E.) 
Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South 
O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
O’ Brien, Kendal(T’pp’r’ry, Mid 
O’Brien, ~~ (Kilkenny) 
O'Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O’Connor, James(\ Jicklow,W. 
O’Connor, T. P. (Liv erpool) 
O'Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
O’ Kelly, James(Rose’mm’n,N. 
O'Malley, William 

O*‘Mara, James 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 


| Power, Patrick Joseph 
—. Harold James 


Reddy, ¥ 


Rehened, John E.(Waterford) 
j Redmond, William (Clare) 

' Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 

i Sheehan, Daniel b 


janiel 
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Sullivan, Donal 
Taylor, Theodore Cooke 


Ure, Alexander 


Clause agreed to. 


Clause 2 :— 


Mr. LABOUCHERE said his next 
Amendment dealt with the amount of 
money proposed to be voted by Parlia- 
ment for the King’s Civil List. He pro- 
posed that the amount should be £415,000 
instead of £470,000. Hon. Members 
did not realise that the funds of the 
Duchy of Lancaster formed part of the 
Civil List and brought it up to £530,000. 
The late Queen Victoria was voted a 
Civil List of £385,000 at a time when the 
revenue of the Duchy of Lancaster, 
instead of producing £60,000 as at pre- | 
sent, only produced £12,009. Many 
years ago a Liberal Government proposed 
£50,000 a year to the late Prince Consort, 
but the Conservatives at that time were 
so sound in certain matters connected 
with finance that, backed up by the 
Radicals in the House of Commons, the 
amount was reduced to £30,000. It 
seemed to be thought by some gentleman 
to be a crime of lese majesté, when the 
Government proposed a sum of money 
either for the sovereign or a royal prince, 
to propose a reduction. He was pre- 
pared to vote whatever sum was actually 
required, but he was not ready, upon 
vague general observations such as were 
found in the Report of the majority of 
the Civil List Committee, to vote more | 
than he thought was really necessary. , 
The revenues of the Duchy of Lancaster 
had increased largely in recent years, and 
taking them at £60,000, and including 
£30,000 for the Prince Consort, which 
would have remained had he lived, the 
Civil List of Her Majesty would have 
been £475,000 as against this £530,000, 
which they were now called upon to vote. 
Although that Civil List was much 
smaller than the one proposed now, it 
amply sufficed for Her Majesty. A good | 
deal was made upon the Committee. 
of the fact that during the last few | 
years Class III. of the present List ex- | 


‘ceeded the amount set down in the Civil | 


List during the last five years of Her | 
Majesty’s reign by £11,000. He thought 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer would | 
admit that the expenses of His Majesty’s | 
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Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Thomas, David Alfred(Merthyr | Wilson, Henry J.( York, W.R.) 


‘to the 
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TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Mr. Labouchere and Mr. 
M'Kenna. 


Household did not exceed the amount 
at which they stood at the commence- 
ment of the reign of Queen Victoria. 
The ceremonial expenditure in Class IT. 
had been reduced. The amount tor 
salaries had been reduced by doing away 
with sinecure offices to the extent of 
£15,000, and the class had also been 
reduced £6,000 by the abolition of the 
Royal Buckhounds. The pensions which 
would fall to be paid were reduced by 
about £10,000. When the Civil List of 
Queen Victoria was arranged considerable 
reductions were made with respect to 


| political offices, and some were abolished 
| altogether, but that was considered in 


the amount. But here, though the 
expenditure was reduced, that was not 
taken into consideration in the amount. 
The amount of the Civil List was raised, 
and the amount to be paid out of it was 


reduced. There was the one item of 
“personal staff ” added, which was 
really no addition. Personal staff in 


the reign of Queen Victoria came out of 
the privy purse, and now it was made 
a separate class of its own. In looking 
over the expenditure of the late Queen 
he found a large amount put down for 
Balmoral and Osborne. These palaces 
belonged to Her Majesty, but he held 
old Whig doctrine that the 
sovereign ought to hold no personal’ pro- 
perty of his or her own. The sovereign 
should give up his personal estates to 
relatives, if they liked, and should be 
entirely dependent upon the amount 
of money voted by the House’ of Com- 
mons. If they had to consider not only 
what was necessary for the sovereign, 
but also what was necessary to maintain 
Balmoral and Sandringham, the Civil 


, List might be raised in order to keep up 


estates which were of no value to the 
country. The result of this was that the 


privy purse had increased enormously. 


Although there were reductions in the 


| class, the total amount of the privy purse 


would be £200,000, which, with all re- 
spect to the Sovereign, he was bound to 
say he thought was somewhat excessive. 
He wished not only that the Sovereign 
should have enough to maintain him- 
self in comfort, but that the Court 
should be conducted with decent magnifi- 
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cence. He did not, and never would, 
agree to the doctrine laid down by the 
majority of the Committee upstairs, that 
they should never place any restriction 
upon the hospitality of the Sovereign. 
If that was true, they were violating 
their own rule in asking £470,000. 
If that was true, what they ought todo 
was to give the Sovereign power. freely 
to draw what he wished from the Trea- 
sury. They knew that the Queen’s 
Court was kept with what he would call 
decent magnificence, and he was not 
aware that the present Court required 
more. <A few belonging to the privileged 
classes who went to the entertainments 
wanted more to be granted than the late 
Queen received. He could only say 
that he never heard of one of his con- 
stituents being asked to the functions. 
This was a little Society matter, and he 
thought that, in view of the lavish and 
ostentatious hospitality practised by 
certain persons in this country who had 
grown suddenly rich, the Court should 
set an example of decent hospitality. 


Amendment proposed- - 

“In page 2. line 6, to leave out the word 
‘seventy,’ and insert the word ‘fifteen’ instead 
thereof.” —(Mr. Labouchere.) 

Question proposed, ** That the word 
‘seventy ’ stand part of the clause.” 


*Sir FL. DIXON-HARTLAND (Middle- 
sex, Uxbridge) said he was verv sorry 
the hon. Member tor Northampton had 
moved this Amendment. It was clearly 
proved in the Committee upstairs that 
it was most desirable, in the interest of 
His Majesty and of the country, that 
proper provision should be made for the 
Grown. It was considered that a large 
expenditure would be required to keep 


up the dignity and honour of the office, | 


and that it would be far wiser that an 
amount should be given which would 
be satisfactory in that way, so that His 
Majesty should not be obliged to run 
into debt, because they had made an 
improper allowance to him. The King 
had to keep up his Court in very much 
the same way as other monarchs in 
Europe had to do. The monarchical 
principle was fixed in the minds of the 
people of Europe. and therefore it was 
desirable that we should keep up the 
Crown in exactly the same way as was 
done in other countries. There was 


Mr. Labouchere. 
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only one country in Europe which at 


1500 


present was not a monarchy. That was 
France. He was in Paris when the 
Czar of Russia was there, and had an 
opportunity of mixing with the people 
and hearing their sentiments. The 
feeling he heard expressed on all sides 
was that they ought to have a monarchy 
of their own. In discussing this ques- 
tion they ought to consider what had 
been done abroad. He would give a 
few figures showing what other countries 
had done. A comparison of the expen- 
diture equivalent to that of the Civil 
List in European countries showed the 
amounts to be :—In Russia, £2,750,382 : 
Prussia, £785,965 ; Austria, £775,000 ; 
Italy, £642,000 ; Great Britain, includ- 
ing all the grants to the Royal Family, 
£590,000 ; Spain, £370,000; Bavaria, 
| £275,158 ; Saxony, £188.96.) : Belgium, 
£140,000 ; Sweden, £112,000; Portu- 
gal, £80,300; Holland, £66,666; and 
Denmark, £66,200. In republican 
France the amount was £426,240, and 
‘in the United States £442,625. That 
worked out per head of the population 
as follows :—Saxony, 11°97d. ; Bavaria, 
11°35d.; Denmark, 727d. ; Prussia, 
592d. ; Russia, 5°12d.; Spain, 4°99d. ; 
Belgium, 4°98d. ; Italy, 4°84d. ; Austria, 
416d. ; Portugal, 3°82d. ; Sweden, 3°72d.; 
Great Britain, 3°46d.; France, 2°66d. ; and 
the United States, 1°69d. But if they took 
off the value of the Crown lands which 
was dealt with under the last Amendment 
it really worked out at a penny per head 
of the population in this country. He 
thought they would find that nothing 
could be cheaper than the amount we had 
to pay in this country in comparison 
with other countries. 


Mr. KEIR HARDIE (Merthyr Tydvil) 
said the extraordinary figures they had 
listened to from the hon. Baronet the 
Member for the Uxbridge Division 
certainly came as a surprise to him. 
There was a time in the history of this 
country when the Civil List included 
,the whole cost of government, apart 
‘from the Army and Navy. The figures 
cited by the hon. Baronet showed that 
‘this House was asked to vote to the 
|King and Queen a larger sum than 
sufficed in the United States for the 
| entire government, including the pay- 
| ment of Members of Parliament. 
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Sir F. DIXON-HARTLAND said | Was to set an example of wasteful extrava- 
that if in the United States they indulged | gance which at a time like this would 
in the luxury of paying senators the cost be injurious to the nation. 


was included in the figure he had quoted. | 
| Mr. E. J. C. MORTON said it seemed 


Mr. KEIR HARDIE remarked that 0 him to be idle to compare the expendi- 
that was exactly his point. What the | ture which might take place during the 
hon. Baronet invited the Committee to | Present reign with what was spent to- 
do was to vote for the King and Queen | wards the close of the last reign. During 
of England, for their own personal use, the last forty years the sovereign was 
a larger sum than was given for the almost practically in retirement, for 
entire government of the United States. | Teasons which they all knew. We must 
If the hon. Baronet was prepared to move | 8° back to a period not later than 1861 
an Amendment that King Edward for the purpose of comparison. More- 
should, out of his Civil List, pay the | 0Ver in making such a comparison, they 
Members of this House, he would vote ™ust remember that during the last 
for the Amendment. There were two /orty years there had been a most remark- 
points on which he would invite the able increase in the number and extent 
Chancellor of the Exchequer to give ° great properties in this country. It 
some information before the question | had been estimated that within the next 
went to the vote. When the subject thirty years, by the falling in of leases, 
was last under discussion he asked the capital value of the property of one 
whether the £50,000, included in the [!andlord,ina town which was not London, 
£110,000 for the privy purse, which would be inereased by £40,000,000. 
was supposed to be voted to the Queen, hey knew that for many years to come 
would be paid to Her Majesty direct, or there was not the slightest chance of 
to the King, leaving him to dispose of it °UT giving up the monarchical system 
as he saw fit. Unless the sum was to! i this country; and he held, from a 
be paid to her direct, he would move a purely democratic point of view, that it 
further Amendment to this clause at Would be a danger to the country if the 
the proper stage. If this House voted monarch were not among the wealthiest 
a sum of money to Queen Alexandra, |™°"% !" the country. The sovereign 
the more popular of the two—[Cries of must have great influence in the State, 
“Oh!” and“ Order ! ”’}—he would speak | and he was not prepared to submit the 
the truth even if it did not please hon. Sovereign to the temptations of undue in- 
Members opposite. If this House voted | uence, and to run the risk of increasing 
a sum of money to Her Majesty, they | the power of those men whose properties 
should be sure that it was paid to her had become so great within the last forty 
direct. He also asked the Chancellor Ye2?s, 2 power that was already a social 
of the Exchequer whether the King | ¢®"S¢- 
continued to hold various commissions | 
which he formerly held in the Army,) *Sir M. HICKS BEACH: I think it 
and, ifso, whether he was paid for hold- | is not necessary to detain the Committee 
ing these positions. He found that His at any length in regard to the proposals 
Majesty was a Field Marshal on the of the hon. Member for Northampton. 
Active List and colonel of several regi-| The hon. Member has stated to the Com- 
ments. Evidently His Majesty did not mittee precisely the views which he stated 
believe in ‘‘one man one job.” He, tothe Committee upstairs, and that Com- 
should vote for the Amendment because | mittee decided against him, not merely 
he thought the sum which it specified | by a majority, for he could get no one to 
was more than sufficient. The late Queen | support his views. I am not disposed to 
and Prince Consort, with a young and compare the Civil List with that of other 
increasing family, had a total income for countries, or to discuss the view expressed 
the privy purse of about £100,000 a year, by the hon. Member who has just sat 
whereas the sum that was to be voted now | down. But I do think that the proposals 
to the King and Queen, for whose family |which the Government submitted to 
separate provision was made, was close | the Committee upstairs, and to which 
on £200,000. He submitted that this} that Committee agreed unanimously, 
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with the exception of the hon. Member 


for Northampton, if they 
on the side of moderation. 


to answer a question asked by the hon. | 
Member for Merthyr Tydvil with regard 


to the colonelcies held by 
the Army. 
appointments. 


Acland-Hood,Capt.SirAlex. F. 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Aird, Sir John 
Allan, William (Gateshead) 
Allsopp, Hon. George 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Austin, Sir John 
Bagot,Capt. Josceline FitzRoy 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Baldwin, Alfred 
Balfour, Rt. Hon. A.J.(Manch’r 
Balfour, Rt HnGerald W( Leeds 
Balfour, Maj K R(Christechurch 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Bathurst, Hon. Allen Benjamin 
Beach,Rt. Hn. SirM. H.(Bristol 
Jeaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bigwood, James 
Black, Alexander William 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Boseawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Bowles, Capt. H. F.( Middlesex) 
Bowles, T.Gibson (King’sLynn 
Brassey, Albert 
3roadhurst, Henry 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brookfield, Col. Montagu 
Brown, AlexanderH.(Shropsh. 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Brymer, William Ernest 
Bull, William James 
Butcher, John George 
Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caine, William Sproston 
Caldwell, James 
Cameron, Robert 
Campbell, Rt. Hn.J A(Glasgow 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cautley, Henry Strother 


Cavendish, V.C. W.(Derbyshire 


Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 


Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 


Chamberlain, Rt Hon. J.(Birm. 


Chamberlain,J Austen (Wore’r 


Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Chapman, Edwaid 
Charrington, Spencer 
Clare, Octavius Leigh 
Cochrane, Hon. T. H. A. E. 
Coddington, Sir William 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 


Colomh,SirJohnCharlesReady 
Colston,Chas. Edw. H. Atbole 


Sir M. Hicks Beach. 


Those are purely honorary | 
His Majesty is, I believe, | 
colonel of more than one regiment, but | 
he receives not one single penny in respect | Noes, 52. 


{COMMONS} 


erred, erred 


of these appointments. 
of their Majesties’ Privy Purse which will 


Bill. 150 


That portion 


I rise merely be allocated to the Queen will, in accord- 


the King in 


AYES. 
Corbett, A.Cameron (Glasgow) 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 


| Craig, Robert Hunter 


Cripps, Charles Alfred 
Crombie, John William 
Crossley, Sir Savile 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 
Dalkeith, Earl of 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davies,SirHoratioD(Chatham 
Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 
Denny, Colonel 
Dewar,TR(T’rH’mlets,S. Geo. 
Digby, John K. D. Wingfield: 
Dimsdale,Sir Joseph Cockfield 
Dixon-Hartland, Sir F. Dixon 
Doughty, George 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers - 
| Doxtord,Sir WilliamTheodore 
| Dunean, J. Hastings 
| Dunn, Sir Wilham 
| Edwards, Frank 
| Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
| Emmott, Alfred 
| Evans, Samuel T.(Glamorgan 
| Fardell, Sir T. George 
| Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Fellowes, Hon. AilwynEdward 
| Ferguson,R.C. Munro (Leigh) 
| Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
| Finch, George H. 
Finlay, Sir Robt. Bannatyne 
| Firbank, Joseph Thomas 
| Fisher, William Hayes 


| FitzGerald SirRobertPenrose- 


Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 


| Fitzroy,Hon. Edward Algernon 


Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Fletcher, Sir Henry 

Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Gartit, William 
Gibbs, Hn. A.G. H(CityofLond, 
Gladstone, Rt. Hn. Herbert J. 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Gordon, Hn. J.E.(Elgin& Nairn 
Gore, Hon.S. F.Ormsby-(Lince. ) 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon 
Goschen, Hon. GeorgeJoachim 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Graham, Henry Robert 
Grant, Corrie 

Green, WalfordD.(Wedn’sbury 
Greene,SirE W(B’rySEdm’nds 
Greene, Henry D. (Shrewsbury) 
Greene, W. Raymond-(Cambs. 
Gretton, John 

Greville, Hon. Ronald 





| 
| 


ance with precedent, be paid direct to 
Her Majesty’s privy purse. 


Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 335 ; 
(Division List No. 231.) 


Guthrie, Walter Murray 
Haldane, Richard Burdon 
Hall, Edward Marshall 
Halsey, Thomas Frederick 
Hamilton,Rt. Hn LordG(Mid’x 
Hamilton, Margof(L’nd’nderry 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. Robert Wm. 
Harcourt, Rt. Hon. Sir Wm. 
Hardy, Lawrence( Kent, Ashf'd 
Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Haslam, Sir Alfred S. 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Hayter, Rt. Hon. Sir Arthur D. 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Helder, Augustus 
Hermon-H odge, Robert T. 
Higginbottom, S. W. 
Hill, Arthur 
Hoare, Edw. B. (Hampstead) 
Hobhouse, C. E.H.( Bristol, E.) 
Holland, William Henry 
Hope,J.F.(Sheftield, Brightside 
Hope, John Deans (Fite, W.) 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Henry 
Howard,.J.(Midd., Tottenham) 
Hozier, Hon. James Henry C. 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C, 
Jacoby, James Alfred 
Jetfreys, Arthur Frederick 
Jessel, Capt. Herbert Merton 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex- 
Joicey, Sir James 
Jones, Wim. (Carnarvonshire) 
Kay-Shuttleworth, Rt HnSirU 
Kearley, Hudson E. 
Kennaway,Kt. Hon.SirJohnH. 
Kenyon, James (Lanes., Bury) 
Kenyon-Slaney,Col. W.(Salop) 
Keswick, William 
Kimber, Henry 
King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Kinloch, Sir John George 5. 
Knowles, Lees 
Lambton,H on. Frederick Wm. 
Lawrence, Joseph(Monmouth) 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, John Grant 
Lecky,RtHn. William Edw. H. 
Lee, ArthurH(Hants,Fareham 
Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 
Leese,SirJosephF.( Accrington 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leng, Sir John 
Levy, Maurice 








Groves, James Grimble 


Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
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Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine | 
Long, Rt. Hn Walter(Bristol,S. 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale) | 
Lowther, Rt. Hon..James( Kent) 
Lucas,Col. Francis (Lowestoft) 
Lucas, R. J. (Portsmouth) 
Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
Macdona, John Cumming 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liv: erpool) 
M‘Arthur, William(Cornwall) 
M'Iver,SirLew is(Zdinburgh W 
M‘ Kenna, Reginald 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Malcolm, [an 
Manners, Lord Cecil 
Mansfield, Horace Rendall 
Maple, Sir John Blundell 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Maxwell, RtHnSirH.E(Wigt’n 
Maxwell, WJ H(Dumfriesshire 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 
Middlemore,JohnThrogmort’n 
Milner, Rt. Hn.SirFrederickG. | 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Montagu, Hon.J.Scott(Hants. 
Morgan, DavidJ.(Walthams’w , 
Morgan, Hn.Fred.(Monm’thsh. | 
Morley, Rt. Hn. John(Montrose 
Morris, Hn. Martin Henry F. 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, ArthurH. A.(Deptford | 
Morton, Edw.J.C. (Devonport) 
Moss, Samuel 
Moulton, John Pletcher 
Mount, William Arthur 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Muntz, Philip A. 
Murray, RtHnA.Grahaim(Bute | 
Murray, Charles J.(Coventry) | 
Murray,Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Myers, W illiam Henry 
Newdigate, Francis Alex. 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Norman, Henry 
0’Neill, Hon. Rbt. Torrens 
Palmer, Sir Chas. M.(Durham) | 
Palmer,George Wm.(Reading) | 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 


Abraham, Wm. (Cork, N.E.) 
Ambrose, Robert 

Atherley-Jones, L. 

Blake, Edward 

Boland, John 

Burke, E. Haviland- 

Burt, Thomas 

Campbell, John (Armagh, S.) 
Crean, Eugene 

Cullinan, J. 

Delany, William 

Dillon, John 

Donelan, Captain A. 

Doogan, P. 

Dutty, William J. 

Fenwick, Charles 

Flavin, Michael J oseph 
‘lynn, James Christopher 

Gilhooly, James 


| Philipps, John Wynford 
| Pilkington, Lieut.-Col. Richard 


| Randles, 
| Rankin, Sir James 


| Ridley,Hn M. W.(Stalybridge) 


| Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
| Shaw-Stewart,M.H.(Renfrew) | 


i Smith, Hon. W. 


' Mooney, John J. 


O’Brien, Patrick 
| O’Brien, P. J. (Ti 


{10 June 1901} 


Parker, Gilbert 

Partington, Oswald 

Paulton, James Mellor 
Pease, Alfred E. (Cleveland) 
Pease, Herb. Pike (Darlington) | 
Peel, Hn. WmRobert Wellesley 
Percy, Earl 

Perks, Robert William 


Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pret yman, Ernest George 
Purvis, Robert 

Pym, C. Gu 

Quilter, Sir Cuthbert 
John §. 








Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Rea, Russell 

Reid, James ((sreenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 


Ridley,S. Forde( BethnalGreen 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn. C. Thomson 
toberts, John H. (Denbighs) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Robinson, Brooke 

Robson, William Snowdon 
Roe, Sir Thomas 

fopner, Colonel Robert 
Rothschild,Hon. Lionel Walter | 
Round, James 

Russell, T. W. 

Sackville, Col. 8. G. Stopford- 
Sadler,Col. Samuel Alexander 
Samuel, Harry 8. (Limehouse) 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) | 
Seely, Charles Hilton (Lincoln) | 
Seton-Karr, Henry 

Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Shaw, Charles E. (Stafford) 


Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Sinclair, ee John(Forfarsh. | 


Sinclair, | souis (Romford) | 


Skewes-Cox, Thomas 

Smith, HC(Nortl’mb.,T’ neside | 
Smith, James P. (Lanarks. ) 
F. D.(Strand) | 


NOES. 
Hammond, John 
Hardie,J. Keir(MerthyrTydv i 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Kennedy, Patrick James 
Leamy, Edmund 
Lundon, W. 
MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
M'‘Dermott, Patrick 
M‘Govern, T 


Murnaghan, George } 
Murphy, J. | 
Nannetti, Joseph P. | 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) | 


| O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 


O’Brien, K. ek deta he mm) 
ilkenn 
erary, } 
oni | 


O’Connor, James( 


Bill. 1506 


Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Spear, John Ward 

Spencer, Rt HnCR(Northants. 
Spencer, E. (W. Bromwich) 
Stanley, EdwardJas.(Somerset 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes.) 
Stevenson, Francis S. 
Strachey, Edward 

Stroyan, John 

Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, Rt. Hon. J.G.(Oxf'd U. 
T aylor, Theodore Cooke 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas,F. Freeman-(Hastings 
Thomas,J.A.(GI’m’ganGower) 
Thomson, F. W. (York, W. R.) 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Thornton, Perey M. 

Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Tuke, Sir John Batty 

Ure, Alexander 

Valentia, Viscount 

Wallace, Robert 

Walton, John L. (Leeds, 8.) 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Wankly n, James Leslie 
Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Wason ,Eugene(Clackmannan) 
Wason, John C. (Orkney) 
Welby, Lt.-Col. AC E(Taunton 
Welby, Sir C. G. E. (Notts.) 
Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon- 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. John L. 
White, Lake (York, E. R.) 
Whiteley, H.(Ashton-u.-Lyne 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, O. (Merioneth) 
Williams, Col. R. (Dorset) 

W illoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Wilson, AStanle (York, E.R.) 
WwW ilson, Chas. Hy. (Hull, W.) 


| Wilson, John ilasgen) 
| Wilson,J.W. (Worcestersh.,N 3 
' Wilson-Todd,Wm pee 


Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E. R.( Bath 


| Wortley, Rt. Hon.C. B. Sieaats 


Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Young,Comiander (Berks, ‘E. ) 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


O’Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
O'Kelly, James(Roscommon,N 
O'Malley, William 

O’Mara, James 


| O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 


Power, Patrick Joseph 
Reekitt, Harold Ja:nes 
Reddy, M. 

Redmond, J. E. (Waterford) 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Roberts, John Br Yi (Eifion) 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Sullivan, Donal 

Wilson, Henry J.(York, W.R.) 


TELLERS FOR THE NoEs— 
Mr. Labouchere and Mr. 
Jobn Burns. 
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Mr. KEIR HARDIE said he rose 
for the purpose of moving the addition 
of certain words to the clause as it stood. 


Naturally they were all pleased to hear | 


the statement of the right hon. Gentle- 
man the Chancellor of the Exchequer, 


to the effect that a certain amount | 


from the privy purse was to be devoted 


to the use of Her Majesty the Queen. | 


But the what was 


that amount to be? 


question was, 


thing to say in deciding what proportion 
of the Civil List should be paid to Her 
Majesty. In these days of woman’s 
rights and all the rest of it, it seemed 
but right and proper that the House of 
Commons should decide how much Her 
Majesty was to receive out of the sum 
they had just voted. His Amendment 
was to add after Clause 2 the words, 
** £50,000 of which sum shall be paid 
to Her Majesty Queen Alexandra for 
her sole and separate use.”’ 
that whatever difference of opinion 
there might be as to the total amount of 


the privy purse, there would not be | 


any great difference of opinion as to the 
desirability of the nation saying, through 
its representatives, what proportion of 


it was to be paid to the Queen. He | 


could not speak from personal know- 


ledge, but he was told that it was common | 
to provide marriage portions, pin-money, | 


and other allowances to wives, and the 
proposal he now submitted would carry 
out that idea. 
great qualities, was, after all, but human, 
and it might prove too great a tempta- 


tion to him were he to be allowed an | 


undisputed sway as to how the privy 
purse was to be disposed of. If the} 
Chaneellor of the Exchequer could | 


assure the Committee that some reason- 
able part of the £110,000 of the privy 
purse was to be paid to Her Majesty 
direct, then it was needless to say 
he would not seek to press his Amend- 
ment; but failing any such assurance, 
as a matter of principle and as a matter 
of precaution, he would invite the Com- 


{COMMONS} Bill. 


He thought the | 
House of Commons should have some- | 


He hoped | 


The King, despite his | 


| mittee to divide on the Amendment, 


| which he now begged to move. 


| Amendment proposed— 


“In page 2, line 6, at the endof the clause 
to add the words ‘fifty thousand pounds of 
which shall be paid to Her Majesty Queen 
Alexandra for her sole and separate use.’ ’”’— 
(Mr. Keir Hardie.) 

Question proposed, ‘‘ That those words 
| be. there added.” 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH : The proposal 
of the Committee and the proposal of the 
Bill really is that the privy purse should 
be their Majesties’ jointly. ‘That follows 
exactly the precedent of the Civil List 
Act of King William IV. and Queen 
| Adelaide. For that reason I do not 

consider the Amendment of the hon. 

Member is advisable, and I cannot 

accept it. I do not see any reason to 

conceal from the House, what I com- 
/municated to the Committee upstairs, 
that the amount which will be paid to 

Her Majesty the Queen will be £33,000 a 
"year. 

Mr. LABOUCHERE said he was 
bound to say that he thought the arrange- 
ment was not one to which the House 
ought to agree. The late Queen had 
£60,000 voted for her privy purse. ‘The 
King, following the precedent of King 
William IV. and Queen Adelaide, was 
/to receive £110,000 ; that was to say, 
£50,000in excess of Her late Majesty. If 
| His Majesty were not married, obviously 
it would be considered that £60,000 
would be amply sufficient. Surely, there- 
‘fore, it would have been understood, 
without the present explanation of the 
/Chancellor of the Exchequer, that Her 
Majesty Queen Alexandra was to receive 


|reason for increasing the privy purse 
‘from £60,000 to £110,000.. If his hon. 
|friend went to a division he should vote 


| with him. 
| Question put. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 65 ; 
Noes, 310. (Division List No. 232.) 


AYES, 


Abraham,William(Cork,N.E. ; Caine, William Sproston 
Ambrose, Robert | Caldwell, James 

Campbell, John (Armagh,.S.) 
Crean, Eugene 


Atherley-Jones, L. 
Blake, Edward 
Boland, John 


| Cullinan, J. 
Burke, E. Haviland- 


| Delany, William 


Dillon, John 

Donelan, Captain A. 
Doogan, P. C. 

Dutty,. William J. 
Evans,Samuel T. (Glamorgan) 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 
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the extra amount, and that was the 
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‘Flynn, James Christopher 
Gilhooly, James 

‘Grant, Corrie 

‘Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Hammond, John 

‘Hayden, John Patrick 
‘Hope,John Deans (Fife, West) 
Jones, Wm. (Carnarvonshire) 
Kennedy, Patrick James 
‘Leamy, Edmund 

Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 
Lundon, W. 

MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
M‘Dermott, Patrick 
M‘Govern, T. 

M‘Kenna, Reginald 


Acland- Hood,Capt.SirAlex. F. 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Allan, Wiiliam (Gateshead) 
Allsopp, Hon. George 
Asclsdahe, Edward Mervyn 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Austin, Sir John 
Bagot, Capt. JoscelineFitzRoy 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Baldwin, Alfred 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. A.J.(Manch’r 
Balfour, Rt HnGerald W( Leeds 
Balfour, Maj.K R(Christchureh 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Bathurst, Hon. AllenBenjamin 
Beach, Rt. Hn.SirM. H(Bristol) 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bigwood, James 
Black, Alexander William 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Bowles.Capt.H. F.(Middlesex) 
Bowles,T.Gibson(KingsLynn) 
Brassey, Albert 
Broadhurst, Henry 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brooktield, Colonel Montagu 
Brown, AlexanderH.(Shropsh. 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Brymer, William Ernest 
Bull, William James 
Burt, Thomas 
Butcher, John George 
Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Cameron, Robert 
Campbell, Rt. Hn.J. A(Glasgow 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H 
Carson. Rt. Hon.SirEdwardH. 
‘Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cavendish, V.C. W( Derbyshire 
‘Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
‘Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hn.J.(Birm. ) 
Chamberlain,J Austen( Wore’r 
Chapman, Edward 
‘Charrington, Spencer 
Clare, Octavius Leigh 
Cochrane,}Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Coddington, Sir William 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
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Mooney, John J. 
| Murnaghan, George ’ 
| Murphy, J 
| Nannetti, Joseph P. 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
| O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
| O’Brien, Kendal(T’ pper’ry, Mid 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
| O’Brien, Y. J. (Tipperary, N.) 


| O’Connor,James (WicklowW. | 
| 


| O'Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 





| 


| O’Kelly,James(Roscommon,N | 


O’Mara, James 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 
| Power, Patrick Joseph 
Reckitt, Harold James 


| O'Malley, William 
| 


NOES. 


Colston, Chas. Edw.H. Athole 
Cook, Sir Frederick Lucas 
Corbett, A.Cameron(Glasgow) 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
Craig, Robert Hunter 
Cronborne, Viscount 

Cripps, Charles Alfred 
Ciombie, Jonn William 
Crossley, Sir Savile 

Cubitt, Hon. Henry 

Cust, Henrv John C. 
Dalkeith, Earl of 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davies,SirHoratioD.(Chatham 
Davies,M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 
Dewar,T. R.(T’rH’mlets,S.Geo 
Digby, John K. D. Wingfield- 
Dimsdale,Sir Joseph Cockfield 
Dixon- Hartland, Sir F. Dixon 
Doughty, George 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxford,SirWilliam Theodore 
Dunean, J. Hastings 

Dunn, Sir William 

Edwards, Frank 

Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
tardell, Sir T. George 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Fellowes, Hon. AilwynEdward 
Fenwick, Charles 

Ferguson, R. C. Munro (Leith) 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Firbauk, Joseph Thomas 
Fisher, William Hayes 


FitzGerald,Sir RobertPenrose- | 


Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edward Algernon 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Fletcher, Sir Henry 

Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Garfit, William 

Gibbs, Hn. A.G. H. (CityofLond 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Gordon, Hn J. E.( Elgin& Nairn) 
Gore, Hon.S. F. Ormsby-(Lince. ) 


Gorst,Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon | 


Goschen,Hon George Joachim 
Green, Walford D.(Wednesby. 
Greene,SirE W(B’rySEdm’nds 
Greene, HenryD. (Shrewsbury) 
Greene, W. Ruymond-(Cambs. ) 








Bill. 


teddy, M. 
Redmond,John.E.( Waterford) 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Robson, Wm. Snowdon 
Shaw,Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Sullivan, Donal 
ThomasJ A(Glamorgan,Gower 
Ure, Alexander 
Weir, James Galloway 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Wilson, Henry J.(York, W.R.) 
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TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Mr. Keir Hardie and Mr. 
Labouchere. 


Gretton, John 

Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Groves, James Grimble 
Haldane, Richard Burdon 
Hall, Edward Marshall 
Halsey, Thomas Frederick 
Hamilton, RtHnLd.G.(Midd’x 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. Robert Wm. 
Harcourt,Rt. Hon.Sir William 
Hardy,Laurence(Kent, Ashford 
Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Haslam, Sir Alfred S. 

Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Hayter,Rt. Hon.Sir Arthur D. 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Helder, Augustus 

Hermon- Hodge, Robert T. 
Higginbottom, 8. W. 

Hill, Arthur 

Hobhouse, ©. E.H.( Bristol, E.) 
Holland, William Henry 
Hope, J. F.(Sheffield.Brightsd. 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Houldsworth, Sir W. Henry 
Houston, Robert Paterson 
Howard,J.(Midd. ,Tottenham) 
Hozier, Hon. James Henry C. 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C. 
Jacoby, James Alfred 
Jeffreys, Arthur Frederick 
Jessell, Captain Herbert M. 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Joicey, Sir James 
Kay-Shuttleworth, RtHnSirU 
Kearley, Hudson E. 
Kennaway,Rt. Hon.SirJohnH. 
Kenyon, Hon. G. 'T. (Denbigh) 
Kenyon-Slaney,Col. W.(Salop. 


| Keswick, William 


Kimber, Henry 
King, Sir Henry Seymour 


| Kinloch, Sir John George S. 


Knowles, Lees 


| Lambton, Hon. Frederick W. 


Lawrence, W. F. (Liverpvol) 
Lawson, John Grant 

Lecky, Rt. Hon. Wm. E. H. 
Lee, A. H. (Hants., Fareham) 
Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 
Leese,SirJosephF. (Accrington 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage — 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
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Leng, Sir John 

Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Rt. Hn. W. (Bristol, 8. ) 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lough, Thomas 

Lowe, Francis William 
Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale) 
Lowther, Rt. Hn.James( Kent) 
Lucas, Col. F. (Lowestoft) 
Lucas, Reginald J.(Portsm’th) 
Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maconochie, A. W. 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Arthur, William (Cornw’ll) 
M‘Iver,SirLewis(Edinb’rghW 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Malcolm, Ian 

Manners, Lord Cecil 
Mansfield, Horace Rendall 
Maple, Sir John Blundell 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Maxwell, RtHnSirH E( Wigton 
Maxwell, W.J.H.(Dumfriessh. 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 
Middlemore, John T 

Milner, Rt. Hon. Sir Fred. G. 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Montagu, Hon. J.Scott (Hants. 
Morgan, DavidJ.(Walth’mst’w 
Morgan, Hn. Fred( Monm’thsh. 
Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 
Morley, Rt. Hn. J. (Montrose 
Morris, Hon. Martin H. F. 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, A. H. A. (Deptford) 
Morton, E. J. C. (Devonport) 
Moss, Samuel 

Moulton, John Fletcher 
Mount, William Arthur 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Muntz, Philip A. 

Murray, Rr. Hn. A. G. (Bute) 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham(Bath) 
Myers, William Henry 
Newdigate, Francis Alex. 
Nicholson, William Graham 
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Nicol, Nonald Ninian 
Norman, Henry 

O’Neill, Hon. Robert T. 
Palmer, Sir Chas. M. (Durham 


' Palmer, George W. (Reading) 


Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Parker, Gilbert 

Partington, Oswald 

Paulton, James Mellor 
Pease, Alfred E. (Cleveland) 
Pease, Herbert P. (Darlington 
Peel, Hn. Wm. Robert W. 


| Perks, Robert William 


Phillips, John. Wynford 
Pilkington, Lt.-Col. Richard 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Purvis, Robert 

Quilter, Sir Cuthbert 
Randles, Jobn S. 


_ Rankin. Sir James 


Rasch, Major Fiederick C. 
Rea, Russell 

Reid, James (Greenock) 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Ridley, Hn. M. W. (Stalybridge 


_ Ridley, 8. F. (Bethnal Green) 


Ritchie, Rt. Hen. Chas. T. 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney 
topner, Colonel Robert 
Rothschild, Hon. Lionel W. 
Round, James 
Russell, T. W. 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Samuel, Harry S. (Limehouse) 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Seely, Chas. Hilton (Lincoln) 
Sharpe, Wm. Edward T. 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Shaw-Stewart. M.H.(Renfrew 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Sinclair, Capt. J. (Forfarshire) 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Skewes-Cox. Thomas 
Smith,H.C(North’mb.T’nes’de 
Smith, JamesParker(Lanarks 
Smith, Hn. W. F. D. (Strand) 


Bill. 
Spear, John Ward 


_ Speneer, RtHn.€R. (Northant: 


Spencer, Ernest(W.Bromwich 


Stanley, Edw. Jas. (Somerset) 


Stanley, Lord (Lancs.) 
Stevenson, Francis S. 
Stewart,Sir MarkJM‘Taggart 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Stroyan. John 

Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, Rt. Hn. JG(Oxf'd Univ. 
Taylor, Theodore Cooke 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, FFreeman-( Hastings 
Thomson, F. W. (York, W. R. 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Thornton, Perey M. 

Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Tufnell, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Tuke, Sir John Batty 


| Valentia, Viscount 


Wallace, Robert 
Walton,JohnLawson(Leeds,S. 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley 
Warr, Augustus Frederick 


| Wason, Eugene(Clackmannan 


Wason,JohnCatheart(Orkney 
Welby, Lt.-Cl. A.C. E(Taunton 
Welby, SirChas. G. E. (Notts 
Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon- 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. J. Lloyd 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 


Whiteley, H. (Ashton-u-Lyne- 


Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth 
Williams, Col. R. (Dorset) 
Willoughby de Ereshy, Lord 
Wilson,A.Stanley (York,E. R. 
Wilson,Chas, Henry (Hull, W. 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 


Wilson,J.W.(Worcestersh. N.}: 


Wilson-Todd, Wim. H. (Yorks. 
Wodehouse, Kt Hn. E. R.( Bath) 
Wortley, Rt. Hn. C. B. Stuart- 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 

Young, Commander (Berks, E. 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther, 
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Clause agreed to. 
Clause 3 :-- 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“ That Clause 3 stand part of the Bill.” 


Mr.LABOUCHERE said he had looked 
into history with reference to the subject 
matter of this clause. He found that 
Prince Frederick, son of George IL, 
received, including the revenue from 
the Duchy of Cornwall, £52,000. The 
Prince wanted more, as was the habit 
of most people, but the House of Com- 
mons refused to increase the sum. On 


the death of Prince Frederick the Prince | 


_per annum. 


of Wales—afterwards George III.—had 
£20,000, which was increased to £40,000: 
George IV., who was a 
somewhat expensive gentleman, received 
as Prince of Wales £50,000 a year, which, 
with the revenue from the Duchy of 
Cornwall, gave him £63,000. But he in- 
curred debts to the amount of £650,000, 
and his allowance was raised to £113,000. 
As, however, £60,000 was allocated for 
the payment of his debts, with interest, 
he only, in fact, received £63,000. In 
past times it was always thrown back- 
wards and forwards in the House of 
Commons whether the Prince of Wales 
should receive a large salary or not. The 
Opposition thought that if they could. 
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eurry favour with the Prince of Wales able to rub along very comfortably, 
they might get into power, and, accor- and he should, therefore, vote against 
dingly, they were always in favour of the clause, but he should like the 
giving him a large salary. The Govern-| right hon. Gentleman to enlighten his 
ment of the day, however, supported by ignorance. 


the King, were always in favour of grant-- xgip yy HICKS BEACH: The hon 
MG crn a — a hao sore Member has made a discursive speech, 
pos ged a cant dt 6 are "| but as he asks me to enlighten his ignor- 
000, and Queen Alexandra as Princess | 4 nog | would refer him to the appendix 

of Wales received £10,000, or £70,000. , : : ; Aon 
At th : ee Sila at a i. to the Report of the Committee, 
at time the Duchy of Cornwa which is entirely at variance with the 


re, - le eae perm figures given by the hon. Member as to 
ig Prince oa heii Wales ) the allowance made by Parliament to 
At present the Duchy of Cornwall pro- cog! ergy yey oh oy ms sees perso 
duced a little over £60,000, and there | = et 1 ang “i es M : soe 
was a proposal that the Duchess of Corn. 2% 8tanted to his present Majesty 
rded whi os : : a £40,000 a year, at the same time His 
wall should receive £10,000, in addition | Cit: ante’ Bes ayant 
to which the Committee knew very well |; 2/°tY Tecelving £46,000 a year trom 
dak than ts thik » ok # the revenues of the Duchy of Cornwall. 
ool a “e" rs i — mp .°" There was a further grant of £10,000 a 
Se ge a ee year for her present Majesty, then Prin- 


Pe gg tong ong riggs “ cess of Wales, and that altogether made 
ee fe ee ee | £96,000 a year. just the same 


. st gaa 4 for the Duke and amount as the Duke and Duchess of 
settlion: 0h Phi dete ie B490:000 which Cornwall and York will, in all, receive. 
was practically proposed by the Govern- 
ment. It seemed to him that £70,000 


Therefore on what ground the hon. 

_ Member proposes that this clause should 
" : : ' be rejected [ cannot imagine. It has 
odes sufficient, a oe see been thought necessary to make some 
ss pea sag eis cope were reduction in the amount to be voted to 

one = pe pvt oan igs Pe swe the Duke of Cornwall and York, as the 
of ‘the Duke end Duchess of Corswail | czcumstances of the Heir Apparent 
when a Queen was on the Throne were 


> ag tng ag: ae = mo somewhat different ; but we could not 
mamarnee Nae ad up fo T° ask Parliament to grant less than is 


present were general statements. He f . __ £9 : 
was regarded fis kindof idol hater who| "°" proposed in the clause—£20,000 a 
went into temples protesting against °*™ 
diamonds and gold chains being hung) *Mr. KEIR HARDIE said he rose to 
on idols, but in this matter he thought | support the Amendment, not because 
that £70,000 was sufficient. Could | the amount proposed was too large but 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer show | because the whole principle was wrong. 
it was not? A suggestion had been; The reason the House of Commons was 
made by the hon. Member for Plymouth | called upon to vote the sum was that the 
that as there were so many rich people | Duke of Cornwall was the prospective 
in the country, some of whom were | heir to the Throne, and it was necessary 
worth £2,000,000 of money, His|to pay him a sort of retaining fee until 
Majesty should be given £3,000,000;) such time as he was required to occupy 
but his plan would be much more simple. | that august position in order that he 
He would rather confiscate a great deal’; might learn his duties. Outside Royalty 
of the money of these millionaires than it was not the custom to do any such 
increase the amount of the Civil List, thing. Business men who desired to 
but that was a course which he could train their sons to any particular pro- 
not hope would recommend itself to the fession had to bear the cost of that train- 
Conservative party. However, he/ing. Already the House had voted 
thought that with £70,000 a year a £20.000 for the personal expenses of the 
gentleman, though he happened to be Duke of Cornwall and £40,000 for the 
the son of the Sovereign, ought to be ships of war which accompanied him, 
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upon a journey he had undertaken to 


{COMMONS} 


make himself better acquainted with the 


7 


various parts of the Empire which he 
would one day be called upon to rule. 
should vote for the Amendment. 


Acland-Hood,Capt.SirAlex. F. 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Allan, William (Gateshead) 
Allhusen, Augustus Henry E. 
Allsopp, Hon. George 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arnold-Foister, Hugh O. 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Austin, Sir John 
Bagot, Capt. Joxceline FitzRoy 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Baldwin, Alfred 
Balfour, Rt. Hon. A.J (Maneh’r 
Balfour, Rt HnGerald W (Leeds 
Balfour, Maj KR( Christchurch 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Bathur-t, Hon. Allen b. 
Beach, Rt. Hn.SirM. H. (Bristol 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. b. 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bigwood, James 
Black, Alexander William 
Bolton, Thomas Doliing 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
3owles, Capt. H. F.(Middiesex 
Bowles, T Gibson(King’sLynn) 
Brassey, Albert 
Broadhurst, Henry 
Brodrick, Rt. Hn. St. John 
Brookfield, Colonel Montagu 
Brown, Alex. H. (Shropshire) 
Brymer, William Ernest 
Bull, William James 
Burt, Tromes 
Butcher, John Geerge 
Caldwell, James 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cavendish, V.C.W (Derbyshire 
Cayzer, Sir Cuarles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Mauor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hn.J.(Birm.) 
Chamberlain,J.Austen( Wore’r 
Chapman, Ed ward 
Charrington, Spencer 
Churchill, Wiuston Spencer 
Clare, Octavius Leigh 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A.E. 
Coddington, Sir William 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colston,Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Cook, Sir Frederick Lucas 
Corbett, A.Cameron(Glasgow) 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
Craig, Robert Hunter 
Cranborne, Viscount 
Crombie, John William 
Crossley, Sir Savile 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 


Mr. Keir Hardie. 


He 
Noes, 46. 
AYES. 


Cust, Henry John C. 
Dalkeith, Earl] of 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 


Davies,SirHoratioD(Chatham | 


Davies,M Vaughan-(Cardigan) 
Dewar, TR (‘T’rH’mlets,8. Geo. 
Dimsdale, SirJosephCockfield 
Dixon-Hartland, Sir F. Dixon 
Doughty, George 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxtord, Sir Wm. Theodore 
Duncan, J. Hastings 
Dunn, Sir William 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Edwards, Frank 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan) 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Fellowes, Hon. AilwynEaward 
Fenwick, Charles 
Ferguson, R. C. Munro (Leith) 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Firbank, Joxeph Thomas 
Fisher, William Hayes 
FitzGerald,Sir Robert P enrose- 
FitzGerald, Lord Edmond 
Fitzroy, Hn. Edw. Algernon 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Gartit, William 
Gibbs,Hn. A.G. H.(CityofLond 
Gladstone, Rt. HnHerbertJohn 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Gordon,Hn.J.E.(Elgin& Nairn 
Gorst,Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon 
Grant, Corrie 
Greene,SirE W(B’rySEdm’nds 
Greene, W. Raymond-(Cambs.) 
Gretton, Jolin 
Groves, James Grimble 
Guthrie, Walter Murray 
Hall, Edward Marshall 
Halsey, Thomas Frederick 
Hamilton, RtHnLordG(Middx 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. RobertWm. 
Harcourt, Rt. Hon. SirWilliam 
Hardy, Laurence( Kent, Ashf'd 
Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Harwood, George 
Haslam, Sir Alfred S. 
Hay, Hn. Claude George 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. CharlesSeale- 
Hayter, Rt.Hon.Sir ArtnurD. 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Helder, Augustus 
Hermon-Hodge, Robt. Trotter 
Higginbottom, S. W. 
Hill, Arthur 
Hobhouse, C. E. H.(Bristol,E. ) 
Hope,J F.(Sheftield, Brightside 
Hope, John Deans( Fife, West) 
| Houston, Robert Paterson 
Howard..J.( Midd. , Tottenham) 


| Hozier, Hon.JamesHenryCecil , 


Pill. 


Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 294 ; 
(Division List No. 233). 


. Hudson, George Bickersteth 


Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C. 
Jacoby, James Alfred 
Jeffreys, Arthur Frederick 
Jessel, Capt. Herbert Merton 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Jones, William (Carnarvons. ) 
Kearley, Hudson E. 
Kennaway,Kt. Hn.Sir Johnd. 


' Kenyon, James (Lanes., Bury) 


Kenyon-Slaney,Col. W (Salop. 
Keswick, William 

Kimber, Henry 

King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Kinloch,SirJohnGeorgeSmyth 
Kitson, Sir James 

Knowles, Lees 

Lambton, Hon. Fredk. Wm. 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, John Grant 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Lecky, Kt. Hon. Wm. Edw.H. 
Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 
Leese, SirJosephF (Accrington 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leng, Sir John 

Levy, Maurice 

Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter(Bristol,S 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale) 
Lowther, Rt. Hon. James (Kent 
Lucas,Col. Francis (Lowestoft) 
Lucas, ReginaldJ.(Portsmouth 
Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maconochie. A. W. 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Arthur, William(Cornwall) 
M‘Iver,Sir L.(Edinburgh, W.) 
M‘Kenna, Reginald 

M‘Laren, Charles Benjamin 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Malcolm, [an 

Manners, Lord Cecil 
Mansfield, Horaoe Rendall 
Martin, Richard Bidauiph 
Maxwell,WJH(Dumfrie shire 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 
Middlemore, John T. 

Milner, Rt. Hn. Sir Fredk. G. 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Montagu, Hon.J.Scott (Hants. 
Morgan, DavidJ(Walth'mstow 
Morgan, Hn. Fred( Monm’thsh. 


_ Morris, Hon. Martin Henry F. 


Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, ArthurH. A.(Deptford 
Mortun, Edw.J.C. (Devonport) 
Moss, Samuel 

Mount, William Arthur 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Muntz, Philip A. 
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Murray, RtHnAGraham(Bute 
Murray,Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray,Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Myers, William Henry 
Newdigate, Francis Alexander 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Norman, Henry 

4)’ Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Palmer,SirCharlesM.(Durham 
Palmer, George Wm. (Reading) 
} -almer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Parker, Gilbert 

Partington, Oswald 

Paulton, James Mellor 
Pease, Alfred E. (Cleveland) 
Pease, Herbt. Pike( Darlington 
Peel, HnWm. Robert Wellesley 
Perks, Robert William 
Pilkineton, Lt.-Col. Richard 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Purvis, Robert 
Quilter, Sir Cuthbert 
Randles, John S. 

tankin, Sir James 

Rasch. Major Frederic Carne 
Rea, RKussell 

Reckitt, Harold James 

Reid, James (Greenock) 
tenshaw, Charles Bine 
Ridley, Hon M. W.(Staly bridge 
itchie, Rt. Hn. Chas, Thomson 


Abraham, Williain(Cork,N. E. 
Ambrose, Robert 

3lake, Edward 

Soland, John 

Burke, E. Haviland- 
Caine, William Sproston 
Crean, Eugene 

Cullinan, J. 

Delaney, William 

Dillon, John 

Donelan, Captain A. 
Doogan, P. C. 

Dutty, William J. 

Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, ~— Christopher 
Gilhooly, J ames 
Hammond, John 


Clause 4 agreed to. 
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Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Rcbson, William Snowdon 
Ropner, Colonel Robert 
Round, James 
Russell, T. W. 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Sadler,Col.Samuel Alexander 
Samuel, Harry S. (Limehouse) 
Seely,Charles Hilton (Lincoln) 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Shaw-Stewart,M.H (Renfrew 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Sinclair, Capt. J. (Forfarshire 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 
Smith, H.C(N’rth'mb.,T’neside 
Smith, James P. (Lanarks.) 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D.(Strand) 
Spear, John Ward 
Spencer, Rt. Hn.C. R.(N’rth’nts 
Stanley, Edw. Jas. (Somerset) 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 
Stevenson, Francis S. 
Stewart, Sir M. J. M‘Taggart 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 
Strachey, Edward 
Stroyan, John 
Talbot, Rt. Hon.JJ.G. (Oxf'd U.) 
Taylor, Theodore Cooke 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, F.Freeman-( Hastings 
Thomas, F. W. (York, W. EK.) 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 


NOES. 


Hayden, John Patrick 
Kennedy, Patrick James 
Leamy, Edmund 

Lundon, W. 

MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
M‘Dermott, Patrick 
M‘Govern, T. 

Mooney John JJ. 
Murnaghan, George 
Murphy, John 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
O'Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 


| O’Brien, Kendal(Tipp’rary Mid 


O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O’ Connor, James(Wicklow, W. 


sitting on the Liberal benches. 
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Thornton, Perey M. 
‘lritton, Charles Ernest 
Tufnell, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Tuke, Sir John Batty 
Ure, Alexander 
Valentia, Viscount 
Wallace, Robert 
Walton, John L. (Leeds, 8S.) 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Wason, E. (Clackmannan) 
Wason, John C. (Orkney) 
Weir, James Galloway 
W elby, Lt.-Col. 4.C.E.(T’nt’n) 
Welby, Sir C. G. E. (Notts.) 
Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon- 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. John L. 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
Whiteley, H.(Ashton-u.-Lyne) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, Osmond(Merioneth) 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Wilson, A. 8. (York, E. R.) 
Wilson, Charles H. (Hull, W.) 
Wilson, Hy. J. (York, W. R.) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson,J.W.(Worcestersh.N. ) 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E. R.( Bath 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Young,Commander (Berks, E. ) 
TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


O’ Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 

O’ Kelly, James( Rose mm’n,N. 

Oo’ Malley, William 

©’ Mara, James 

O’Shaughnessy, P. J 

Power, Patrick Joseph 
teddy, M. 

Redmond, John E. (Waterford) 

Redmond, William (Clare) 

Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 

Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 

Sullivan, Donal 


NoEs— 
and Mr. 


TELLERS FOR THE 
Mr. Labouchere 
Keir Hardie. 


It was 





Clause 5 :— 


Motion made, and Question proposed. 
“ That Clause 5 stand part of the Bill.”’ 


Mr. LABOUCHERE said he would 
not move the Amendment he had placed 
on the Paper to substitute £50,000 for 
£70,000. He and his hon. friend had 
tried to befriend Queen Alexandra, but 


they had been opposed both by the 
Government and also hon. Gentlemen 


quite evident, from what had already 

taken place, the ageof chivalry had passed, 
and, after the scurvy way in which she 
had been treated by the House, he did not 
wish to deprive Her Majesty of any bene- 
fit she might derive from this clause in 
the event of her surviving the King. 


Question put, and agreed to. 
Clause 6 :— 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
‘ That Clause 6 stand part of the Bill.” 
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Mr. LABOUCHERE objected to} He would like to see that process with 
the clause on the ground that it regard to chaplains continued. He 
proposed to divide up the amount would like the number to be still further 
given to His Majesty into various | reduced by ten. He would like to see 
classes. That was a course of which he, the King rid himself of not only all the 
disapproved, because, in his opinion, it chaplains, but the political officers ag 
showed a certain distrust of the King.’ well. A chaplain got only £40, but over 
If a large sum was to be voted for his| £5,000 was charged for ecclesiastical 
household the King should be ‘allowed | salaries. That really amounted to an 
to dispose of that sum. These classes endowment of the Church of England. 
were first adopted in the Civil List of This wasa personal matter, and he did not 
George IV. In the reign of George III. wish Parliament to interfere with the 
Mr. Burke proposed that the Civil List discretion of the King by laying down 
should be divided into classes, and that the heads of the expenditure, as it showed 
the last class should be payments to Lords a want of confidence in him. Now that 
of the Treasury. The Lords of the Trea- the money saved in any class went to the 
sury strongly objected to this, because privy purse and not back to the Treasury, 
one of Mr. Burke’s proposals was that if there was no purpose in dividing the 
the amounts in the other classes were Civil List into classes. 
exhausted the Lords of the Treasury 
should not have anything for their Mr. M’KENNA (Monmouthshire, N.) 
class. One reason why he objected to also objected to the clause, ®but for 
this classification was that it allotted somewhat different reasons. His view 
sums not only to particular classes, butto was that there was a great deal of ex- 
various items in each particular class, penditure which was useless, and served 
and although the sovereign was not no proper purpose, and His Majesty also 
obliged to expend money in a particular held that view, as would be seen from the 
way, it was a strong recommendation to fact that he had effected considerable 
him to do so, There were a great many | retrenchments in various classes. But 
political officers in His Majesty’s house- the result of all such retrenchments 
hold, and it was a scandal and an outrage ought to go into the Treasury, and not 
that, when a change of Government go to swell the privy purse of the sove- 
took place, money which was supposed reign. The Committee settled an amount 
to be provided for the maintenance of which they considered sufficient for the 
the State was distributed as bribes in the privy purse, and if the clause were: 
House of Lords. One Lord was made allowed to stand it would mean that the 
Lord Chamberlain and another Lord effect would be that where any economy 
Steward. The Lord Chamberlain, the was effected in different classes the 
Lord Steward, and the Master of the money saved would go into the privy 
Horse were of no use—they were merely | purse, and not into the Treasury. He 
ornamental. One had only to look at submitted that the proper course would 
the papers to see that there was a very be to hold an inquiry into the expenditure 
large body of gentlemen permanently jin the different classes, and having held 
attached to the Court for these purposes. | that inquiry, to put the total amount of 
These gentlemen liked the positions, | expenditure in each class at a figure 
and, he presumed, they liked the money. | which the Committee found to be appro- 


These positions were simply given to] priate, and that the result of any economy 
them as rewards for past services to the! which happened to be effected should be 
party in power. He also objected to the paid back into the Treasury. With 
ecclesiastical salaries. He took exception, regard to the ecclesiastical offices, the 
in Committee, to the number of the, King himself had now reduced the ex- 
King’s chaplains, which was thirty-four, | penditure on ecclesiastical offices and 
and he was supported in his action by | salaries by £720 a year, and that saving 





His Majesty, or at any rate His Majesty | ought not to go to the privy purse, but 
was influenced by what he had said, to the reduction of the Civil List. 
which had no doubt been communicated | 

to him, because he at once reduced the, *Srr M. HICKS BEACH: T believe 
number of his chaplains by twenty-four. that the hon. Member is prema- 
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1521 Civil List 
ture in saying that 
the ecclesiastical establishment has | 


already been effected, though 


purposes the whole of the 


List should be applied. 


trary to the practice of Parliament | 


for many years. If the proposal is | 
adopted Parliament will lose all control | 
over the officers of the Court and the 
state of the Court. At present, although | 
it is possible to effect economies in the | 
different classes, yet transfers of ex- 
penditure from one class to another 
have to be approved by the Treasury. | 
His Majesty’s Government are not pre- 
pared to assent to a change which, to my | 
mind, is almost unconstitutional. 


{10 June 1901} 


/not be taken. 
the | 
King has had the matter under his | 
consideration. The effect of omitting, 
the clause would be to leave it in the, 
power of the sovereign to decide to what | 
Civil | 
That is con-| particular classes, and that did away with 


| ment of the hon. 
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economy in| many instances, it was quite certain would 


If clauses were put into 
the Bill by which it was provided that 
any money not paid to a_ particular 
class should remain in the Treasury, 
he could understand the value of such 
provisions. The Bill did not provide 
that the money must be spent in the 


the only reason for the division into. 
classes. As the advantages of such an 
arrangement were not derived by the 
Treasury it was better that the whole 
amount should go to the sovereign in 
one sum. His reason for not voting in the 
Civil List Committee for the Amend- 
Member for North. 
Monmouth was that after voting against 
many large, sound, and practical reduc- 
tions, the hon. Member proposed that 


| after the whole matter had been settled 


the House should appoint a Committee 


Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT (Mon- | 
mouth, W.) : I very much agree with the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer that it | 


is impossible to support the view that in | 


| 


voting this large sum of money the | 


sovereign should be allowed to dispose | 

The whole object | 
of voting this money is to maintain the | 
dignity of the Crown, and Parliament | 
by the Civil List which it proposes indi- | 
cates in general terms what it regards as | 
The hon. Member for Northampton said 
that this is a new doctrine. So it is. 
of George III. the Civil List had been 
appropriated to purposes of which Par- 
familiar with the speeches of Burke on 
the Civil List would know that he con- 
on the ground that the Civil List had 
been devoted, not to maintaining the 
tion of the war in America. Therefore 
the new principle of indicating how the 
adopted ; and I must differ from the 
hon. Member for Northampton in pre- 


of it as he thinks fit. | 
| 
belonging to the dignity of the Crown. | 
But it was introduced because in the time 
liament did not approve. Anyone 
demned the course taken by George III. 
dignity of the Crown, but to the promo- 
Civil List should be appropriated was 
ferring that constitutional doctrine. 


Mr. LABOUCHERE said the right 
hon. Gentleman had offered a piece of 
advice which might or might not be 
taken by the sovereign, and which in | 








composed of Members of both Houses of. 
Parliament, and the head housemaid, 
or the head scullery wench, and other 
such persons, to consider whether a. 
housemaid could be suppressed _here,. 
and a scullery wench there. Such a 
course would be like shutting the stable 
door after the steed was stolen. It was: 
derogatory to Members of the House 
that they should be called upon to sit day 
after day with two or three housemaids 
and scullery wenches, to discuss these 
matters, and therefore he refused to vote- 
for such silly little proposals. 


Mr. M‘KENNA, having pointed out 
that the Amendment to which the hon.. 
Member for Northampton alluded was 
an altogether different one from that 
to which he had referred in his previous 
remarks, drew the attention of the Chan- 
e-llor of the Exchequer to the fact that 
£193.000 was put down for the expenses 
of His Maiesty’s Household, the members 
of which numbered something over 900. 
[f by proper economies the Household: 
could be reduced to 500, and the charge 
brought down to £100,000, the Treasury 
would have no power to prevent that 
reduction, and the other £93,000 would 
go automatically into the privy purse,. 
instead of reverting to the Treasury, 
as the control of the Treasury applied’ 
only to transfers from one class to another,. 
and not to reductions or economies: in. 
any particular class. 
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*31r M. HICKS BEACH said the hon. | ber for Northampton specially objected 
Member had supposed an impossible case | —or among the members of the Episcopal 
in suggesting that the Royal Household | Bench, to whom the hon. Member for 
might be reduced from 900 to 500.| North Monmouth had an even stronger 
Under the Amendment now proposed the | objection. 
sovereign would be enabled to abolish the | 


Royal Household altogether, and, if he | 


chose, distribute the money so saved | 


among a number of members of the | 
House of Lords—to whom the hon. Mem- | Noes, 62. 


Acland-Hood,Capt.SirAlex. F. 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Allan, William (Gateshead) 
Allhusen, Augustus H, Eden 
Allsopp, Hon. George 

Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Asquith, Rt. Hn. Herb. Henry 
Atkinson, Rt. Hn. John 
Austin, Sir John 

Bagot, Capt. Josceline Fitzroy 
Bain, Col. James Robert 
Baldwin, Alfred 

Balfour, Rt. Hon. A.J(Manch’r 
Balfour, Rt HnGerald W (Leeds 
Balfoor, Maj K R(Christechurch 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Beach, Rt. Hn.SirM. H( Bristol) 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bigwood, James 

Black, Alexander William 
Blundeil, Colonel Henry 
Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Bowles, Capt. H. F. (Midd’x) 
Bowles, T.Gibson(King’sLynn 
Brigg, John 

Broadhurst, Henry 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brookfield, Colonel Montagu 
Brymer, William Ernest 
Bull, William James 

Burt, Thomas 

Butcher, John George 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Carlile, William Walter 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Ceril, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hon. J.(Birm 
Chamberlain,J Austen(Wore’r 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E* 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colston,Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Cook, Sir Frederick Lucas 
Corbett, A. Cameron(Glasgow 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cox, IrwiniEdward Bainbridge 
4{‘ranborne, Viscount 
‘Cubitt, Hon. Henry 

‘Cust, Henry John C. 
Dalkeith, Ear] of 


AYES. 


Davies,SirHoratioD(Chatham 
Davies,M Vaughan-(Cardigan 
Dewar, John A.(Inverness-sh. 
Dewar,T.R(T’rH’mletsS. Geo. 
Doughty, George 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxford,Sir William Theodore 
Dunean, J. Hastings 

Dunn, Sir William 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Dyke, Rt. Hn. Sir Wm. Hart 
Edwards, Frank 

Evans, 8. T. (Glamorgan) 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Fellowes, Hon. AilwynEdward 
Fenwick, Charles 

Ferguson, R. C. Munro{Leith) 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Firbank, Joseph Thomas 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Flannery. Sir Fortescue 
Forster, Henrv William 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Garfit, William 
Gibbs, Hn A.G. H. (CityofLond 
Gladstone, Kt. Hn. Herb. John 
Gordon, Hn.J. E( Elgin& Nairn) 
Gorst, Rt. Hon.Sir John Eldon 
Goschen, Hon. Geo. Joachim 
Grant, Corrie 

Greene,SirE. W(BrySEdm’nds 
Greene, W. Raymond-(Cambs. ) 
Grittith, Ellis J. 

Groves, James Grimble 
Guthrie, Walter Mutray 
Hall, Edward Marshall 
Hamilton, Rt Hn LordG( Middx 
Hanbury, Rt. Hn. Rbt. Wm. 
Harcourt, Rt. Hon. Sir Wm. 
Hardy, Laurence (Kent Ashf'd 
Harwood, George 

Haslam. Sir Alfred S. 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Helder, Augustus 
Hermon-Hodye, Rbt. Trotter 
Higginbottom, 8S. W. 

Hill, Arthur 

Hobhonse, ©. E. H.(Bristol,E. ) 
Hogg, Lindsay 
Hope,J.F.(Sheffield Brightside 
Howard..J. (Midd. ,Tottenham 
Hozier, Hon. James H. Cecil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Jacoby, James Alfred 
Jefireys, Arthur Frederick 
Jessel, Capt. Herb. Merton 
Johustone, Heywood (Sussex) 


Question put. 


~The Committee divided :—Ayes, 2335 
(Division List No. 254.) 


Jones, Wm. (Carnarvonshire) 
Kenyon, James (Lanes., Bury) 
Keswick, William 

Kimber, Henry 

King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Kinloch, Sir John Geo. Smyth 
Kitson, Sir James 

Lambton, Hon. Fredk. Wm. 
Lawson, John Grant 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Lee, ArthurH (Hants. ,Fareh’m 
Leese, SirJosephF.( Accrington 
Legye, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leng, Sir John 

Lode., Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter(Bristol,S, 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale) 
Lowther, Rt. Hon. J ames( Kent 
Lucas, Col. Francis( Lowestoft) 
Lucas, ReginaldJ.(Portsmouth 
Maedona, John Cumming 
Maconochie, A. W. 
M‘Arthur, Wm. (Cornwall) 
M'Iver,SirLewis( Edinburgh W 
Maleolm, lan 

Manstield, Horace Rendall 
Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Maxwell, W.J.H.(Dumfriessh. 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Meysey-Thomson, Sir H. M. 
Milner, Rt. Hn. Sir Fredk. G. 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Morgan, DavidJ.(Walthams’w 
Morgan, Hn. Fred.(Monm’thsh 
Morris, Hn. Martin Henry F. 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, ArthurH. A( Deptford 
Morton, Edw.J.C.( Devonport) 
Moss, Samuel 

Mount, William Arthur 
Mowbray, Sir Robt. Gray C. 
Murray, RtHnAGraham(Bute 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath 
Newdigate, Francis Alex. 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Norman, Henry 

O'Neill, Hn. Robert Torrens 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Parker, Gilbert 

Partington, Oswald 

Paulton, James Mellor 
Peel,Hn. Wm. Robt. Wellesley 
Pilkington, Lt.-Col. Richard 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 





1525 


Purvis, | 
Quilter, 
Randles, 
Rankin, 
Rasch. J 
Rea, Ru: 
Reid, Ja 
Remnant 
Renshaw 
Rentoul, 
Ritchie, ] 
Robertsc 
Robson, 
Ropner, | 
Round, « 
Sadler, ( 
Samuel, | 
Sharpe, | 
Shaw, Tl 
Sinclair, 


Abraham 
Ambrose. 
Ashton, ' 
Bell, Riel 
Blake, Ex 
Boland, J 
Bolton, ‘I 
Burke, E. 
Burns, Jo 
Caine, Wi 
Caldwell, 
Crean, Et 
Cremer, V 
Cullinan, 
Delany, \ 
Dilke, Rt 
Dillon, Jo 
Donelan, | 
Doogan, |} 
Duffy, Wi 
Flavin, M 
Flynn, Ji 
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Purvis, Robert 

Quilter, Sir Cuthbert 
Randles, John S. 

Rankin, Sir James 

Rasch, Major Frede. Carne 
Rea, Russell 

Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Rentoul, James Alexander 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 
Robertson Herbert (Hackney) 
Kobson, William Snowdon 
Ropner, Col. Robert 

found, James 

Sadler, Col. Samuel Alex. 
Samuel, Harry S. (Limehouse) 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Sinclair, Capt. John(Forfarsh 


Smith, HC(Nort 


Stroyan, John 


Thomas, Alfred ( 


Ure, Alexander 


NOE 


Gilhooly, James 
Goddard, Danie 


Abraham, William(Cork,N.E. 
Ambrose, Robert 

Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Bell, Richard 

Blake, Edward 

Boland, John 

Bolton, ‘Thomas Dolling 
Burke, E. Haviland- 
Burns, John 

Caine, William Sproston 
Caldwell, James 

Crean, Eugene 

Cremer, William Randal 
Cullinan, J. 

Delany, William 

Dilke, Rt. Hn. Sir Charles 
Dillon, John 

Donelan, Captain A. 
Doogan, P. C. 

Duffy, William J. 

Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, Jumes Christopher 


Hope, John Dea 


Leamy, Edmunc 
Levy, Maurice 


Lundon, W. 
MacDonnell, Dr 
M‘Dermott. Pat 
M‘Govern, T. 
Mooney, John J 


Murphy, J. 
Nannetti, Josep 


O’Brien, James 


Clause 7 :— 


Mr. LABOUCHERE said that in Her 
late Majesty’s Civil List there was a 
charge for the pensions of her servants, 
which charge, of course, increased as the 
reign went on. By this Bill it was pro- 
posed to throw £12,000 per annum— 
the sum to which these pensions now 
amounted—upon the Consolidated Fund. 
It was further proposed to charge upon 
that Fund the sum of £13,000 per annum 
for pensions and retiring allowances to 
persons connected with the Household of | 
the late Queen, whose services his present 
Majesty did not require. While admit- 
ting the fairness of the latter proposal, 
he altogether denied that there would be 
any injustice in charging the £12,000 | 
upon the King. That sum might be’ 
taken generally as the par amount of the 
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Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 


Smith, JamesParker(Lanarks. 
Smith, Hn. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Spear, John Ward 

Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 
Stevenson, Francis 8. 
Stewart,SirMarkJ. M‘Taggart 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 


Taylor, Theodord Cooke 
Thomson, F. W. 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 


Thornton, Percy M. 


Tritton. Charles Ernest 


Valentia, Viscount 
Wallace, Robert 


Hammond, John 
Hayden, John Patrick 


Kennedy, Patrick James 


Lloyd-George, David 


Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 


O’Brien, K. (Tipperary, Mid.) 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
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' Walton,JohnLawson(Leeds,S 
Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Wason,Eugene(Clackmannan) 
Wason, JohnCatheart(Orkney 
Welby, Sir Chas. G. E. (Notts) 

| Wentworth-Bruce, C. Vernon- 
Wharton, Rt. Hn. John Lloyd 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
Whiteley, H.(Ashton-u.-Ly ne 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. K. R.( Bath 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Young, Commander Berks, E. 


hm’bTyneside 


Glamorgan, E. | 
(York, W.R. 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and, 
Mr. Anstruther. 


S. 


O’Connor, James( Wicklow, W~ 
O’Donnell,.T. (kerry, W.) 

O’ Kelly, James( Roscommon, N 
O'Malley, William 

O’ Mara, James 
O'Shaughnessy, P, J. 

1 Power, Patrick Joseph : 
Reddy, .M. 

Redmond, Jolin E.( Waterford) 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
tobertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 


1 Ford 


ns (Fife, W.} 


. Mark A. 
rick 


‘ Sullivan, Donal 
Murnaghan, George 


Weir, James Galloway 
Whiteley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Wilson, Henry J.(York, W.R. 


h P. 
F. X. (Cork) 
TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 


Mr. Labouchere and Mr. 
Keir Hardie. 


pensions and retiring allowances on the 
Civil List, and by the proposal of this Bill 


the sovereign would be relieved for a 


considerable number of years to the 
extent of £12,000 a year. By the 
Amendment he desired to move, £12,000 
would be taken as the par amount, and 
if the present sovereign had to grant for 
retiring allowances and pensions a 
larger sum, the difference should be 


\thrown upon the Consolidated Fund. 


Amendment proposed— 
“In page 3, line 14, after the word ‘list’ to 


‘insert the words ‘in any year in which the 


retired allowances granted by His Majesty, and 
paid as part of the expenditure of his 
Civil List, exceed twelve thousand pounds.’ ”’”— 
(Mr. Labouchere.) 


Question proposed, ‘“‘ That those words 
be there inserted.” 
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*Str M. HICKS BEACH said the hon. 
Member for Northampton agreed that 
it would not be fair to throw upon His 
Majesty the cost of the pensions of the 
servants of the late Queen who would 
now be retired, but for one reason or 
another he would still impose upon His 
Majestythe £12,000 pensions which existed 
before the death of her late Majesty. Itwas 
clear from the Report of the Civil List 
Committee that His Majesty contem- 
plated considerable economies by the 
abolition of offices and the reduction of 
salaries, and to secure that object no 
doubt in many cases pensions would have 
to be paid. Accordingly, there would 
necessarily be a charge for pensions or 
gratuities quite irrespective of the 
amount in respect of servants of the late 
Queen, and if the Amendment of the 
hon. Member were carried it would be 
necessary to propose an increase of the 
Civil List by a corresponding amount. 
He therefore could not agree to the pro- 
posed Amendment. 


{COMMONS} Bill. 
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#'Mr.SKEIR HARDIE said the reason 
given for the House being asked to take 
over this liability was that His Majesty 
proposed to make a number of reductions, 
In that event there would be a saving of 
wages, so that not only was the House to 
be asked to take over the liability which 
appertained to the Civil List of the pen- 
sions of servants as they became due, but 
His Majesty was to be allowed to make 
money by dispensing with the services 
of different people. To argue that the 
present Civil List was no more than 
sufficient to meet the outlay of their 
Majesties without having to bear this 
£25,000 a year was carrying the 
generosity of the nation too far. He 
intended to support the Amendment 
of his hon. friend the Member for 
Northampton. 


Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 58; 
Noes, 200. (Division List No. 235.) 


AYES. 


Abraham, Wim. (Cork, N.E.) | Hayden, 
Ambrose, Robert 

Bell, Richard 

Blake, Edward 

soland, John 

Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Burke, E. Haviland- 
Burns, John 

Caine, William Sproston 
Crean, Eugene 

Cremer, William Randal 
Cullinan, J. 

Delany, William 

Dillon, John 

Donelan, Captain A. 
Doogan, P. C 

Dutty, William J. 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Gilhooly, James 
Hammond, John 


Levy, Maurice 
Lundon, W. 
M‘Govern, T. 
Mooney, 


Murphy, « 


O° Brien, « 


John Patrick 

| Hope,John Deans (Fife, West) | 

| Kennedy, Patrick James 
Leamy, Edmund 


Lewis, John Herbert 


MacDonnell, Dr. 
M'‘Dermott, Patrick 


Mansfield, Horace Rendall 
John J 
Murni 7% George 


Nannetti, siaiidh P. 

Nolan, a (Louth, South) 
Jame s F. 
O’Brien, K. (Tipperary, ane | 
O’Brien, Patrick ik 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) | 
O’Connor,James (Wicklow, W. & 


O’Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 

O’ Kelly, James(Roscommon, N 

; O'Malley, William 

| O’Mara, James 

O'Shaughnessy, P. J 

Power, Patrick Joseph 

Reddy, M. 

Redmond,John E.( Waterford 

Redmond, William (Clare) 

Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 

| Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Sullivan, Donal 

| Taylor, Theodore Cooke 
Weir, James Galloway 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 


Mark A. 


X. (Cork) 
AYES— 
and Mr. 


TELLERS FOR THE 
Mr. Labouchere 
Keir Hardie. 


(Ki — 


NOES. 


Acland-Hood,Capt. Sir Alex. F. 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Allan, William (Gateshead) 
Allhusen, Augustus Hy. Eden 
Allsopp, Hon. George 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Austin, Sir John 

Bagot, Capt. Josceline FitzRoy 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Baldwin, Alfred 


Beach, 


Brigg, John 


Balfour, Rt.Hn. G. W. (Leeds) | 
Balfour,MajKR(Christchurch | 


Banbury; Frederick George 
ttHn.SirM. H. (Bristol) 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bigwood. James 

Black, Alexander William 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Bowles,C apt. H.F. (Middlesex) 
Bowles, TGibson(King’sLynn) 


Broadhurst, Henry 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Balfour,Rt. Hn. A.J.(Mancb’r. | Brookfield, Colonel Montagu 
Brymer, W illiam Ernest 
Bull, William James 


Caldwell, James 

Carlile, William Walter 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.’ 
Cavendish, V.C. W. (Derbysh.) 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt.Hn.J. (Birm.) 
Chamberlain J. Austen(Wore. 
Chapman, Edward 
Charringtun, Spencer 

Clare, Octavius Leigh 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H.A.E. 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
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Collin; 
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Cook, 
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Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 


‘Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 


Cook, Sir Frederick Lucas 
Corbett, A. Cameron(Glasgow 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cranborne, Viscount 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 
Davies,SirHoratioD(Chatham 
Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 
Dewar,T. R(T'rHt'mlets,S.Geo. 
Doughty, George 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. Akers- 
Doxford, SirWilliam Theodore 
Dunean, J. Hastings 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Dyke, Rt. Hon. Sir Win. H. 
Edwards, Frank 
Evans Samuel. (Glamorgan) 
Fellowes, Hon. AilwynEdward 
Fenwick, Charles 
Ferguson, R. C. Munro (Leith) 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Firbank, Joseph Thomas 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Flower, Ernest 
Forster, Henry William 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Garfit, William 
Gibbs, Hn. A.GH(CityofLond. 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Gordon, Hn. J. E.(Elgin& Nairn 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon 
Grant, Corrie 
Greene, SirEW(B’rySEd’mnds 
Greene, W. Raynond- (Cambs. ) 
Griffith, Ellis J. 
Groves, James Grimble 
Hamilton. Rt. HnLordG(Mid’x 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. Robert Wm, 
Hareourt, Rt. Hon. Sir William 
Harwood, George 
Haslam, Sir Alfred 8. 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Helder, Augustus 
Hermon- Hodge, Robt. Trotter 
Higginbottom, Ss. W. 
Hill, Arthur 
Hobhouse, C. E. 
Hogg, Lindsay 
Hope, J. F(Shetlield, Brightside 


H. (Bristol, E.) 


Clause agreed to. 


Clause 8 :— 
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Howard.J.(Midd.,Tottenham) 
Hozier, Hon. James Hy. Cecil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Jacoby, James Alfred 
Jeffreys, Arthur Frederick 
Jessel,Captain HerbertMerton 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Kennaway, Rt. Hon. SirJohnH 
Kimber, Henry 

King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Kinloch,SirJohnGeorgeSmyth 
Kitson, Sir James 

Lawson, John Grant 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Lee, A. H. (Hants., Fareham 
Leese,SirJosephF (Accrington 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leng, Sir John 

Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, RtHn. Walter(Bristol,S. 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale) 
Lowther, Rt.Hon.James(Kent 
Lucas,ReginaldJ.(Po1tsmouth 
Mac dona, 25 Cumming 
Maconochie, A. W 

M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall) 
M‘Iver,Sir L. (Edinburgh, W. ) 
Malcolm, Ian 
Maxwell, WJ H( Dumfriesshire 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Meysey-Thompson, Sir M. H. 
Middlemore,J ohnThrogmort’n 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Morgan, DavidJ.(Walthams w 
Morris, Hon. Martin Henry F. 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, ArthurH. A(Deptford 
Morton, Edw.J.C.(Devonport) 
Moss, Samuel 

Mount, William Arthur 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Murray, Rt. Hn. A. G. (Bute) 
Murray, Charles J.(Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Newdizate, Francis Alexander 
Nicholson, William Giaham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Norman, Henry 

O’Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Parker, Gilbert 





Fill. 
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Partington, Oswald 
Peel,Hu. Wm. Rott. Wellesley 
Pilkington, Lt.-Col. Riebard 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest Georve 
Purvis, Robert 
Randles, John S. 
tankin, Sir James 
Rea, a 
Reid, James (Greenock) 
temnant, James Farquharson 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Rentoul, James Alexander 
titchie, Rt. Hon. Chas. T. 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Ropner, Colonel Robert 
Round, James 
Sadler, Col. James Alexander 
Samuel, Harry, 8. (Limehouse) 
Sharpe, Wm. Edw. T. 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 
Smith, H.C( North mb,Tynes’e 
Smith,JamesParker (Lanarks. 
Spear, John Ward 
Stevenson, Francis S. 
Stewart, Sir M. J. M‘Tageart 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 
Stroyan, John 
Thomas, Alfred(Glamorgan, E. 
Thomas, D. Alfred (Merthyr) 
Thomson, F. W. (York, W.R.) 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
‘Thornton, Perey M. 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Valentia, Viscount 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan 
Wason,JohnCatheart(Orkney 
Welby,Lt.-ColA.C. E.(Taun’n) 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E.R. (Bath 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Young,Commander( Berks, EF. ) 


TELLERS FOR THE NOFS— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


were entirely eliminated from the Civil 


List. 


He thought he was right in saying 


that these pensions were granted by the 


First Lord of the 


Treasury, who was a 





Mr. LABOUCHERE moved an Amend- 
ment to leave out certain words with the 
object of providing that Civil List Pen- 
sions, which at present amounted to 
£1,200 a year, to persons connected with | 
literature and art, should not be charged 
on the Consolidated Fund, as was pro- 
posed, but should henceforth be put upon 
the Budget for the year. He saw no 
reason why any exception should be made | 
in the case of these particular pensions. 
Under the present Bill these pensions 


literary man. He would say that in such 
matters he sat at the feet of the right 
hon. Gentleman, who was his Gamaliel. 
It must undoubtedly be a very great 
trouble and nuisance to the right hon. 
Gentleman to consider the immense 
number of applications made for this 
£1,200. The right hon. Gentleman 
would be greatly relieved if he could tell 
the zealous friends of some applicant 
that the granting of the pension would 
cause a bother in the House of Commons. 
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It was not because he distrusted the 
right hon. Gentleman that he proposed 
this change. It was because it was part 
and parcel of the constitutional system 
of this country. Even the right hon. 
Gentleman made a mistake once. He 
would mention one curious case in this 
connection. An eminent poet, who was 


no doubt quite worthy of the position, , 
got a salary on the Civil List as Poet) 


Laureate, but he also got a pension. The 
hon. Member thought that was wrong. 
If he got a salary he ought not to be on 
the pension list. If the Poet Laureate 
was incapacitated from writing poetry 
or anything of that sort, and was retired, 
then he might get a pension, but not 
otherwise. Under these circumstances, 
he moved. 


Amendment proposed— 

“In page 3, line 25, to leave out from the 
word ‘daughters’ to the word ‘shall’ in line 
28.”—(Mr. Labouchere.) 


Question proposed, “ That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of the 
Clause.” 


*Sm M. HICKS BEACH: All these 
pensions are granted by the sovereign 
on the recommendation of the First Lord 
of the Treasury. What the hon. Member 
desires is that the pensions should not be 
charged on the Consolidated Fund, but 
on the Estimates for the year. The hon. 
Member seems to think that the matter 
will in some way be brought more par- 
ticularly before the knowledge of Parlia- 
ment if the pensions are charged on the 
Votes ; but it is possible to challenge the 
advice given by the First Lord of the 
Treasury on the Vote for his salary, and 
there are also other means of raising the 
matter. Of course, every year a state- 
ment of the new pensions which have 
been granted is published, and from time 
to time a list of all the persons hold- 
ing such pensions is laid before Par- 
liament. These pensions could 


same way as those for ordinary civil ser- 


vants, because they do not belong to any | 
was any change in the system introduced 


particular department. There is also 
another reason: they are of a different 


{COMMONS} 


not | 


be treated in the public accounts in the | 
| be criticised. 


Bill. 


favour, on the advice of a Minister 
of the Crown. I must say I think it would 
detract from the grace of such pensions 
if they were subject to annual discussion 
in this House—not merely those granted 
in the course of the year, but also those 
granted perhaps years ago. I hope the 
Committee will not change the practice 
which has been followed for many years. 

BOWLES said the 


Mr. GIBSON 


practice which had been adopted for the 


last sixty years was not the practice 
that was now to be adopted. During 
the last sixty years these pensions had 
been part of the Civil List itself, and as 
such were properly charged on the Con- 
solidated Fund ; they were now removed 
from the Civil List. They had ceased to 
be in their nature a Royal act of bounty, 
and they had become in reality a part of 
the money at the disposition of the 
Minister. The whole theory of the 
matter was that when money was at the 
disposal of a Minister he should give an 
account of it, and it should be put into 
the Votes of the House and subjected to 
annual review. That was not the case 
here. The whole of this money, amount- 
ing to £24,000 or £25,000 a year, would 
be at the disposal of the Minister, but it 
could never appear in any Vote of the 
House. The only thing capable of being 
touched would be the salary of the 
Minister, which would be a most un- 
satisfactory substitute. If the First Lord 
of the Treasury agreed with the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer that this method 
was necessary, he would be loth to vote 
against it ; at the same time, he did not 
think the money disbursed in this 
manner should be charged on the Con- 
solidated Fund. Of course, there might 
be an answer to that argument, and if so 
he hoped it would be forthcoming. 


THe FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. BaLFour, Manchester, 
E.): I think I can give my hon. friend 
reasons for thinking, as he suggests, that 
this is not really an amount which could 
My hon. friend was under 
a misapprehension in thinking that there 
My hon. friend is content 


by the Bill. 


nature to ordinary Civil Service pensions | with the system which prevailed during 


because they are granted by the 
Sovereign, as a matter of grace and 


Mr. Lehouchere. 


the life of the late Queen, but he appears 
‘to. think there has. been some change 
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Acland 
Agnew 
Allan, 
Allhuse 
Allsopy 
Avehda 
Arnold- 
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Austin, 
Bagot,C 
Bain, C 
Baldwin 
Balfour, 
Balfour, 
Ralfour, 
Ealfour,] 
Banbury 
Beach,Rt 
Bhownag 
Black, A 
Blundell, 
Boscawer 
Bowles,T. 
Brassey, 
Brigg, Jol 
Broadhurs 
Brodrick, 
Brookfield 
Bull, Will 
Butcher, J 
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in the system which is now proposed, 
but Ithink I can show that that is not so. 
The old system was that the sovereign, 
on the advice of the Minister, gave certain 
pensions to persons who were considered 
to be deserving. The new system is 
exactly the same. The Minister now, 
as heretofore, has to consult his sove- 
reign’s pleasure as to whether such and 
such a pension should be given to such 
and such an individual, sothat there is no 
difference whatever between the system 
which prevails under the present King 
and that which prevailed under the late 
(jueen. The whole sum on which the 
Minister advises the sovereign is an 
amount of £3,200, and not £25,000. It 
is perfectly true, as the hon. Gentleman 
who moved the Amendment said, that 
the administration of this money is not 
a very agreeable task for the Minister 
responsible; on the contrary, it is an 
anxious, laborious, and difficult task ; but 
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‘acquisition of important truth for the 
public, or even for themselves, but an 
interesting interchange of dialectics be- 
'tween the Minister and the Minister's 
critics. That is all very well in purely 
public affairs, but when we come to the 
financial position of widows and orphans, 
and the comparative claims of different 
men of letters or science, the case is dif- 
ferent. Then, I think, we should have a 
personal element, which this House 
would not be anxious to discuss, but 
which, if it cropped up in the ordinary 
course of debate, we should be obliged 
to discuss, which would be almost a mis- 
fortune, necessitating the alteration of 
the whole practice, which would not 
then be constitutional. It would be 
a great change to have these pensions 
granted, not by the sovereign on the 
advice of the Minister, but by the Minister 
in the ordinary course of his ministerial 
duties. That is not a change which 





| believe the expenditure to be useful 
on the whole, and I am sure its utility 
would be greatly impaired, if not wholly 
if it were made subject to’ 
constant debates in Supply. 
hon. Members know very well that there 


destroyed, 


are discussions that take place n Supply 


in which the main interest of the gentle- 
men who take part in them is not the 
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I would recommend, and 
the House not to accept it. 


I would urge 
I would 


strongly urge the retention of the old 
system. 
After all, 
Question put. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 221 : 
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DEMISE OF THE CROWN BILL. 
[THIRD READING. | 


Order tor Third Reading read. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
‘That the Bill be now read the third 
time.” ; 

Mr. DILLON : Before this Bill is read 
the third time I would state once more 
the cause and purpose of this Bill. It is 
introduced for the purpose of relieving 
Ministers from the unpleasant position 
in which they find themselves through 
continuing to sit and vote in this House 
atter having taken an office of profit 
under the Crown. You might search 
the whole of the precedents of this House 
and not find a case of this kind. If it 
were desirable to make a change in the 
established practice of the House of 
Commons requiring Members of the 
House who accept an office of profit 
under the Crown to go to their con- 
stituents, and take their views upon 
their conduct, the alteration should 
be made under such circumstances 
as would relieve Ministers from all sug- 
gestion that it was made in their personal 
interest. For my part I do not agree 
with the view that has been expressed 
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from the Treasury Bench that the old 
practice had better be swept away alto- 
gether, and that Ministers should be 
allowed to accept an office of profit 
under the Crown without having to go 
to their constituencies afterwards. That 
might be a reasonable view to take for 
altering the practice of Parliament in the 
future, but that is quite a different 
thing to introducing a measure to relieve 
Ministers from a difficulty. It cannot be 
denied, to put it at the lowest, that there 
is a degree of uncertainty as to whether 
the Ministers could not be proceeded 
against, and penalties recovered from 
them, for sitting in this House. The 
Attorney General admitted that, and 
stated that one of the objects of this Bill 
was to remove the risk that existed 
that a court of law might take a different 
view to that which he expressed. It 
that means anything it means that this 
measure is introduced for the purpose 
of relieving Ministers from the risk of a 
decision of a court of law that they were 
sitting in this House when they had no 
right to do so. For these reasons I shall 
divide the House on the Third Reading. 
Question put. 


The 
Noes, 109. 


House divided :—Aves, 199; 
(Division List No. 237.) 
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W hite, Luke (York, E.R.) 

W hitley, J. H. ( Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Captain Donelan and Mr.. 
Patrick O’Brien. 
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LARCENY BILL. 


[Seconp ReapinG.] 
Order for Seeond Reading read. 


Motion made, and Question proposec 
“That the Bill be now read a second 
time.” 


Mr. CALPWELL (Lanarkshire, Mid) 
said that this Bill was by no means a 
large Bill on paper, but it contained 
very important changes in the law of 
England, particularly in regard to 
larceny. The Bill had arisen out of 
recent prosecutions of solicitors in Eng- 
land for misappropriations of money, 
ind there was always a danger that 
when a change of the law was made 
m account of a specific grievance it 
might injuriously affect other cases 
which were not intended to iall under 
the change in the law. Last year there 
was a great rush to pass a Bill on this 
subject. The late Attorney General 
brought it in, and all that it proposed 


‘to do was to leave out the words “ in 


writing ” from a section in the existing 
Lareeny Act. That would have affected 
the proof of the charge rather than the 
constitution of the crime. He had 
taken upon himself to move the rejection 
of the Bill, and the present Attorney 
General eventually withdrew it. In 
introducing the present Bill, the hon. 
and learned Gentleman condemned last 
year’s Bill in the most violent terms, 
because, as he himself had shown, that 
Bill, instead of improving the law, 
made bad law worse. That showed the 
importance of not rushing Bills through 
the House at the end of a session, but 
of having them carefully considered. 
He did not object to a particular form 
of amending the law, and preventing 
crime in every possible way, but the 
amendment should be so carried out 
as to fulfil the purpose of the change 
in the law, without involving matters 
and crimes not intended to be dealt with. 
In England it was the essence of larceny 
or theft that there should be a wrongous 
taking of an article. There were other 
eases which were of the nature of theft, 
but these had been dealt with by the 
Legislature by statutory enactment, as, 
for instance, the case of clerks and 
servants who had heen entrusted with 
‘the property of their masters, and who 
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had appropriated it. Then there were 
the cases of bankers, solicitors, factors, 
and agents who were entrusted with 
property or money to be applied to a 
particular purpose, but who did not so 
apply it. That was made criminal by 
statutory enactment. Further, there 
was the case of carriers, and also the 
ease of bailees, the appropriation of the 
goods entrusted to whom was not larceny 
by the common law of England, and 
it had to be made a civil offence by 
statutory enactment. 

The object of this Bill was apparently 
to make a new definition altogether of 
crime, and to sweep into the net every- 
thing that was of the nature of a criminal 
offence. In that respect there was a 
great deal to be said in favour of the 
Bill. It left to the judge and jury to 
determine, after hearing the whole case, 
how far there had been fraudulent 
conversion of the money. That altered 
a little the phraseology of the Larceny 
Act of 1861, and they might reason- 
ably allow a sweeping in of everything 
in the nature of criminal offence. He 
himself did not see any particular reason 
for Sub-section > of Clause 1. for it dealt 
with a different category of cases from 
those dealt with under Sections 75 and 
76 of the Larceny Act of 1861. He 
would like to know the effect of the 
Bill on cases where money had_ been 
found, and on that other class of cases to 
which he had already referred, namely, 
clerks and servants. He thought, from 
the definition given in the first clause, 
that it would apply to clerks and ser- 
vants who were now dealt with under 
the existing Larceny Act. They would 
then have this anomaly, that there 
would be two procedures for the same 


offence. The same thing applied to 
bailees. Further, would the Bill sweep 


away existing enactments against carriers 
and bring them all under this Bill? 
He suggested that it would have been 
better to have made all these cases fall 
under the class of theft and made them 
part of the common law. By doing so 
they would get rid of a great many 
technicalities in procedure. When they 
made new statutory crimes the door 
was open to any amount of interpreta- 
tion by the judges. 

He thought the Attorney General 
would do well to re-consider the matter 
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between now and_ the 
stage as to whether it would not be 
advisable to follow the recommendation 
of the Legal Commission of 1878. He 
did not see why under Sub-section 2 of 
Clause 1 any exception should be made 
in regard to trustees or mortgagees. 
It should be left to the judge and jury 
to say whether there had been fraudulent 
misapplication of the money by the 
trustee or mortgagee, and if there had 
been fraudulent misapplication why 
should they be protected? Then why 
was the proviso in the earlier Act in 
regard to lien excluded from the present 
measure ? and why also was the clause 
in the Commissioners’ Report of 1878, 
to the effect that where the subject- 
matter resolved itself into a matter 
of accounting the Act was not to apply— 
why was that proviso not introduced 
into the present Bill, when they went 
out of their way to introduce the proviso 
as regards trustees and mortgagees ? 
At the same time, he did not propose to 
oppose the Second Reading. 
recognised that a change in the law 
was necessary, and that there were 
anomalies in England that should be 
removed. At present the criminal law 
only applied to certain specified persons, 
and he quite approved of its being 
extended to, for instance, auctioneers 
who sold property and did not account 
for the money. In all such cases the 
principle was right. but he thought that 
the Attorney General was hardly carrying 
out the object he had in view by setting 
up new statutory crimes. 


*Mr. WARR (Liverpool, E. Toxteth) 
said that the Bill was a vast improvement 
on the Bill of last session. It was simple. 
comprehensive, and intelligible. He asso- 
ciated himself with what the hon. 
Gentleman opposite had said with regard 
to Sub-section 2. Nodoubt what he had 
said would receive consideration from the 
Attorney General. There was a section 
in the Larceny Act dealing with mis- 
appropriation by trustees, but under that 
section it was necessary first to get the 
fiat of the Attorney General, and secondly 
the certificate of a judge of a civil 
court, in case the offence had come to 
light in the course of civil proceedings. 
There was no objection to these safeguards 

-as regarded frauds under wills and settle- 

Mr, Caldweil. 


Committee | 


He quite. 


{COMMONS} Bill. 1544 


ments, but he was not so sure that there 
would not be a good deal of objection 
to them in dealing with frauds by trustees 
arising out of commercial transactions. 
He would put a case to the Attorney 
General. The course of business bet ween 
banker and customer in business centres 
with which he was acquainted, though it 
might not apply to London, was that 
after an advance had been made by the 
banker upon the security of produce 
pledged with him by the customer, it was 
entrusted by the banker to an agent. 
whether the customer himself or someone 
else, for sale on the bank's account upon 
the written terms that the proceeds were 
to be paid to the banker as and when 
received. The agent was thus constituted 
a trustee, and the provisions of the Bill 
applicable would apply to such a transac- 
tion. If there was misappropriation of 
proceeds the banker could take no 
criminal proceedings without the fiat ot 
the Attorney General, and in certain cases 
without the consentof the judge who tried 
the civil action. Before these consents 
had been obtained the customer might 
have left the country. That was an 
illustration of the kind of case which 
indicated that the Bill might by amend- 
ments be perhaps made more useful. He 
hoped the matter would be very carefull) 
considered, but he himself was inclined 
at present to think that the sub-section 
might well be omitted altogether. 


THe ATTORNEY GENERAL (Sir 
Ropert Fintay, Inverness Burghs) said 
that everyone would agree with what had 
been said by the hon. Member for Mid 
Lanark, that the subject was one of very 
great importance. The Report of the 
Commission which the hon. Gentleman 
quoted proposed to remodel the law ot 


‘theft, but he would point out to the hon. 


Gentleman that that would involve a 
very extensive and difficult enterprise. 
Without undertaking an enterprise so 
ambitious, they were content to remove 
the blots upon that portion of the law 
‘which dealt with the offence of mis- 
appropriation by persons entrusted with 
property by others. Sections 75 and 76 
of the Act of 1861 were open to very 
serious objections. No reason could be 
given for the necessity for directions in 
writing, particularly in the case of mis- 
appropriation by solicitors, with whom 
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it often rested to say whether directions | the analogous section of the Act of 1861. 


should be given in writing or not. That! With 


provision was one which often prevented 


fession should be amenable to the pro- 
visions of the sections. The hon. Member 
for Mid Lanark referred to the fact that 


the Bill contained a proviso that any , 


regard to mortgagees it was 


[ originally inserted on the ground that 
justice being done. Again, no good reason | 
could be given for the state of the law: 
which declared that only agents by pro- | 
‘that the latter should be at liberty to 


person receiving property for another | 


might be guilty of a misdemeanour if he 
fraudulently misapplied that property. 
He quite agreed that the keynote of the 
whole Bill was to be found in the word 
* fraudulent.” 


But he would further , 


point out that the mere fact that property | 


belonged to another person would not 
bring it within the words, “ received any 
property for or on account of any other 
person.” The effect of the Bill would 
he to bring agents to receive as well as 
agents to pay within the scope of the 
criminal law if guilty of fraud in respect 
of property they had received. 
Member pointed out that a question 
might arise if a defendant had been 
guilty of conduct which rendered him 
liable to prosecution under other pro- 
visions of the criminal law. But that 
was dealt with in the Interpretation Act 
of 1899, Section 33 providing that, where 
an act constituted an offence under one 


The hon. | 


or more Acts or under common law, the , 


offender should be liable to be prosecuted 
under either or all of the Acts or at com- 
mon law so long as he was not punished 
twice for the same offence. Various 
other criticisms were made by the hon. 
Gentleman, the importance of which he 
recognised, and which no doubt would 
form the subject of consideration in 
Committee. He was much struck with 
what the hon. Gentleman had said as to 
the omission of the proviso with regard 
to the disposal of property under any 
lien or charge. He would point out to 


the hon. Gentleman that that proviso | 


was absolutely unnecessary. It was 
contained in Section 75 of the Larceny 
Act of 1861, but it was not wanted there, 
and still less would it be wanted in the 
present Bill, under which no man would 
be liable unless he acted fraudulently. 
The hon. Gentleman and also his hon. 
friend referred to the provision exempting 
trustees and mortgagees from the opera- 
tion of the Bill. The House ought to 
know that that provision was taken from 


as the mortgagee was the owner of the 
property it would be hard, if a dispute 
arose between him and the mortgagor. 


take criminal proceedings. Certainly 
more mature consideration would be 
required before they undertook to enlarge 
the criminal law further in that direction, 
but no doubt the clause would receive 
consideration in Committee. With re- 
gard to the cases to which his hon. friend 
more particularly referred, any trustee 
under an instrument in writing who 
fraudulently misapplied property was 
liable to prosecution under the law as it 
stood. His hon. friend said that certain 
conditions had to be complied with by 
the prosecutor, but they were not at all 
onerous. If civil proceedings were 
entered on, it was very proper that the 
certificate of the judge should be obtained 
that the case was one suitable for criminal 
prosecution, and if it were suitable there 
would be no difficulty about obtaining 
a certificate. The other condition was 
that the fiat of the Attorney General 
should be obtained for a prosecution. 
He did not think that any difficulty or 
delay would be occasioned by that condi- 
tion, while the necessity of obtaining 
the fiat of the law officers was some 
security against improper claims being 
put forward. No doubt the whole 
subject deserved and would receive 
full consideration in Committee. It 
should always be remembered that there 
was danger of the criminal law being 
applied, or rather misapplied, for the 
purpose of enforcing a civil liability, 
and care should be taken that in pre- 
venting the escape of rogues, honest men 
were not laid open to vexatious charges. 
He desired to express his appreciation 
of the spirit in which the Bili had been 
received, and he could assure hon. 
Members that every suggestion in Com- 
mittee would receive the fullest con- 
sideration. 


Mr. ASQUITH (Fifeshire, E.) said he 
did not quite understand what the 
Attorney General had said with reference 
to trustees. 


Sir ROBERT FINLAY said that 


trustees were specially provided for in 
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the third section of the Larceny Act of| for Berwickshire was not present to 


1861, with which the Bill was intended | support. it. 
That Act provided for the , measure, and he had received communi- 


to be read. 
prosecution of any fraudulent trustee, 
hut it was considered proper to intro- 


It was a very important 


the county 


cations from persons in 
The only 


| begging him to oppose it. 


duce precautions, because after all the| reason why he was approached on the 


trustee was the legal owner of the pro- 


perty, and it was desirable that he should , 


not be exposed to improper claims with- 
out some precaution. 


Mr. ASQUITH said that was quite 
satistactory. 


Question put, and agreed to. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the Bill be committed to the 
Standing Committee on Law, ete.’—- 
(Sir Robert Finlay.) 


Mr. CALDWELL said he hoped the 
Attorney General would allow some 
time, say three weeks, to elapse in order 
that the matter might be properly con- 
sidered. 


Sm ROBERT FINLAY said that 
having regard to the state of the 
session he thought three weeks rather 
too long. That might imperil the Bill, 
but at any rate some time would be 


allowed. 


Question put, and agreed to. 


COUNTY BILL 


[Lords]. 


BERWICKSHIRE TOWN 


[Seconp Reaprne.] 


Order for Second Reading read. 


THe LORD ADVOCATE (Mr. A. 
GRAHAM Murray, Buteshire) said that 
the Bill was an entirely non-controversial 
measure introduced by the Government 
at the request of the county authorities 
in Berwickshire, who unanimously desired 
that the seat of county government 
should be changed from Greenlaw to 
Duns. The present arrangement was 
found exceedingly inconvenient. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the Bill be now read a second 
time.” 


Mr. DILLON asked, if the Bill were 


non-controversial, why the hon. Member 
Sir Kebert Finlay. 


( 


matter was that on one occasion he 
addressed a meeting at Greenlaw in 
support of the hon. Member for Berwick- 
shire, and some of the hon. Member’s 
constituents had written him stating 
that the people of Greenlaw were strongly 
opposed to the Bill. The Lord Advocate 
stated that the Bill had the support of 
the county authorities. Did they include 
the people of Greenlaw ? 


Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY said he 
was not aware that the people of Green- 
law were a county authority. He used 
the word in the ordinary sense. 


Mr. DILLON said he thought it was 
rather a large order to ask the House of 
Commons to pass a Bill of this kind 
without some clearer proof of the desire 
of the county than the bald statement 
of the Lord Advocate. For all they knew 
the change might have only been carried 
by a narrow majority of the county 
council. In the absence of a more con- 
vincing statement he should certainly 
divide the House against the Bill. Green- 
law had been the county town of Berwick- 
shire since 1696, and the House ought to 
be given a more reasonable explanation 
before it was asked to disturb an arrange- 
ment which had existed for two centuries. 


Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.) said it was 
extraordinary that such a Bill should 
have been brought forward as a Govern- 
ment measure at a comparatively early 
hour when much more important work 
might be transacted. He hoped that the 
old traditions connected with one of the 
most important and interesting parts of 
the Border would not be broken down 
without some more reasonable and valid 
explanation. He knew the country well, 
and he could not conceive why Duns 
should be selected as the county town 
rather than Greenlaw. The Lord Advo- 
cate said that certain county authorities 
had expressed a desire for the change, but 
the House had not heard the opinion of 
other local bodies regarding it. It was a 
significant fact that the hon. Member for 
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Berwickshire was not present. If the 
hon. Gentleman had been strongly in 
support of the measure he would have 
been present to have given his repre- 
sentative blessing to it. No adequate 
reason had been given why an arrange- 
ment which had existed for over two 
centuries should now be changed. They 
had only had a few words from an ill- 
informed Lord Advocate, who thought, 
torsooth, that because a certain Bill was 
starred, therefore it ought to be accepted 
by the House without any information 
regarding it being given. It did not 
matter to him a twopenny ticket whether 
Duns or Greenlaw was to be the county 
town. He was impartial, but the ques- 
tion was what did the people of the 
district concerned think of the change ? 
The hon. Member for the division was 
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11696. They would be very well content 
to have Greenlaw still for their county 
town, were it not for the facet that 
'Duns was now the natural centre 
and the most important town in 
‘the county. The only people likely 
to object to Duns would be the 
legal element, who had still to meet at 
Greenlaw under the existing Act. But 
| owing to the fact that the bulk of the 
members of the legal profession now 
lived in Duns, they were equally unani- 
mous with the county council in desiring 
that the business should be conducted in 
future at Duns instead of Greenlaw. 
He hoped the House would accept this 
statement from one who, although he 
did not represent Berwickshire, lived in 
the county and knew something about 
the district. He had talked the matter 


probablyembarrassed between new claims over with the hon. Member for Berwick- 
and existing claims, and had therefore shire: they were in absolute agreement 
left the House. He did not blame the upon this point, and he presumed it was 
hon. Member, and he could quite under- only through some unfortunate accident 





stand other hon. Members being in 


equally embarrassing positions if similar 


Bills affecting their constituencies were 
brought forward. Was it reasonable to 
ask the House of Commons, which was 
already up to its neck in business, to make 
such a change as was proposed by the 
Bill without any explanation! They had 
no idea of the relative importance of 
Greenlaw and Duns, and he did not 
think that the House of Commons would 
he justified in destroying the status of an 
old commerical town without more 
adequate reasons. He hoped, therefore, 
that the House would resist the motion. 


*Captain BALFOUR (Middlesex, Horn- 
sey) said he acknowledged that the hon. 
Member for North Cork had a consider- 
able knowledge of Berwickshire, as the 
hon. Member was through it when he 
was contesting the county against the 
present Member. As a member of the 
Berwickshire County Council he desired 
to put before the House the Berwick- 
shire side of the question, and he was sure 
that hon. Gentlemen opposite would 
agree with the principle of Home Rule 
for Berwickshire. It was true that 
Greenlaw had a record of 200 years, but 
Duns went back further still, for it was 
the old county town, before Greenlaw 
by the influence of the Earls of March- 
mont was made the county town in 


that the hon. Member was not present to 
support the Bill. 


Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty) was 
extremely disappointed that the Lord 
Advocate had not made the House better 
acquainted with the object of the Bill. 
It was also very extraordinary that at 
a time when there was so much urgent 
business of a far more important char- 
acter, to the consideration of which the 
House might devote its time, a miserable 
measure of this kind should be brought 
‘forward. He was inclined to think 
this was a landlord’s Bill, but sufficient 
information had not been given to enable 
Members to judge whether or not they 
should vote for the Second Reading. It 
was surprising that the hon. Member for 
Berwickshire was not present either to 
support the Bill or to defend his county. 
Certainly if it had been a Bill affecting 
Ross-shire he (the speaker) would have 
been in his place to give the House all the 
information in his possession. 


Mr. JAMES O'CONNOR (Wicklow, 
W.) inferred that this Bill was the out- 
come of a contest between the Greenlaws 
and the Dunses. and having listened to 
the speeches which had heen delivered 
he had decided to vote for the Greenlaws 
against the Dunses. 
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The House divided :—-Ayes, 271; Noes, 56. (Division List No. 238.) 


Acland-Hood, Capt. Sir Alex.F. 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Allan, William (Gateshead) 
Allhusen, Augustus Henry E. 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Asquith, Rt. Hon. Herbert H. 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon John 
Austin, Sir John 

Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Balfour,Rt Hon. A-J.(Manch’r) 
Balfaur, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
Balfour, Rt Hon. G.W.(Leeds) 
Balfour, Maj.KR(Christchurch 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Beach, Rt. Hn. SirM.H.(Bristol) 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bigwood, James 

Bill, Charles 

Black, Alexander William 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 

Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Brassey, Albert 

Brigg, John 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brymer, William Ernest 
Burns, John 

Butcher, John George 
Caldwell, James 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Carlile, William Walter 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
‘avendish, V.C.W. (Derbyshire 
‘awley, Frederick 

‘ecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
ecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
‘hamberlain, Rt. Hon.J.(Birm. 
‘hamberlain, J. Austen(Wore’r 
‘hanning, Francis Allston 
‘hapman, Edward 
‘harrington, Spencer 
‘hurehill, Winston Spencer 
‘are, Octavius Leigh 
‘ochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
‘oghill, Douglas Harry 
‘ollings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
‘olomb, SirJohnCharles Ready 
‘ompton, Lord Alwyne 
‘orbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow) 
‘orbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
‘ox. Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
‘raig, Robert Hunter 
‘ranborne, Viscount 

‘rossley, Sir Savile 

‘ubitt, Hon. Henry 
Dalkeith, Ear] of 

Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davies,SirHoratioD.(Chatham 
Dewar, John A.(Inverness-sh. ) 


‘apllantientant aptantantt. Tanta tententien tent tnt a a 
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Digby, John K. D. Wingfield- 
Dorington, Sir John Edward 
Doughty, George 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxtord, Sir William Theodore 
Duncan, J. Hastings 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Emmott, Alfred 

Fellowes, Hn. Ailwyn Edward 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Firbank, Joseph Thomas 
Fisher, William Hayes 
FitzGerald,SirRobert Penrose- 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Vitzroy, Hon.EdwardAlgernon 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Fletcher, Sir Henry 

Forster, Henry William 
Garfit, William 

Gibbs, Hn. A.G.H.(CityofLond. 
Gladstone, RtHn. HerbertJohn 
Goddard, Daniel lord 
Gordon, Hn.J. KE. (Elgin& Nairn 
Gorst, Rt. Hn. Sir John Eldon 
Goschen, Hon.George Joachim 
Goulding. Edward Alfred 
Graham, Henry Robert 

Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Green,WalfordD.(Wednesbury 
Greene, Sir KW (B’ryS.Edm’nds 
Greene, HenryD.(Shrewsbury) 
Gretton, John 

Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Griffith, Ellis J. 

Groves, James Grimble 
Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Guthrie, Walter Murray 
Hain, Kdward 
Hamilton, Rt Hn LordG(Midd’x 
Hamilton, Marqof(L’nd’nderry 
Hanbury, Rt.Hon.RobertWm. 
Hardy, Laurence,(Kent, Ashf’d 
Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Haslam, Sir Alfred 8S. 

Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Heath, James Staffords. N.W.) 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Helder, Augustus 
Herman-Hodge, RobertTrotter 
Higginbottom, S.W. 

Hogg, Lindsay 

Holland, William Henry 
Hope, J.l.(Sheffield, Brightside 
Hope, John Deans ‘life, West) 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Henry 
Hozier, Hon. JamesHenryCecil 
Hutton, John (Yorks. N.R.) 
Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Jeffreys, Arthur Frederick 
Jones, William(Carnarvonshire 
Kearley, Hudson EK. 
Kenyon-Slaney, Col. W. (Salop} 


Keswick, William 

Langley, Batty 

Lawrence, Wm. I’. (Liverpoo } 
Lawson, John Grant 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Lee, ArthurH.{ Hants.,Fareh’m 
Leese, SirJ osephF.( Accrington) 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Lewis, John Herbert 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Rt. Hon. Walter(BristolS 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowe, Francis William 

Lueas. Col. Francis (Lowestoft) 
Lucas, Reginald.J.( Portsmouth 
Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maconochie, A. W. 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall) 
M‘Calmont, H. L. B. (Cambs.) 
M‘Crae, George 
M‘Iver.SirLewis( Edinburgh, W 
M‘Laren, Charles Benjamin 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Maxwell, W.J.H. (Dumfriessh.) 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Milner, Rt. Hon. SirFrederickG. 
Milton, Viscount 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Morgan, DavidJ (Walthamstow 
Morgan, Hn. I’red.(Monm’thsh. 
Morgan,J. Lloyd((armarthen 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morris, Hon. Martin Henry F. 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, Arthur H.A.(Deptford 
Morton, Edw. J.C.( Davonport) 
Moss, Samuel 

Moulton, John Fletcher 
Mount, William Arthur 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Murray Rt Hn A.Graham(Bute 
Murray, Charles -). (Coventry} 
Myers, William Henry 
Newdigate, Francis Alexander 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Norman, Henry 

Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
Orr-Kwing, Charles Lindsay 
Parker, Gilbert 

Parkes, Ebenezer 

Partington, Oswald 

Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
Peel,Hn.Wm. Robert Wellesley 
Penn, John 

Perey, Karl 

Platt-Higgins. Frederick 
Powell, Sir francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
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Price, Robert John 
Priestley, Arthur 
Purvis, Robert 
Pym, C. Guy 
Randles, John S. 
Rankin, Sir James 
Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Rea, Russell 
eid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Richards, Henry Charles 
Ridley, Hon.M.W.(Stalybridge) 
Ridley,S.Forde(BethnalGreen) 
titchie, Rt. Hon. ChasThomson 
toberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Robson, William Snowdon 
Ropner, Colonel Robert 
Rothschild, Hon. Lionel Walter 
Round, James 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Seely, Chalres Hilton (Lincoln) 
Seton-Karr, Henry 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
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Abraham, William (Cork,N.E.) 
Ambrose, Robert 

Bell, Richard 

Boland, John 

Broadhurst, Henry 

Burke, FE. Haviland- 

Caine, William Sproston 
Cogan, Denis J. 

Crean, Kugene 

Cremer, William Randal 
Cullinan, J. 

Delany, William 

Donelan, Captain A. 

Doogan, P. C. 

Dutfy, William J. 

Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan) 
Klavin, Michael Joseph 

Flynn, James Christopher 
Gilhooly, James 

Hammond, John 
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Shaw-Stewart, M. H.(Renfrew) 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 


' Sinclair,CaptJohn (lorfarshire 


Skewes-Cox, Thomas 
Smith,JamesParker(Lanarks. ) 
Smith, Hon. W. I’. D. (Strand) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Spear, John Ward 
Spencer,Rt.Hn.C.R(Northants 
Stanley, EdwardJas.(Somerset 
Stanley, Lord (Lancs. ) 
Stevenson, Francis S. 
Stewart, SirMarkJ.M‘Taggart 
Strachey. hdward 

Stroyan, John 

Talbot, Lord KE. (Chichester) 
Taylor, Theodore Cooke 
Thomas, David A. (Merthyr) 
Thomas, F.Freeman-( Hastings) 
Thomas,J A(Glamorgan,Gow’r 
Thomson, IF. W. (York, W. R.) 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Ure, Alexander 

Valentia, Viscount 
Vincent,Col.SirC.E A (Sheffield 


NOES. 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Hobhouse, C. E. H. (Bristol, E.) 
Kennedy, Patrick James 
Lambert, George 
Leamy, Edmund 
Levy, Maurice 
Lloyd-George, David 
Lundon, W. 
MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
Mac Dermott, Patrick 
M‘Govern, T. 
Manstield, Horace Rendall 
Mooney, John J. 
Murnaghan, George 
Murphy, John 
Nannetti, Joseph P. 
Nolan,Col.JohnP. (Galway,N.) 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
O’ Brien, Kendal Tipperary, Mid 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
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Walker, Col. William Hall 
Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Wason, John ©. (Orkney) 
Welby,Lt.-Col.A.C.E.(Taunton 
Welby, Sir CharlesG. E.(Notts.} 
Wentworth, BruceC. Vernon- 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
Whiteley, George (York, W.R.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Williams. Osmond (Merioneth} 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Wilson, A. Stanley (York, E.R.) 
Wilson, Henry J. (York, W. R.) 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson, J. W.( Worcestersh, N.) 
Wodehouse, Rt.Hon.E.R. (Bath 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Young, Commander Berks, E. ) 


TeLLERS FOR THE AyES—Sir 
William Walrond and Mr. 
Anstruther. 


O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N-) 
O'Connor. James (Wicklow, W.} - 
O’ Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
O’Kelly,James(Roscommon,N. 
O’Malley, William 

O’Mara, James 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 

Power, Patrick Joseph 
Reckitt, Harold James 

Reddy, M. 

Redmond, Jolin E. (Waterford) 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Sullivan, Donal 

Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 
Yoxall, James Henry 


TeLLeERS FoR THE Nors—Mr. 
Dillon and Mr. Weir. 


Bill read a second time, and committed payment during the year ending on the 





for to-morrow. 


PURCHASE OF LAND (IRELAND) BILL. 
Read a second time, and committed for 
to-morrow. 


SUPPLY [7rn June] REPORT. 
Resolutions reported. 


DEPARTMENTS ESTIMATES, 


1901-2. 


REVENUE 


1. “That a sum, not exceeding 
£1.221,713. be granted to His Majesty to 
complete the sum necessary to defray 
the Charge which will come in course of 





31st day of March, 1902, for the Salaries 
and Expenses of the Inland Revenue 
Department.” 

2. “That a sum, not exceeding 
£5,528,810, be granted to His Majesty, to 
complete the sum necessary to defray the 
Charge which will come in course of pay- 
ment during the year ending on the 
31st day of March, 1902, for the salaries 
and Expenses of the Post Office Services. 
the Expenses of Post Office Savings 
Banks, and Government Annuities and 
Insurances, and the Collection of the Post 
Office Revenue.” 

3. “That a sum, not exceeding 
£571,085, be granted to His Majesty. to 
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complete the sum necessary to defray the 
charge which will come in course of pay- 
ment during the year ending on the 31st 
day of March, 1902, for the Expenses of 
the Post Office Packet Service.” 


Resolutions read a second time. 


| First resolution :— 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That this House doth agree with the 
“Committee in the said resolution.” 


Mr. O'MARA (Kilkenny, 8.) said it 
was frequently urged that the expendi- 
ture of money in Ireland compensated 
that country for the large revenue derived | 
from her, but on looking through the | 
fstimates that appeared not to be the 
«ase. The amount collected for Excise 
was about the same in Ireland as in 
Scotland, but the expenses of collection 
were about twice as much in Scotland as 
in'Ireland. The salaries of assistant super- 
visors and first-class officers amounted 
to £105,000 in Seotland, but to only 
£46,000 in Ireland. The total cost of 
collecting the Excise in Seotland was 
£184,812, as against £93,868 in Ireland, 
while the numbers of officials employed 
in the two countries ‘were 882 and 435 
respectively. Moreover, in Scotland, the 
average amount of the salaries paid was 
much higher than in Ireland. If the 
officials in the latter country were as 
efficient as those in Scotland, why was 
not their pay the same? Another point 
to which he desired to direct attention 
was the amount of the rewards paid 
to the Royal Irish Constabulary for 
detecting persons engaged in illicit dis- 
tillation in Ireland. While 1,800 illicit 
stills were discovered in Ireland, only two 
were discovered in Scotland. When on 
a previous occasion the hon. Member for 
East Mayo asked the amount of these 
rewards he was told that it was only a 
few pounds, but the sum taken in the 
Estimates was £3,000. That was a very 
great encouragement for the discovery 
of illicit stills, and he suggested that a 
large proportion of the discoveries in 
Ireland were manufactured for the sake 
-of the reward. 

‘ 
Mr. DILLON : 


I think the figures 


«quoted by the hon. Member for South | 
On | 


Kilkenny require some explanation. 


{COMMONS} 
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| Friday night last I pointed out that in 


Scotland there were 129 distilleries at 
work as compared with 30 or 35 in 
Ireland, and yet in the course of last year 
only five illicit stills were discovered in 
Scotland as against 1,865 in Ireland. 
These figures are very difficult to under- 
stand. Living in Ireland as I do, and 
knowing that seizures for illicit distilling 
are very rare, I was astounded at these 
figures, and asked the Financial Secretary 
the amount of the rewards paid to the 
members of the Royal Irish Constabulary 
for effecting these seizures. He told me 
that it was something very trifling, and 
that the sums ranged from 5s. to £1 or 
£2, while for very large seizures the 
amount was higher. 


Tne FINANCIAL SECRETARY to 
THE TREASURY (Mr. Austen CHAx- 
BERLAIN, Worcestershire, E.): May | 
interrupt the hon. Gentleman in order 
to correct a misapprehension? In the 
amount that I gave I spoke not of the 
whole sum, but of the rewards given 
in individual cases. I spoke of them as 
ranging from 5s. to some pounds in im- 
portant cases. Since then I have made 
inquiries, and I find that the normal 
reward in Ireland is £2 in each case. 


Mr. DILLON: I suppose that is the 
minimum. The amount in the Estimates 
is £3,000 for this year, which is an in- 
erease of £500 over last year. I do sub- 
mit that some explanation and inquiry 
is called for in regard to the number of 
seizures for illicit distillation in Ireland. 
It is ludicrous to tell this House that 
there are only five cases of illicit distilla- 
tion in Scotland as against 800 cases in 
Ireland. There must be some reason 
to account for this extraordinary con- 
dition of things. It is absurd to tell us 
at the opening of the twentieth century 
that the seizures for illicit distillation in 
Ireland are increasing, when we have in 
that country the most idle and the most 
unoccupied police in the world. The 
police of Ireland are kicking their heels 
all day with nothing to do, except when 
they are summoning people for illicit 
distillation. It is positively ludicrous 


‘to state that in Ireland, where the police 
'are three or four times more numerous 


than in Scotland, you are unable to 
put an end to this illicit distillation, which 
is said to be growing to an alarming 
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extent. I believe that the figure given 
is a bogus one in regard to seizures for 
illicit distillation. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : The 
question raised by the hon. Member for 
East Mayo, which was also raised the 
other night, is one which requires 
serious consideration. Having had my 
attention drawn to the matter I at once 
communicated with the Board of Inland 
Revenue on the subject, and I agree 
with the hon. Gentleman who spoke 
last that the present condition of affairs 
is serious, and that the explanation I 
have to offer is not a sufficient one. | 
propose to go into the matter with the 
Chairman of the Board of Inland Revenue, 
and toconsider in greater detail what the 
nature of the seizures has been, and 
whether the system of rewards which has 
been in force without change for several 
years is a good one—and | am inclined 
to think that it is not. At any rate, 
before the Estimates for next year are 
presented I will do my best, in con- 
junction with the Board of Inland 
Revenue, to inquire fully into this matter, 
and I hope that I shall be able to make 
a satisfactory statement. As I only 
had my attention drawn to this matter 
on Friday last, [ am not prepared to 
make a full statement at the present 
moment, but I admit that the facts 
require further explanation. I hope 
the House will be satisfied with this 
statement, and allow me the necessary 
time to make inquiries. With regard 
to the other questions raised, they refer 
to the cost of the staff in Ireland and 
Scotland respectively, and [ am afraid 
that it is not possible for me to enter into 
a detailed explanation of the duties of 
every officer mentioned, or the reason 
why more are employed in one _ place 
than the other. The staff is selected 
with a view to the duties that have to, 
be performed, and we take care that we 
do not have more staff than there is 
work for, and the extra staff employed 
in Scotland is due to extra work. 


| 

Mr. CREAN (Cork, S.E.) protested | 

against the system established in Ireland | 

of creating crime where no crime exists. | 

He knew that this was the case, because | 
he had conversed with some of the con- 
stables at the places where bogus seizures 
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had been made. Those who were making 
these bogus seizures were not only swind- 
ling the Treasury but they were blacken- 
‘ing the character of the country, where 
they were supposed to carry out the law 
impartially. ‘The truth was that they 
were not honest and proper seizures at 
all, for those who concealed things 
could easily find them. He thought it 
would be well if the Secretary to the 
Treasury extended his inquiry so as to 


find out whether the rewards were 
genuine or not. He felt sure that 


many of the rewards were bogus ones. 
and he did not think they would be 
justified in voting this sum that night. 
because it was practically a premium 
on dishonesty. He thought the Secretary 
to the Treasury had made his promised 
inquiry in order to get the Vote through. 
This money was squandered in order 
to create crime where crime did not 
exist before. 


Question put and agreed to. 
Second resolution :-— 


*Mr. HENNIKER HEATON (Canter- 
bury) : | again desire to enter my protest 
against the absence of the Postmaster 
General in this _House, and against 
the absence of any direct representative 
of the Post Office in the House of Com- 
mons. No doubt my hon. friend who 
represents the Post Office in this House 
has shown great intelligence and courtesy, 
but we are face to face with this fact, 
that the hon. Gentleman the Secretary 
to the Treasury had never been in the 
Post Office in his life before he took, up 
his present position. ‘Therefore he knows 
nothing about the Post Office, and upon 
three occasions last week he had _ to 
ask for notice of questions which a direct 
representative of the Department would 
have been able to answer at once. The 
great importance of the Post (Office, is 


'shown by the tact that the Department 


employs 175,000 persons, and its revenue 
exceeds £17,000,000. There are hun- 
dreds of cases of complaints which it’ is 
necessary to bring before the attention 
of the Postmaster General, but under 
the present system it is impossible? to 
reach shim except by means of a long 
correspondence. As I have told the Com- 
mittee 4 before, during the past five’ years 
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only three questions have been addressed 
to the Postmaster General in the House 
of Lords, while some thousands of ques- 
tions affecting that Department have 
been asked in the House of Commons. 
I wonder what would be the position of 
affairs if we had no representative of 
the War Office or the Admiralty in this 
House, and I maintain that it is of equal 
importance that some direct representa- 
tive of the Post Office should represent 
that great Department in this House. 
There is no Member of the House of 
Commons who does not realise the im- 
portance of having a representative in 
the House of Commons directly con- 
nected with the Post Office. It is 
perfectly well known that if this question 
is allowed to be considered entirely 
apart from party politics a resolution 
for the direct representation of the 
Post Office in this House would be 
carried unanimously. This is the state 
of affairs which exists under the present 
system. My hon. friend who at present 
represents the Treasury possesses un- 
doubted ability, but he is quite unable 
to answer any ordinary point without 
referring to the Post Office, and that is a 
state of things which we ought not to 
tolerate in this House. considering the 
enormous importance of the Post Office. 
[ wish to move that the salary of the 
Postmaster General or the Vote be re- 
duced by a sum of £100 in order to test 
this question. 

I shall now proceed to point out two 
or three grievances in regard to the 
Post Office which will, I think, 
illustrate the utter inability of the Post- 
master General to make reforms even of 
the smallest description, and I will en- 
deavour to show how necessary it is 
that the House of Commons should assert 
its authority in matters of this kind. | 
have so often brought these questions 
before the House that | am almost 
ashamed to repeat them. For every 
one of the receipts given for a 6d. tele- 
gram, which does not cost a farthing, the 
Post Office charge 2d. It is almost 
incredible that any Government depart- 
ment would dare to make a charge 
of this kind. No successful merchant 
or business man would do so. The 
late Postmaster General made an 
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appeal to the Treasury to abolish this 
-charge, but that appeal was made in 


Mr. ITenniker Heaton. 


{COMMONS} 
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vain. I think that an annoying and 
irritating charge of this character should 
be abolished at once, for it would only 
cost the Treasury about £120 a year. 
My next point is in regard to the question 
of postal orders. It is not generally 
known that the profit on lost postal 
orders amounts to considerably over 
£10,000 a year—I think it amounts 
to £15,000, but they credit the Post 
Office with £10,009 a year. 


Mr. WEIR: It is £15,000. 


*Mr. HENNIKER HEATON: | That 
being the case, you would imagine that « 
great Department like the Post Office 
would deal liberally with the public 
in regard to postal orders. This, how- 
ever, is not the case, and there is a rule 
to the effect that any postal order not 
presented within three months is subject 
to fines. The result is that in a very 
short time the fines amount to so much 
that the postal orders are not worth 
presenting. A gentleman from a bank 
in Ireland sent me a postal order for 1s. 
which had been mislaid since the year 
1890. He had presented it in Dublin, 
but the Post Office officials told him 
that if they cashed it he would have to 
pay them 1s. 4d. in fines. In regard to 
having a greater variety of amounts in 
the value of postal orders, 1 know it is 
a rather complicated subject, but I do 
complain of the inability of the Post- 
master General to a sufficient 
number of varieties of amounts, because 
this causes great annoyance to the public. 
The public often pay more for postal 
orders for 19s. 6d. than for postal orders 
for £1. I particularly regret the in- 
ability of the Postmaster General to 
issue a postal order for a guinea. With 
regard to the extension of postal orders. 
it is remarkable that, although you can 
get them at Gibraltar and Hong Kong. 
the Post Office will not extend postal 
orders to Australia and other colonies. 
notwithstanding the fact that trequent 
petitions have been presented to the 
Postmaster General upon this subject. 
My chief complaint is that the charges 
are considerably in excess of the charges 
in any other country in the world. If 
I send 5s. to France I have to pay 6d. 
for the money order, but a Frenchman 
can send 5s. to London for 1d. In each 


issue 
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case we send the money orders through 
the respective post offices of France and 
England. This ought not to be tolerated. 
Frequent complaints have been made, and 
the Postmaster General has announced his 
inability to deal with the matter. There 
are scores of cases which show that the 
British Post Office is absolutely incapable 
of dealing with these matters, and the 
annoyance to the people is very great 
indeed. 

There is another important matter 
in this connection which will appeal 
to hon. Members of this House. It is a 
fact that you cannot send a few pence 
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to this country from any country in the | 


world to purchase a periodical or a news- 


paper without the recipient being subject | 


to a fine. A man wrote to me from 
Africa the other day stating that he 
would like to have sent 6d. as a contri- 
bution to some charitable object, and he 
complained that to send that (d. from 


his colony to this country would 
cost him 9d. for the order. There 
are hundreds of cases daily arising 


where people want to send to this 
country for books or catalogues, 
and it is impossible to send a few pence 
for this purpose. The remedy for this 
is a very simple one. There should 
be one room at the Post Office, and at 
the principal post offices in this country, 
where stamps of the Empire and of foreign 
countries could be exchanged for a small 
commission. An arrangement of this 
kind would be a very great convenience 
to the people. I do not wish to detain 
the House upon this question, and it 
would take me till to-morrow morning 
to deseribe the whole of the details. 1 
wish, however, to point out that in regard 
to the great city of London the time has 
arrived for an alteration of the whole 
office in various directions. I think the 
time has arrived when we should have 
three classes of postmen—the first-class, 
the second-class, and the third-class. 
The first-class postmen should be sent 
out on the first delivery with letters, the 
second-class postmen with newspapers, 
and the third-class postmen with parcels. 
The effect of this arrangement would 


be that every house within an area of! 


seven miles would have the letters de- 
livered earlier every morning, as they 
were at present in all the great cities of 
the kingdom. What do we see 
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early in the morning? About half-past 
eight we often see the postman heavily 
weighted with a huge bag of newspapers 


-and letters and parcels ali mixed up 


together. The whole thing is absurd. 
If you have first-class postmen to go out 
first with the letters, quickly followed 
by the second-class postmen with the 
newspapers, and the third-class with the 


parcels, then you would have an earlier 


and a more intelligent delivery by the 
first-class postmen, and I think a reform 
of this kind would work very well indeed. 

I shall not to-night describe in detail 
the present condition of affairs and the 
waste of expenditure which goes on in 
this great Government department. 
I think it is, however, a great disgrace to 
this country that we have not at the 
present time in connection with the 
Post Office a printing department. In 
most countries the Government office 
print all their own stamps and posteards 
and other things, and | have been in- 
formed on good authority that a saving 
of from £25,000 to £30,000 a vear could 
be effected if the Government had a 
printing office of theirown. The arrange- 
ments in regard to the delivery of post- 
cards and parcels require looking into, 
and one of the ablest men in the Post 
Office has told me that a saving of 
£280,000 a year could be effected by a re- 
arrangement of the Post Officeadministra- 
tion in Londonalone. | will not go further 
into details upon this occasion, and | will 
content myself by merely entering a 
protest, because it would be absurd to 
expect any changes or improvement 
while the present administration is con- 
tinued. In order to test the question 


‘of the desirability of having a direct 


representative of the Post Office in this 
House, I beg to move this reduction. If 
the Government will not make this a 
party question | feel sure that the result 
will be that it will be found that the 
whole House of Commons is in favour of 
a change of this kind. 


Amendment proposed— 

“To leave out ‘£5,528,810,’ in order to insert 
§£5,528.710’ instead thereot.”—(Mr. Henniker 
Heaton ) 

Question proposed, “That ‘£5,528,810 ’ 
stand part of the resolution.” 

Mr. KEIR HARDIE: I have listened 
with much pleasure to the most interest- 
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ing exposition of public grievances against | T hey were recommended by Lord Tweed- 


the Post Office contained in the speech 
of the hon. Member for Canterbury. 
Without respect to party, I think we are 
all thankful to the hon. Member who has 
just sat down for his effort in the past in 
connection with reforms in the postal 
department. I rose for the purpose of 
calling attention to another aspect of 
Post Office administration. The House 
of Commons must not forget that much 
of the success of the Post Office is due to 
the efficiency of the men employed in the 
various depart ments, to whose complaints 
the First Lord of the Treasury has turned 
a deaf ear. Last week, when this Vote 
was under discussion, the Leader otf the 
House stated that there was no real 
grievance existing amongst the Post 
Office employees, and in the course of the 
debate it was stated that the outcome of 
the ‘Tweedmouth Committee. which 
recently sat to determine into those 
grievances. had been practically to make 
the conditions of employment under tlie 
Post Oftice much more favourable to the 
employees. | will not attempt to-night 
to enter at any length into the many 
details of the numerous grievances 
which Post Office servants complain of. 
There is, of their 
demands which is entitled to the serious 
consideration of the House of Commons. 
| endorse the suggestion which my hon. 
friend has made as to the need for a per- 
manent Committee to deal not only with 
the conditions of employment in the Post 
Office, but with other matters 
affecting the administration of the Post 
Office. The employees of the Post Oftice 
reque st from the House of Commons the 
appointment of a spec ‘ial Committee to 
investigate their grievances, and to tormu- 
late such remedies as the circumstances 
demand. May I point out that the 
Tweedmouth ,;,Committee was a Depart- 
mental Committee, and the servants 
were not represented on it. From a 
Departmental Committee it is almost 
impossible to secure a decision of any 
breadth or width. It is like allowing a 
jury of malefactors to try their own case, 
and under such circumstances we can 
anticipate what the finding will be. 


however, one aspect 


also 


Let me give one illustration of the sort | 
of minor grievances under which Post 
Office servants are still labouring. Take, | 
for example, the case of the rural postmen. 


Mr. Keir lardie. 


mouth’s Committee to be paid a scale of 
wages whereby they were able to advance 
to 18s. and 20s. a week and higher, but 
of late the Post Office has been departing 
from that recommendation, and instead 
of appointing rural postmen under the 
scale it has been appointing them at 
fixed wages of ls. a week. That is to 
say, instead of a man being encouraged 
to perform his duty adequately, and with 
the prospect of an early increment 
in his wages, he has no such outlook, 
and, instead of the wage being as the 
Tweedmouth Committee recommended, 
under the new method of treating the 
rural postmen the maximum is 16s. a 
week. A matter of small detail, but 
still an irritating one, is the way in which 
those men are paid for Sunday work 
and Christmas and other _ holidays. 
Formerly they were paid so much per 
hour for the time they were employed 
in delivering letters on these particular 
days, but now they are paid not so much 
per hour, but so much permile covered 
in the delivery. Well, on the face of it, 
these arrangements are stupid. In one 
mile there might be fifty or sixty houses, 
and in another there may be 500 or 600 
houses. It is obviously impossible to 
cover the ground in the same time where 
the houses are numerous, and it is 
desirable. looking to the circumstances 
under which the rural postmen work, 
that the old system of payment by time 
instead of by mileage should be resorted 
to. I understand that a case was sub- 
mitted to the Financial Secretary to the 


Treasury some time ago, and that it 
was proved to him clearly how this 


new system worked out. I have to ask 
to-night whether he is in a position to 
state what the result of his consideration 
of the case has been, and whether the 
rural postmen in this respect may antici- 
pate any change. 


These are a few illustrations of some 


‘of the minor grievances which irritate 
a body of useful and __ intelligent 
employees, and I would desire to point 
out, with all respect to the House, that, 
'whilst the servants of the Post Office 
| have no desire to inconvenience the 
community by any cessation or stoppage 
of work on their part, still if the House 
and the Government persist in turning 
\@ deaf ear to their claim for an impartial 








Fir 
bri 
wh 
wh 
tha 
cou 
per. 
pro: 
thei 
in t 


M 
pres 
no 
wit] 
mes: 
plait 
prev 
the 
but 
to ¢ 
whic 
affec 
poor 
are 1 
doub 
a di 
comr 
the | 


VC 


64 


ed- 
> of 
nce 
but 
ing 
ead 
the 
at 
; to 
ged 
vith 
ent 
0k, 
the 
ded, 
the 
Ss. a 
but 
hich 
vork 
lays. 
per 
oyed 
ular 
vuch 
‘ered 
of it, 
one 
uses, 
* 600 
e to 
“here 
it is 
ances 
vork, 
time 
orted 
- sub- 
o the 
lat it 
this 
o ask 
on to 
ration 
y the 
vntici- 


some 
ritate 
ligent 

point 
, that, 
Office 
e the 
ppage 
House 
irning 
partial 


1565 Supply — Revenue 


investigation of their grievances these 
men will not be to blame if in the end 
their patience and forbearance give way 
and the whole of our postal system is 
disorganised by some big labour dispute. 
I therefore hope that the Government, 
through the Financial Secretary to the 
Treasury, will not to-night again take up 


the non possumus attitude adopted by | 
the First Lord of the Treasury of threaten- | 


ing these Post Office servants with 
disfranchisement because they are doing 


what every Member of this House is | 


doing—seeking to protect his own in- 
terest in a constitutional fashion. It is 
an insult to these men, and I should like 
‘to see the Government that would 
attempt to disfranchise the civil servants 
of the country. This House stands in 
relation to these civil servants just as 
the board of directors of a private com- 
pany do to the men they employ. These 
men have a right to come to us at election 
times or other times and state their 
grievances, and to ask us to assist them 
in securing redress. To threaten them 
with disfranchisement for constitutional 
action of that kind, as was done on 
Friday evening, was unworthy of the 
First Lord of the Treasury. These, 
briefly, are some of the points upon 


which the postmen feel keenly, and upon | 
which they demand inquiry. I trust | 
that to-night we shall have some en- 


couragement given to these men to go on 
performing their duty by having the 
prospect held out to them of getting 


hdl Retiltiie aie ee | L 
their legitimate grievances inquired into said that two years ago the right hon. 


in the proper way. 


i who 


Mr. BROADHURST (Liecester): At 
present, as for some years past, we have. 
no means of communication whatever | 
with the Post Office except by a Treasury | 
messenger. I have no cause of com-} 
plaint with the manner in which the 
previous and the present Secretary of 
the Treasury have done their work, | 
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|The beginning and almost the end of 


our difficulty in this matter is that we 
‘have no direct representative of the 
Department in this House. I sincerely 


' hope that the hon. Member will divide 


| 


on this question, and that the Secretary 


| to the Treasury will make representations 


'to the Government in connection with 
this matter. I know that the Post 
Office grievances are great, and one 
might almost say they are acute. We 
shall never have satisfaction in thismatter 
until we have the head of the Post Office 
sitting in this House. I sincerely trust 
that immediate steps will be taken, so 
that we shall have the representative 
element which is desired. It is an absurd 
idea to have the Postmaster General in 
the House of Lords. There is no trade, 
no commerce, no anything represented 
there, except the brewing interest, which 
is not a large commercial interest. We 
are representing the industries of the 
country in this House, and yet we are 
only treated with a messenger to take 
occasional communications from this 
House to the Post Office, however well 
that work is done. It is no reflection 
on those who have been the go-betweens 
up to now, but it is not respectful to the 
country, and certainly not respectful to 
the House of Commons. I sincerely trust 
that the hon. Member for Canterbury, 
who has done such marvellous service to 
the country in postal reform, will press 
the question to a division. 


Mr. JOHN DEWAR (Inverness-shire) 


Gentleman the Member for Preston, 
was Financial Secretary to the 
Treasury then, promised that there 
would be an improved delivery of letters 
all over the country, including the 
remote parts of Scotland and Ireland. 
On that occasion an Amendment was 
withdrawn when the promise was made. 
The Postmaster General had since then 
written that a bi-weekly service could not 


but the House of Commons has a right | be granted on account of the expense. 
to direct access to the Department,| He thought that no part of the country 
which is one of the most important, | should have to submit to a weekly or a 
affecting as it does the welfare of the! fortnightly delivery of letters. In certain. 
poorer classes of the community. There j rural districts they did not ask a daily 
are with regard to the Post Office un-j delivery, but a better service should be 
doubted grievances. We ought to have| provided than at present. 

a direct, sure, and certain means of | 





communication between this House and | 
the heads of this great Department. ' 


VOL. XCIV. [FourtH Szrtgs, | | 


Mr. GILHOOLY (Cork County, W.) 


called attention to the inadequate postal 
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service provided at Baltimore, an im- 
portant fishing station in the south of 
Ireland. Letters from Cork were 
detained at Skibbereen for a day, 
although the trains proceeded to Balti- 
more. He wished to know whether this 
matter was going to be remedied. He 
also asked whether the postal service 
could not be improved at other important 
fishing stations. It had been proved 
by Royal Commission that Ireland was 
cheated of two and a quarter millions a 
vear ; and surely when they asked for 
aun expenditure of only £6 or £7 a year 
it ought not to be grudged. He wished 
to know from the hon. Member whether 
he was going to remedy this grievance, 
and what they were going to expect from 
the Government in the way of killing 
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Home Rule by kindness. 


Mr. LOUGH: When this Vote was | 
hefore the Committee the chief discussion | 
occurred on the question whether the | 
hon. Gentleman in charge of Post Office | 
matters would see his way to the appoint- | 
ment of a Committee to inquire into the 
grievances of the Post Office employees. 
The hon. Member refused to grant that | 
Committee ; but I do not think that it | 
will be possible to continue that refusal 
if the Postmaster General does not give 
& more sympathetic consideration to 
definite cases of abuses or grievances | 
brought before him. I myself have been | 
in correspondence with the Postmaster 
General for eight months on a particular 
subject, but have been unable to get any 
satisfaction from him. It is not my wish 
to trouble the House with petty details, 
for I consider that the House is the worst 
tribunal in the world to deal with these 
sort of questions. They could much 
better be dealt with by a Special Com- 
mission, or some other authority which 
could deal gently and kindly with the men 
and their grievances. But after four 
hours discussion there was a_ blank 
refusal of such a Special Commission or 
authority. The grievance to which I wish 
to allude lies in a very small compass. 
Everyone in the House desires to see the 
Sunday labour of the Post Office servants 
restricted as far as possible. In carrying 








out this very desirable reform a few old 
servants in the Post Office in London— 
not more than twenty in all—who have 
been carrying on Sunday duty for thirty 


| rule, and leaves 
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to thirty-five years, have been deprived 
of that Sunday duty, and their pay has 
consequently been reduced from £15 to 
£20 a year. The men get the Sunday 
rest, and they do not object to the 
reduction of their pay; but they are 
entering on the last three years on the 
pay on which the amount of their pen- 
sions will be calculated under the ordi- 
nary rule, and the consequence will be 
that their pensions will be materially 
reduced. Now, they have asked the 
Department to consider their case as 
special. Some of them have worked for 
thirty-five years, and they ask that their 
pensions, when due, shall not be caleu- 
lated on the three years in which the pay 
has been compulsorily reduced, but on 
the three years preceding. Does that not 
seem reasonable? They may have to 
lose £13 a year in pensions because the 
Post Office have made this change. 
This is a business matter, and it 
could be quite easily dealt with; but 
the Department insists on putting a very 
| harsh interpretation on some red-tape 
these men under the 
rankling feeling that they are being 
hardly deait with. 


CoLtonEL NOLAN (Galway, N.) said 
that the wise policy of the First Lord of 
the Treasury in instituting light railways 
to the West Coast had called for a great 
increase in postal facilities, and especially 
for a Sunday delivery at the fishing 
towns. It was true that in some places 
the postal facilities had been increased, 
but not sufficiently for the development 
of the fisheries. He hoped the Financial 
Secretary to the Treasury would uot 
only take note ot the places mentioned by 
the hon. Member for West Cork, but 
would take into consideration the neces- 
sity of increased postal facilities for the 
whole coast district generally. There was 
a point of more general interest to which 
he wished to direct the attention of the 
Financial Secretary to the Treasury. 
There seemed to be a totally different 
system in regard to the established force 
of postmen and the unestablished men 
in England, Scotland, and_ Ireland. 
And, as usual, wherever there was a dif- 
ference of system in the public service 
between the three countries, Ireland got 
the worst of it. 





Mr. Gilhooly. 


[Hon. MEMBERS : No,’ 
no.} Yes; he spoke from experience. 
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He found that the proportion of estab-| Treasury wants to save the time of the 
lished postmen in England to unestab- | House, let him have the Postmaster 
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lished was as three to one; in Scotland | 
as two to one; and in Ireland the post- 

men were chiefly unestablished. He. 
knew that the established force always , 
got the best of it in pension and pay. 

He hoped the Secretary to the Treasury 

would make inquiry into it and remedy 

this matter. 


General in this House. I venture to 
say he could save half an hour or an 
hour almost every day by such a change. 
The hon. Member for Canterbury comes 
here year after year and makes up a 
powerful indictment against the mis- 
management of the Post Office, and its 
flagrant inconsistencies ; and the public 


are with the hon. Member, and against 


*Mr. JOHN BURNS (Battersea) : One | 
is very reluctant indeed to occupy the 
time of the House of Commons on petty 
matters of postal administration in the | 
small hours of the morning. But the fact 
that we are driven to discuss a vast con- 
cern such as the Post Office, employing 
170,000 people, and spending an enor- 
mous number of millions at such a 
time, is evidence that the Department is 
not managed in the best possible way. | 
Although I am disinclined to keep 
Members out of their beds, 1 wish to say 
one or two words before the division. 
The fact that we have various grievances | 
continually brought up—although there 
is certainly one with which I do not agree 
—is to me proof positive that we ought 
to devise some more reasonable method | 
of disposing of the grievances of the 
postmen, and a better method of dealing» 
with the complaints of the commercial 
public against the Post Office. The hon. 
Member for Canterbury has proved the 
necessity for the direct representation 
of the Post Office in this House. I 
venture to say that some of the griev- 
ances which we have heard of, as to 
the mismanagement of the Post! 
Office, would not be heard of by 
way of needless questions and speeches 
if we could get in contact with the | 
representative of the Post Office | 
in this House. I have only asked six | 
questions in ten years, and I hope I. 
take as much interest in some depart- | 
ments of administration as hon. Members 
who speak for the Post Office officials. | 
I am not specially concerned with the 
Post Office ; but in other Departments | 
[ can see the Minister, and by a conver- | 
sation over the tea table or in the smoke | 
room we can save endless questions | 
and avoid needless waste of time which 
are caused by the want of a direct repre 
sentative of the Post Office in the House 
of Commons. If the First Lord of the 


the Post Office. Why is this? It is 
simply because the Secretary to the 
Treasury, however energetic, and how- 
ever willing he may be to discharge the 
duties of his dual post, cannot get close 
to the heads of the Department or 
be intimate with the endless detail 
of postal work. If the Postmaster 
General and the hon. Member fcr 
Canterbury were locked up in a room 
or five or six hours, and fought out 
the matters in dispute, with an im- 
partial umpire looking through the win- 
dow, nine out of ten questions put in 
the House would not be required, and 
much inconvenience to the publie would 
be avoided. There is another matter. 
I am under the impression that the 
Secretary to the Treasury is the last 
individual in the world to be selected 
to do the work here of the Post Office. 
The Treasury ought to be the watch- 
dog of economy and finance; and it 
should be the duty of the Financial 
Secretary to the Treasury to look after 
expenditure so as to secure greater value 
for the taxpayers’ money. Instead of 
occupying his time in this important 
duty of economic watch-dog, the Secre- 


tary tothe Treasury is made the depart- 


mental drudge of the Postmaster General 
to the detriment and exclusion of his 
supervisory Treasury duties. 

Now, Sir, I desire to have from 
the House an expression of opinion on 
one or two points connected with the 
Post Office. Our mail carts are a scandal 
and a disgrace, and the horses are a dis- 
grace to any Government that claims 
to be humane. I feel very keenly on 
these points. I do not wish to worry 
the Secretary to the Treasury with 
innumerable questions about dirty mail 
varts or horses that ought to be in the 
knacker’s yard, or drivers who seem to be ' 
clothed from the salvage sales of oldclothes 


dealers in the East End of London. I 
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do not wish to put questions to the hon. | Post Office generally would be considered. 


(sentleman on these subjects, but if the | | know what the bureaucrats will urge. 
Postmaster General were in this House} I know what the ossified officials at St. 
I would point out to him how the County | Martin’s le Grand will say. They will 
Council horse their Fire Brigade, howthey | say that it would kill discipline. It 
clothe their firemen, and park constables, | would do no such thing. Discipline 
and by direct argument, and I hope good | is impossible without confidence, and the 
reasoning, I could show him a more | present system breeds mistrust. I can give 
excellent way of managing the mail cart | a parallel instance. We have in Londona 
service than he now practises. I could] fire brigade consisting of 1,200 men. 
give him many excellent reasons for an|They are admittedly organised on a 
improved distribution of letters, books, | military basis ; that is, that the chief of 
and newspapers and the practical | the fire brigade does what he likes with 
and profitable extension of the Post | his men in the technical duties they have 
Office service. 1 am convinced that | 0 discharge, and the County Council does 
the public as well as the staff are} not interfere with him. He has full dis- 
discontented, and the time of the j cretion,not only in regard to the discipline 
House of Commons will be wasted in | of his men, but also with regard to their 
the future even more than it now is, | administrative management. An execu- 
because the Secretary to the Treasury | tive committee of the Council is joined 
may make up his mind that the House} to the chief of the fire brigade, and when 
of Commons is determined to improve| any of the men have a grievance they 
the Post Office. In these days of foreign | have a right to approach that committee, 
competition and the necessity for rapid | either through their chief or directly, 
transit, the public are looking to the |-and the fact that last year only three men 
Post Office as a means of meeting some | desired to approach the committee is an 
of that competition by the conveyance | indication that discipline can be main- 
of light articles, which the Post Office | tained by that system, which also gives 
will not undertake to carry. There- | the chief of the fire brigade the assistance 
fore I claim that the Postmaster | of a committee in the technical, practical, 
General should be in this House, and economical administration of the 
so as to be in touch with well-| fire service to an extent which would 
informed and representative opinion. | not be possible if he alone were respon- 
I also claim that when we _have| sible, as the Postmaster General is, for the 
the Postmaster General in this House | Post Office. I believe that one of these 
we shall also have a small Committee | days such a Committee will be appointed 
appointed from both sides, and without | for the Post Office, and the sooner it is 
distinction of party, to be joined to the| appointed the better for the present 
Postmaster General to help him to man-| condition and the future improvement 
age this vast Department. I would make | of the Post Office. I shall have to reite- 
the hon. Gentleman the Member for! rate that view, because I want the House 
Canterbury one of that Committee. | of Commons to believe that it is the only 
Five or six Members would be associated | solution of the problem, the only way of 
with the Postmaster General, and instead | obtaining the confidence of the men and 
of the hon. Member for Canterbury or | giving satisfaction to the general public. 
the hon. Member’ for Battersea delaying| My last point is this. It will be said 
the House of Commons at twenty-five | these Standing Committees will not work. 
minutes to one in the morning over|I do not believe it. Take the case of the 
necessary but unimportant details and} Navy. Whenever the Navy makes a 
grievances they should be closeted | blunderover Belleville boilers, or anything 
with the Postmaster General once! else, who are the people to put it right ? 
a week, or once a fortnight, or once , The House of Commons throws over the 
a month, and nineteen out of twenty | permanent officials and experts and gets 
Post Office questions which now take | three or four practical engineer Members 
up public time would be dealt with| from its own ranks to show the perma- 
by that Committee—questions not only| nent officials how not to perpetrate 
affecting the employees, but also matters| similar mistakes in future. When the 
with reference to the extension of the| War Office does not manage its cam- 

















Mr. John Berns. 
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paign with military precision in South | which the hon. Member for Canterbury 
Africa, who are appointed to show them a | and the hon. Gentleman opposite, who 
more excellent way? Why, a Com-| desire to see a House of Commons Com- 
mittee of business men from both sides | mittee to inquire into Post Office matters, 
of the House, joined with military men, | put before the House, and which was 
who show the War Office what should be | brought forward not so much to get an 
done. What I want is that the Post| answer at this time as for the purpose 
Office should be shown how to avoid | of showing what is the effect of having 
mistakes, just as are the Navy and the|the Postmaster General in another 
Army. If such a Committee is good | place. There are two questions of detail 
enough for the War Oftice and the Navy | which I am bound in courtesy to deal 
in times of difficulty, blunder, and mis-| with as shortly as I can. Two hon. 
management, it ought to be good| Gentlemen from Ireland spoke about 
enough for the Post Office to prevent mis-|the better delivery of letters in places 
takes. Therefore I ask the serious con-|in that country, and in particular in 
sideration of the House of Commons to | connection with the fishing trade, to 
the view that I now express, that there | develop which considerable efforts have 
should be a small Committee appointed | been made. The Government are natu- 
by the House of Commons to assist the} rally interested in the question, and 
permanent officials in each of the great hon. Members will find us not unfriendly 
spending departments, which when an | in regerd to what may be necessary in 
unreasonable claim is put forward would | that connection. At the same time, I 
resist it, but when a legitimate grievance | must say, as I have already said, that 
is brought forward would support | we must have regard to the amount of 
it with all the weight of know-| business which there is to be done, and 
ledge and deserved sympathy. Pend- | to the amount of revenue obtainable, and 
ing the appointment of that Com-' the proportion which one bears to the 
mittee, the next alternative is that the | other. We cannot, with the best good- 
Government should see the folly of| will in the world, agree to give all the 
having the Postmaster General in another postal facilities which may be required 
place, and that he should be brought as | by every individual village or town, 
soon as possible into the House of Com- without ‘having regard to the cost of 
mons. If the Secretary to the Treasury | that service and the revenue to be 
is made Postmaster General, we shall | derived from it. The hon. Member for 
stand up and criticise him with greater | West Islington complained that he had 
frankness and more justification, because | heen in correspondence with the Post- 
he will then have the whole responsi-| master General for eight months without 
bility, and we will not let him off as we | getting satisfaction. I am afraid we 
do now, nine times out of ten, because | could not give the hon. Gentleman 
we know that Dr. Jekyll is in the House 'satisfaction except by doing every- 
of Lords and Mr. Hyde in the House | thing he wished, and that would not 
of Commons. The Secretary to the! be possible in most cases. The hon. 
Treasury is not responsible, and until he | Member referred to certain postmen in 
is made responsible he can put us off, a8} London who have to do extra duty on 
he has done to-night, with great courtesy | Sundays. The amount the men received 
and plausibility, but with little know- | jn respect of that duty, which is in the 
ledge. We want the man whose hand) nature of overtime pay, becomes part 
is on the machine, and to whom | of their pensionable emoluments. 
we can bring responsibility home, 
and if the hon. Member who moved the 
reduction gets to a division I shall support 
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Mr. LOUGH: How ean it be described 





him. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: 
Several questions have been mentioned 
to-night, two of them of great scope 


and importance, the others being ques- | 
tions of detail. The majority of them | 


have been used to illustrate the thesis 


as extra duty when it has been going 
on for thirty years ? 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : It 





is a duty for which the men have volun- 
teered and which they are anxious to 
retain. They volunteer for it every 
Sunday in the year, and the Postmaster 
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General felt it necessary to interfere not | 
only in the interests of the men, but also | 
of the postal service, and to put restric- 
tions on the amount of Sunday labour 
which any man might do. I think it 
is not in the interests of the individual 
or of the service that a man should, 
week in and week out, work seven days. , 


Supply—Ievenue 


{COMMONS} 
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It consists to a very large extent of 
details which require a great deal of 
attention to master, and [ am not by 
any means certain that from the adminis- 
trative point of view, as my right 
hon. friend who is now President of 
the Board of Agriculture stated on 
the previous occasion, it is not a 


| positive advantage for the Postmaster 


Mr. LOUGH : Did not the Postmaster 
General arrive at that decision only last 
year ? 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : If 
the hon. Gentleman informs me of that, 
I accept his statement. It is said that 
these men have been regularly engaged 
on this work. They volunteered for the 
work and were prepared to do it Sunday 
after Sunday, and the Postmaster 
General accordingly issued an order pre- 
venting any man from doing any more 
than a reasonable amount of work. 
That had the effect of reducing the 
immediate emoluments of these men in | 
proportion to the decreased work, and 
to that extent will reduce their pensions. 
The hon. Gentleman says that that is a 
great hardship; but no man has a right 
to claim overtime without regard to its 
effect on himself and the service, or to 
the discretion invested in the Postmaster 
General. Then the hon. Gentleman says, 
Why should not these men be pensioned 
on the basis of another three years! 
They have not been doing this extra 
work, and therefore are not entitled 
to an extra pension, and we should be 
breaking the law if we did that. I am 
therefore sorry I cannot promise to 
do what the hon. Gentleman asks 

I now come to the larger question 
brought forward by the hon. Member 
for Canterbury and the hon. Member 
opposite. The hon. Member for Canter- 
bury is well known for the interest he 
takes in Post Office questions, and he 
is honourably associated with Post 
Office reform. There are many improve- 
ments which he still thinks might be 
effected in the service, and he seems 
to think that it would be a specific for 
every grievance if the Postmaster General 
sat in this House. I am afraid that that 
would not satisfy my hon. friend or 
remove all cause of complaint. The fact 


of the matter is that the Post Office 
business is very difficult and complex. 
Mr. Austen Chamberlain. 


'General to have the greater freedom 


and the larger leisure which a Member 
of the other House has. In any ease, | 
venture to put it to the House that the 
process of forming a Government and 
selecting the persons most fitted for each 
office is already a sufficiently difficult 
task, and that the House will be making 
that task infinitely more difficult if it 
lays it down that this or that particular 
office must necessarily be held by a 
Member of this House. I hope the 
House will not add any such restriction. 
Then the hon. Member for Battersea 
said that if the Postmaster General was 
to be represented in this House the worst 
person to choose for that purpose was 
the Financial Secretary. I confess } do 
not agree with him. [An Hon. MEMBER : 
It is not a personal matter.] Of course, 
if it had been a personal charge, I would 
not have made this remark ; but I am 
treating the matter differently, and am 
not speaking of it as a personal matter 
at all. The Post Office and the Treasury 
are necessarily brought into very close 
contact. It is one of the complaints of 
the hon. Member for Canterbury and 
other hon. Gentlemen interested in Post 
Office reform, or perhaps I might say 
change in Post. Office methods of manage- 
ment, that the control of the Treasury 
is too direct and too far reaching, and 
that above all, as we were told the other 
night, it is ignorant and unsympathetic. 
What better cure could anyone devise 
for that state of affairs than making the 
representative of the Treasury responsible 
for the Post Office in this House? If it 
be the case that the Treasury has delayed 
and thwarted Post Office reform—which 
I do not admit—I say there could be no 
better remedy or no better means of 
putting a strong check on the Treasury 
than by making the representative of 
the Treasury also the representative of 
the Post Office, and therefore the scape- 
goat for its misdeeds. I think it must 
_ be obvious to hon. Gentlemen that the 
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fact that the Financial Secretary has to} House to is that no grievance has been 
answer for the Post Office in this House | brought before the House either to-night 
forces upon him an interest in Post Office | or on Friday night which was not care- 
work, and brings him into contact with | fully examined by the Tweedmouth 
‘the complaints and demands of the | Committee, and which was not remedied 
public, which under other circumstances | if that Committee recommended that 
he would not be likely to possess. Under | it should be remedied. All the recom- 
our present system the Treasury has to| mendations of that Committee have 
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been carried into effect. 


wa 


dl 


i i i cl ill 


cr 





exercise some control over the spending 
and revenue departments, and it is not 
altogether a misfortune that the Finan- | 
cial Secretary should have to answer for | 
these matters in the House of Commons. | 
My hon. friend says he objects to Treasury | 
control, but if the Treasury did not 
occasionally, so to speak, focus different 
demands and compare the urgency of | 
one with another, if there were not some | 
department to exercise this control over | 
the spending departments, I think that | 
the complaints of hon. Gentlemen as to 
the increase of taxation would be even | 
louder than their present complaints of | 
the Treasury. 

The other 


large question was that 
raised by the hon. Member for 
Merthyr Tydvil. He desired to see a} 
Committee of this House appointed to 
examine into alleged Post Office griev- | 
ances. The hon. Member said that it 
was true that a Committee had sat on 
the matter, but he called it a Depart 
mental Committee, and he said it was 
similar to a jury of malefactors trying 
their own case. Just let me remind the 
House that the Chairman of that Com- 
mittee was Lord Tweedmouth. There 
was nothing peculiarly official about him 
—lI say it, of course, with all respect. 
Another Member was Mr. Llewellyn 
Smith, Labour Commissioner of the 
Board of Trade, and there were three 
other officials. I do not think it would 
be possible to select a stronger or more 
impartial Committee, or a Committee 
more competent to carry out the very 
far-reaching investigation entrusted to 
it. The hon. Gentleman talked as if this 
Committee were mainly composed of 
officials, and that, therefore, it had some 
peculiar interest in keeping down expen- 
diture, and so on. But a civil servant at 
the head of a great department has no 
personal interest, such as a manufacturer 
would have, in cutting down wages. 
His inclination rather would be to give 
way for the sake of peace and quietness. 
What I wish to call the attention of the 








*Mr. KEIR HARDIE said that the 
point of his statement was that rural 
postmen were not being appointed 
in accordance with the recommenda- 
tions of the Tweedmouth Committee 
and were only being paid 16s. per week. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: 
I think the hon. Member does not under- 
stand the recommendations of the Tweed- 
mouth Committee. If he will give me a 
specific instance I think I will be able to 
show him the bearing of the Report 
of the Committee on the matter. |] 
say no fresh grievance has been brought 
under our notice. It is therefore not a 
new case which a Commission, if ap- 
pointed, would have to try. It would 
be the old issue, which has been already 
decided. We are now asked to con- 
stitute a new court of inquiry. and if 
the House consents to that there will 
be no end, as long as a single request is 
not granted, to these demands. There 
will still be complaints as to the character 
of the tribunal, still requests for further 
inquiries, and there will still be the same 
kind of pressure placed on Members 
of the House of Commons. I beg the 
House to remember after all what is 
the position of the Post Office employee. 
He is in many respects a very favourable 
specimen of the working man, and what 
he gets he gets at the expense of the whole 
body of the taxpayers, including the 
working men, many of them less 
favourably situated. He gets good wages 
for the work he has to do, he gets a 
stripe allowance which amounts to 6s. 
after twenty-five or thirty years service, 
he has a right to a pension at the age of 
sixty or if incapacitated in work earlier, 
and he has holidays and sick leave on full 
pay extending to a maximum of six 
months. Is it to be wondered at that 
with these terms of employment offered 
there is no difficulty whatever in filling 
any of these places? On the contrary, 
there is great demand for them. Every 
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hon. Member knows from his own ex- 
perience how many applicants there are 
who desire to enter the Post Office 
service. I do not think postmen would 
be so ill-advised as ever to act upon the 
threat held out by the hon. Member for 
Merthyr Tydvil to the effect that if the 
House of Commons could not see eye to 
eye with the men and did not obey their 
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behests they would cause a stoppage | 


of the whole postal system of the country. 
If they ever did that, I think they would 
find that there was a public opinion 
roused against them stronger than any- 


thing of which they have any conception. | 


It is only if they are moderate and reason- 
able that they can expect to have public 
opinion on their side. If they were to 
wdopt measures of that kind, regardless 
of the cost or inconvenience they would 
inflict upon their countrymen, [ think 
it is not the business of the country or 
the general public, but the ill-advised 
men themselves who would be the greatest 
sufferers. 

In conclusion, I have only two words 
to sav, and they apply both to Members 
of this House and to postal servants. 
A great deal has been said about the 
inaccessibility of the Postmaster General. 
Qne hon. Member after the discussion 
on Friday came to me and said, * Why 
do you not do as we do in the busi- 
ness firm with which I! am _ con- 
nected? If any man has a grievance, 
all he has to do is to go to the general 
manager and put it before him. Why 
can you not do that in the G.P.O.?” 
I said, ** That is exactly what the postal 
employees can do.’ The Postmaster 
General has expressed his readiness 


to receive representatives drawn from | 


any class of men to state their case in 
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regard to the work in which they are, 


employed and the conditions of their 
service. In the same way I venture 
to say to hon. Members of this House 
that they will always find the Postmaster 
General most ready to meet them and 
to hear any point they may wish to put 
before him if they prefer a personal 
interview. I have only to add that the 
Postmaster General himself would do 


his utmost if, instead of asking questions | 


in this House, hon. Members wrote to 
him, to see that they got their answers 
at the earliest possible moment. We 


have now discussed this Vote at con- 
siderable length, both on Friday last and 
Mr. Austen Chamberlain. 


) 
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again to-night, and I hope the House 
will consent to an early division. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, 
E.): The hon. Gentleman has made an 
appeal to the House to come to an early 
division upon this Vote. He said that 
on Friday last these matters were dis- 
cussed at some length, and that they 
had been again discussed at some length 
to-night. That is quite true, but I rise 
for the purpose of emphasising the com- 
plaint of the hon. Member for Battersea 
of the action of the Government in in- 
sisting that important matters in con- 
nection with a great public spending 
Department should be brought on at this 
hour of the night. I am very reluctant 
to prolong this debate unduly, but I do 
say that when we have 670 Members of 
this House, each of whom represents a 


district largely interested, as it must be,. 


in the whole administration of the Post 
Office Department, it is rather a large 
order to ask us to dismiss the entire sub- 
ject in the course of a few hours on 
Friday, and a few hours.at this time in 
the morning. The practice of bringing 
matters of this.kind before the attention of 
Parliament at this hour is a bad one, and 
if it is necessary to have these late sittings 
I say that the late sittings should be 
devoted to the discussion of matters other 
than the great spending departments of 
the country, such as the Post Office. Upom 
this. point I will only say that the time 
given us for the discussion is quite in- 
adequate. Unfortunately, | was not 
able to be here on Friday last. If I had 
been present I should have taken the 
opportunity of bringing forward a great 
many matters connected with the ad- 
ministration of the Post Office in Lreland. 
However,. L. had not that opportunity, 


and certainly at this hour of the night 


I should. not receive either the attentiom 
of the: Financial Secretary or the con- 
sideration. of the House if I attempted 
to go into details in regard to those 
matters: It is not fair on the part of 
the Government to put Members into 
the position, if they want to discuss what 
they consider to be faults, drawbacks,. 
and flaws in Post Office administration,. 
of having to sit up the whole night in 
order todo so. The hon. Member for one 
of the divisions of Cork put a question 


to the Financial Secretary with regard: 
represents,. 


to the locality which he 
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but the hon. Gentleman did not con-| Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: I beg 
descend to give any reply or explanation | your pardon. 

on the point brought forward. There | 

are many Irish Members on these Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: 


benches who could, if they had the 
time, bring forward what they rightly 


consider to be shortcomings in reference | 
But if they rose to | 


to this Department. 
do so now they would be greeted with 
cries of “ Divide,” and they would 
receive no better treatment than 
was accorded to the hon. Member 
for West Cork. We cannot discuss 
these matters in the form of question 
and answer, and if we attempt to do 
so we are at once told that the Irish 
Members are asking too many questions. 
I say you should give us a few hours at a 
reasonable time. We shall have no 
further opportunity whatever of asking, 
in the form of a speech, a single question 
with regard to the administration of 
the Post Office. I deliberately characterise 
t as a perfectly monstrous piece of mis- 
management on the part of the Govern- 
ment that the House of Commons should 
be asked at nearly half-past one in the 
morning to pass, with practically no 
discussion, this enormous sum, which 
covers, one might almost say, the whole 
cost of the Post Office administration of 
the country. If there are complaints 
outside in the ranks of postal officials 
the reason is largely to be found in the 
fact that those who are acquainted with 


the grievances, and would like to state | 


them to the House, are not given a proper 
opportunity for doing so. The Financial 
Secretary to the Treasury spoke of the 
Post Office officials as if they were a 
body of men anxious to bully the House 
of Commons, to dictate to the Govern- 
ment, and to insist upon every single 
thing which they demanded being at 
once granted. He seemed to imply that 
if those demands were not granted the 
men would take measures of the most 
extreme description, and measures caleu- 
lated to upset the convenience of the 
whole country. I do not think the 
hon. Gentleman is justified for one 
moment in speaking of the Post Office 
officials in that way. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : 
Perhaps the hon. Gentleman will allow 
me to say that what I said was the exact 
opposite of that. 


[ said I did not believe the Post Office 
officials would take that course. I 
referred to the suggestions made in the 
speech of the hon. Member for Merthyr 
Tydvil, and I said that I did not believe 
the Post Office officials would do that. 


Mr. KEIR HARDIE: I made no 
suggestion of the sort. What I said was: 
that if the House of Commons did not 
pay attention to the claims of these mem 
their patience might give way. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: I do not 
at all attribute to the Financial Secretary 
any statement to the effect that the Post 
Office officials contemplated a general 
strike, but I beg respectfully to be 
allowed to adhere to my description of the 
references made by him to those officials 
as references which seemed to imply that 
the men were a sort of dictators, that 
they desired to bully Parliament, and 
that unless what they demanded was 
granted at once they would take extreme 
steps. My view is—and every fair. 
minded man must admit it—that the 
exact opposite is the case. Post Office 
officials consider that in certain respects 
they have not been properly treated. 
After all, there is no body of public ser-- 
vants in any branch of State administra- 
tion the members of which do not from 
| time to time seek to better their position 
or to have remedied grievances from 
‘which they consider they are made to 
suffer illegitimately and unnecessarily. 
| Why, therefore, should not the Post Office 
| officials be allowed to do so in a reasonable 
way if they consider it necessary and 
| proper? The hon. Gentleman says they 
|are paid good wages. I do not deny it- 
| [do not deny that they have some advan- 
tages in the public service, but the hon- 
Gentleman must admit that that is no 
reason whatever why they should be 
deprived of the right of putting forward 
in a legitimate way the grievances and 
‘drawbacks from which they* consider 
| they are unnecessarily suffering. As far 
‘as [I know the Post Office officials im 
|Treland, that is all they have ever done.. 
and they have done it at all times in @. 
reasonable and moderate way. 
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The : hon. Gentleman the a 
Secretary says that the case 
the employees was tried by the Tweed: 


mouth Committee not long ago, and 
cannot now be reopened. I say that 
their case was not tried fairly. I do} 


not question the strict impartiality of the 
Tweedmouth Committee, but from the 


description given by the Secretary to the | 


Treasury I do say that it was not a Com- 
mittee capable of fairly considering the 


claims of the men on account of the | 
The | 


manner in which it was constituted. 
hon. Gentleman said that there was only 
one Post Office official on the Committee, 
and that was quite true. The rest of the 
Committee, however, were Government 


officials, and everybody knows perfectly | 


well that when a Committee composed 
exclusively of Government officials sits 
down at a table to consider the grievances 
put forward by the rank and file of any 
branch of the public service there is sure 
to be, consciously or unconsciously, an 
official bias against the employees. 
tendency of those officials will be to 
uphold the views of the heads of the 
Department, and they would rather 
incline against the views of those who 
were putting forward the grievances of 
‘the employees. ‘That is what took place 
before the Tweedmouth 
which did not have a member upon it 
who could be described as directly or 
indirectly representing the men. That 
is what the Post Office employees com- 
plain of, and J think it is a most reason- 


able request that the whole matter of | 


their grievances should be submitted to a 


Commission in which they will have the | 


most implicit confidence by reason of the 
fact that they will have upon that Com- 
mission one or two gentlemen who will 
represent their views. That is the kind 
of Commission asked for, and undoubtedly 
the Tweedmouth Committee was not one 
of that kind. I think this demand is 
perfectly justified by the circumstances. 

I wish to make one reference to the 
Postmaster General. I am not going to 
say whether it would be to the benefit of 
the public service that the Postmaster 
(reneral ought to be in the House of 
Commons, or in what has been described 
a3 “ another place.” 


that itis a remarkable thing that, as far | 

us my memory carries me back, I believe 

{ am right in saying that a great majority | 
Mr. William Redmond, 
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The | 


Committee | 


I do say, however, | 


1584 


) of the Postmasters General have always 
| been in the House of Commons. I can 
‘say without fear of contradiction that 
‘the very best Postmasters General we 
ever had, including the late Mr. Faweett, 
did sit in the House of Commons, and 
they were in a position to answer the 
questions put forward by hon. Members 
in regard to the Post Office Department. 
| Those are facts which the hon. Gentle- 
man opposite may set off against the 
advantages he has put forth in regard to 
the Postmaster having a seat in ascii 
| place, wherever that may be. If it is 
| necessary to have a peer as Postmaster 
General, there is one thing which I think 
‘it is his bounden duty to do as the repre- 
sentative of a great Department, and 
' that is that upon oceasions like this, when 
the Vote for his Department is being 
discussed, and when the views of all 
sections and parties are being put for- 
ward, the very least he can do is to come 
and take his seat in the gallery here and 
listen to what is said in the way of com- 
plaint. If he was not in a position to rise 
in this House and answer straight off the 
questions put to him, as they are now 
put to the Secretary of the Treasury, 
then, at least, on hearing the debate his 
Lordship—[ Ministerial laughter }—hon. 
Gentlemen opposite are evidently not too 
sleepy to be able to laugh, and I do not 
know exactly what class of constituencies 
they represent. I do not suppose that 
they represent any great section of the 
democracy, but if they do, and if they 
will go to their constituency and put the 
views I am expressing before them, they 
will find that a great number of their 
‘constituents will agree with what I have 
said. 

After all, a Peer who is at the head of 
one of the greatest Government Depart- 
ments in this country, and who is paid 
by the taxpayers of this country the 
sum of £5,000 a year. {An Hon. MEn- 
BER: No, no! His salary is £2,500.] 
I should have thought that any Peer 
would have turned up his nose as such 
a small salary as that. At any rate, 
a member of * another place,” who is the 
head of one of the greatest Departments 
in this country, and who is not above 
taking pay from the people of this country 
for looking after that Department, might 
at least, for the time being, have the 
humbleness to come, once in a way, 
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Lys down to this House, and listen to the! other member of the Government, 
on complaints of the representatives of the! because he had administered that Depart- 
vat people whose money he is taking and’ ment for five years in this House as Secre- 
we putting into his own pocket: [Minis-| tary to the Treasury? We have got a 
tt, terial cries of ‘* Divide, divide! ’’] Hon. brand new Secretary to the Treasury, 
nd Members opposite always cry “ Divide ”’| and we have got an Irish landlord for 
he when they hear anything particularly | Postmaster General, who sits in the House 
rs true. When we have a discussion suchas of Lords. The Post Office Department 
nt. this, and such as that which took place is not administered as it should be, and if 
le- last Friday on the Post Office Vote ;| the time of this House is taken up upon 
he when we have the Member for Canter-| questions in reference to the Post Office 
to bury getting up in this House and urging hon. Members who ask questions should 
er those reforms which everybody must’ not be blamed, but the Government 
s thank him for urging—even then ought to be blamed, because they do not 
ter the Postmaster General will not come give to hon. Members a _ proper 
nk to the gallery and listen to the debate. opportunity of discussing this great 
re But if the hon. Gentleman the Chief question at a reasonable time. 
nd Secretary for Ireland got up to make a| 
en speech about Irish landlordism, they! wr O’MARA said he joined in the 
ng would always see the Postmaster General | protest made by his hon. and learned 
all oe especially if there was any”! friend against the scant attention which 
or- oy sh C igh with in oe with had been paid to the grievances which 
me Me, oo f “ers S a and if the hon. | had been br ought forward. [Ministerial 
nd ea T a yrone was about. | cries of ‘ ‘Divide, divide ! "| He desired 
m- Sais See ns and age no pits member to call attention to the fact that Irish 
186 i ir ouse of Lords, and I refrain from | ofcials in the Post Office were very 
he —— him with the proper’ much underpaid as compared with the 
ow amount of rempect with which I always same cas of officials in Scotinnd. 
“6 — y a Q [Ministerial interruptions and National- 
11S se 4 S. a ate, eo . ss ’ ice!” 
on. it forward with all the earnestness I 08 ene | 
00 that, while I do not wish to disparage | 7 
10t the hon. Gentleman the Secretary = “Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order ! 
ies the Treasury, who is most anxious to 
vat do the best he can in the position in which| Mr. O’MARA: The population and the 
the | he finds himself, I say we have a right postal business of Ireland were nearly the 
1ey to demand that the head of this great same as in Scotland, and some explana- 
the Department should at least attend in the tion was required as to why half as much 
1ey House of Commons, and listen to what again was paid to postal officials in Scot- 
eir we have got to say. land as was paid in Ireland. In Ireland 
ive It is always a bad thing to turn out there were 3,000 postmasters and sub- 
the heads of any great Department at postmasters, and altogether they were 
lof |].the same time. We have got a Secretary Paid a less total sum than 2,300 post- 
aes to the ‘Treasury who is new to the Post ™asters and sub-masters employed Jin 
aid Office. I have no doubt that he will Scotland. That was a point which 
the acquit himself ereditably when he has Teduired some explanation. Ireland was 
EM- been there some time, but he is new to *eated unfairly in regard to salaries 
0.] the work. The two principal heads and promotions. 
eer responsible for the working of this great | 
ich Department are practically new to the Mr. A. J. BALFOUR rose in his place 
ite, work, and I would like to know why the and claimed to move, “ That the Question 
the Government did not leave the present! be now put.” 
nts President of the Board of Agriculture | 
ove in the Post Office Department? Why} Question put, “ That the Question 
trv did they not leave him there, or, better | be now put.” 
cht still, why did they not make him Post- | 
the §.master General, when everybody knew; The House divided :— Ayes, 139; 
ay, 4 that he knew far more about it than any | Noes, 77. (Division List No, 239.) 
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Acland-Hood,Capt.SirAlex.F. 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Balfour, Rt. Hn.A.J.(Manch’r) 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
Balfour, Rt HnGerald W(Leeds 
Balfour,Maj. KR(Christehurch 
Banbury, Frederick; George 
Beach, RtHn.SirM. H. (Bristol) 
Bond, Edward 

Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Brassey, Albert 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Carlile, William Walter 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cavendish, K. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, VC W (Derbyshire) 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Chamberlain, Rt.Hn.J.(Birm. ) 
Chamberlain,.J Austen(Wore’r 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 
Cochrane, Hon.Thos. H. A. E. 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Corbett, A.Cameron(Glasgow) 
Cranborne, Viscount 
Crossley, Savile 

Cubitt, Hon. Henry 
Dalkeith. Earl of 

Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davies, Sir H. D. (Chatham) 
Dorington, Sir John Edward 
Doughty, George 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 


Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin | 


Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn E. 
Finch, George H. 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 


Abraham *Wm. (Cork, N.E.) 
Ambrose? Robert 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Boland, John 

Caldwell, James 

Campbell, John (Armagh S.) 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 

Cogan, Denis J. 

Crean, Eugene 

Cullinan, J. 

Delany, William 

Dewar, J. A. (Inverness-sh. ) 
Dillon, John 

Doogan, P. C. 

Dufty, William J. 

Emmott, Alfred 

Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flvnn, James Christopher 
Gilhooly, James 
Gladstone,Rt. Hon. Herbert J. 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 


Supply—-Revenue 


{COMMONS} 
AYES. 


Fisher, William Hayes 
FitzGerald, Sir R. Penrose- 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edward A. 
Forster, Henry William 
Garfit, William 

Gordon, Hn.J.E.(Elgin& Nairn | 
Goschen, Hon. George J. 
Graham, Henry Robert 
Green, W. D. (Wednesbury) 
Greene,SirE W(B’rySEdm’nds 
Greene, Hy. D. (Shrewsbury) 
Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Groves, James Grimble 
Guthrie, Walter Murray 
Hain, Edward 
Hamilton, Rt HnLordG.(Midd. 
Hamilton, Marq.of(L’donderry 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. Robt. W. 
Hardy, L. (Kent, Ashford) 
Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Higginbottom, S. W. 

Hope,J. F.(Sh’fhield, Brightside 
Jessel, Capt. Herbert Merton) 
Kenyon-Slaney,Col. W.(Salop. 
Keswick, William 

Lawrence, J. (Monmouth) 
Lawson, John Grant 

Lee, A. H. (Hants., Fareham) 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Long, Rt. Hn. W. (Bristol, 8.) 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lueas, Col. F. (Lowestoft) 
Lucas, RK. J. (Portsmouth) 
Macdona, John Cumming 
M‘Arthur, Chas. (Liverpool) 
M‘Calmont,Col. H. L. B.(Cams. 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Malcom, Ian 

Maxwell, W. J. H.(Dumfries. ) 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Morgan, D. J. (Walthamstow 
Morgan, Hon. F.(Monm’thsh.) | 
Morrell, George Herbert 


NOES. 
Hammond, John 
Rardie, J. K.(Merthyr Tydvil) 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Chas. Seale- 
Hope, John D. (Fife, West) 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Jones, Wim. (Carnarvonshire) 


' Kennedy, Patrick James 


Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leamy, Edmund 

Levy, Maurice 

Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 

MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
M‘Arthur, Wm. (Cornwall) 
M‘Crae, George 
M‘Dermott, Patrick 
M‘Govern, T. 

Mooney, John J. 

Morton, E. J. C. (Devonport) 
Moss, Samuel 

Murnaghan, George 


Departments Estimates. 


Morris, Hon. Martin Henry F, 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Muunt, William Arthur 
Murray, Rt. Hn, A. G. (Bute) 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Newdigate, Francis Alexander 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nichol, Donald Ninian 
Parkes, Ebenezer 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Purvis, Robert 
Pym, C. Gay 
Randles, John S. 
Rankin, Sir James 
Reid, James (Greenock) 
Rentoul, James Alexander 
tidley, HonM. W.(Staleybr’ge 
Ridley,S. Forde(BethnalGreen 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 
Robertson, Herb. (Hackney) 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Sadler, Col.Samuel Alexander 
Seeley, Chas. Hilton (Lincoln) 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Smith, Jas. Parker (Lanarks) 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D.(Strand) 
Spear, John Ward 
Stanley, Edw. Jas. (Somerset) 
Stanley, Lord (Lancs. ) 
Stroyan, Jobn 
Talbot, Lora E. (Chichester) 
Valentia, Viscount 
Walker, Col. William Hall 
Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon- 
Williams, Col. R. (Dorset) 


| Willox, Sir John Archibald 


Wilson, A.Stanley( York, E.R.) 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wodehouse, RtHn. E. R.( Bath) 


| Wortley, Rt.Hn. C. B. Stuart- 


Wyndham, Rt. Ho. George 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


Murphy, John 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 
Nolan,Col. JohnP.(Galway,N. 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, 8.) 
Norman, Henry 


| O’Brien, K. (Tipperary, Mid) 


O'Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O'Connor, Jas. (Wicklow, W.) 
O'Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
O'Kelly, Jas.( Roscommon, N.} 
O'Malley, William 


: O'Mara, James 


O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 
Partington, Oswald 

Pearson, Sir Weetman D. 
Pease, J. A. (Satiron Walden) 
Power, Patrick Joseph 


| Price, Robert John 


Priestley, Arthur 

Reddy, M. 

Redmond,John E.( Waterford) 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
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Robson, William Snowdon 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Spencer, RtHnCR. (Northants) | 
Stevenson, Francis S. 


Supply—Revenue 


Question put 


tion.” 


Acland-Hood, Capt Sir A. F. 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bain, Col. James Robert 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. A. J.(Manch’r 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. G. W. (Leeds 
Balfour, MajKR(Christehurch 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Beach, Rt. Hn.SirM.H.(Bristol) 
Bond, Edward 

Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Brassey, Albert 

Brodrick, Rt. Hn. St. John 
Carlile, William Walter 
Carson, Rt. Hn. Sir Edw. H. 
Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V.C.W{ Derbyshire) 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hn.J.(Birm) 
Chamberlain, J. Austen (Wor’e 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 
Cochrane, Hn. Thos. H. A. E. 
Collings, Rt. Hn. Jesse 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 


Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow , 


Cranborne, Viscount 
Crossley, Sir Savile 

Cubitt, Hon. Henry 

Dalkeith, Earl of 

Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davies,SirHoratioD.(Chatham 
Dorington, Sir John Edward 
Doughty, George 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- | 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edw. 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne | 


Abraham, William (Cork,N.E.) | 
Ambrose, Robert 

Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Boland, John 

Caldwell, James 

Campbell, John (Armagh, 8.) 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick | 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Cogan, Denis J. ; 


accordingly, 
*£5,528,810’ stand part of the resolu- Noes, 81. 


{10 JuNE 1901} 


Sullivan, Donal 

Thomas,J A(Glamorgan,Gow’r 
Weir, James Galloway 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 


“That! The 


AYES. 


Fisher, William Hayes 
FitzGerald,SirRobert Penrose- 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edward Algernon 
Forster, Henry William 
Garfit, William 

Gordon, Hn.J.E(Elgin& Nairn) 
Goschen, Hon.George Joachim 
Graham, Henry Robert 
Green, WalfordD(Wednesbury) 
Greene,SirEW\B’ry.SEdm’nds 
Greene, HenryD.(Shrewsbury) 
Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Guthrie, Walter Murray 
Hain. Edward 
Hamilton, Rt HnLordG, Midd’x 
Hamilton, Marq.of(L’donderry 
Hanbury,Rt. Hon. RobertWm. 
Hardy,Laurence Kent, Ashfo’d 
Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Higginbottom, S. W. 

Hope, J.l.(Sheffield, Brightside 
Jesse],Captain Herbert Merton 
Kenyon-Slaney,Col.W.(Salop. ) 
Keswick, William 

Lawrence,J oseph (Monmouth) 
Lawson, John Grant 

Lee, ArthurH(Hants., Fareham 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Long,Rt.Hn. Walter; Bristol, S) 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lucas,Col. Francis (Lowestoft) 
Lucas, ReginaldJ.( Portsmouth 


| Macdona, John Cumming 


M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 


' M‘Calmont,Col.H.L.B.( Cambs. 


Majendie, James A. H. 
Malcolm, Ian 

Maxwell, WJ Hi Dumfriesshire) 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Morgan, DavidJ.(Walthamst’w 


| Morgan,Hn.Fred.(Monm’thsh. 


Morrell, George Herbert 
Morris, Hn. Martin Henry F. 


NOES. 
Crean, Eugene 
Cullinan, J. 
Delany, William 
Dewar,J ohnA. (Inverness-sh.) | 
Dillon, John 
Donelan, Captain A. 
Doogan, P. C. 
Duffy, William J. 
Emmott, Alfred 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 
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House 
(Division List No. 240.) 


1590 
Williams,Osmond (Merioneth) 


Nors— 
Captain Donelan and Mr. 
Patrick O’Brien. 


136 ; 


divided :— Ayes, 


Morrison, James Archibald 
Mount, William Arthur 
Murray, Rt. Hn. A. G. (Bute) 
Murray, Chas. J. (Coventry) 
Newdigate, Francis Alex. 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 

Parkes, Ebenezer 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Purvis, Robert 

Pym, C. Guy 

Randles, John S. 

Rankin, Sir James 

Reid, James (Greenock) 
Rentoul, James Alexander 
Ridley, Hn.M.W. (Stalybridge) 
Ridley, 8.Forde(BethnalGreen 
Ritchie, Rt.Hn.Chas. Thomson 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Seely, Chas. Hilton (Lincoln) 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Smith, Jas. Parker (Lanarks) 
Smith, Hn. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Spear, John Ward 

Stanley, Edw. Jas. (Somerset) 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes.) 
Stroyan, John 

Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Valentia, Viscount 

Walker, Col. William Hall 
Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon- 
Williams, Col. R. (Dorset) 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson, A. Stanley(Yorks, KE. R. 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wodehouse, Rt.Hn.E.R. (Bath) 
Wortley, Rt. Hn. C. B. Stuart- 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 


TELLERS FOR THE AyEes— Sir 
William Walrond and Mr. 
Anstruther. 


Flynn, James Christopher 
Gilhooly, James 


| Gladstone, Rt.HnHerbertJ ohn 


Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Groves, James Grimble 


' Hammond, John 


Hardie, J.Keir(MerthyrTydvil} 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Hayne,Rt.Hon. Charles Seale- 
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Hope, John Deans (Fife, West) 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Jones, William (Carnarvonshire 
Kennedy, Patrick James 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leamy, Edmund 

Levy, Maurice 

Lundon, W. 

MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall) 
M‘Crae, George 

M‘Dermott, Patrick 
M‘Govern, T. 

Mooney, John J. 
Morton,Edw.J.C. ( Devonport) 
Moss, Samuel 

Murnaghan, George 

Murphy, John 


Supply—Tevenue 


Me. A. J. BALFOUR claimed, “That 


the main Question be now put.” 


{COMMONS} 


Nannetti, Joseph P. 
Nolan,Col.JohnP. (Galway,N.) 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Norman, Henry 

O’Brien, Kendal(TipperaryMid 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O’Connor,James(Wicklow,W.) 
O’ Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
O’Kelly,James( Roscommon,N 
O'Malley, William 

O'Mara, James 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 
Partington, Oswald 

Pearson, Sir Weetman D. 
Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
Power, Patrick Joseph 

Price, Robert John 


The 
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Priestley, Arthur 

Reddy, M. 

Redmond,John E.(Waterford) 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Robson, William Snowdon 
Shaw, Thomas ( Hawick, B.) 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 


Spencer,RtHnC.R.(Northa nts 


Stevenson, Francis 8S. 

Sullivan, Donal 

Thomas,J A(Glamorgan,Gow’r 

Weir, James Galloway 

White, Luke (York, E. R.) 

Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 

Williams,Osmond (Merioneth) 

TELLERS FOR THE Nogrs— 
Mr. Henniker Heaton and 
Mr. Lough. 


this House doth agree with the Com- 
mittee in the said resolution. 


House 


”? 


140; 


4 


divided :—Ayes, 


Main Question put accordingly, “That Noes, 70. (Division List No. 241.) 


Acland-Hood,Capt.SirAlex F. 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hn. John 
Bain, Col. James Robert 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. A.J.(Manch’r 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. G. W. (Leeds 
Balfour, Maj. K. R.(Christeheh 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Beach, Kt. Hn. SirM. H.(Bristol 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. b. 
Bond, Edward 

Boseawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Brassey, Albert 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Carlile, William Walter 
Carson, Rt. Hn. Sir Edw. H. 
Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish V.C. W.( Derbyshire 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Chamberlain, Kt. Hn. J.(Birm. 
Chamberlain, Austen(Wore’r 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A.E. 
Collings, Kt. Hn. Jesse 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Corbett, A.Cameron(Glasgow) 
Cranborue, Viscount 
Crossley, Sir Saville 

Cubitt, Hon. Henry 
Dalkeith, Earl of 

Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davies,SirHoratioD(Chatham 
Dorington, Sir John Edward 
Doughty, George 

Douglas, Rt. Hn. A. Akers- 
Durning- Lawrence, SirEdwin 
Fellowes, Hon. AilwynEdward 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay,Sir Robert Biunnatyne 


AYES. 
Fisher, William Hayes 
FitzGerald,SirRobert Penrose- 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edward A. 
Forster, Henry William 
Garfit, William 
Gordon, Hn.J.E(Elgin& Nairn 
Goschen, Hon. George Joachim 
Graham, Henry Robert 
Green, W. D. (Wednesbury) 
Greene,SirEW(B’rySEdm’nds 
Greene, Henry D.(Shrewsbury) 
Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Groves, James Grimble 
Guthrie, Walter Murray 
Hain, Edward 
Hamilton, Rt Hn LordG(Mid’x) 
Hamilton, Margof(L’donderry 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. Robt. Wm. 
Hardy,Laurence (Kent,Ashfd. 
Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Hayne, Kt. Hon. CharlesSeale - 
Higginbottom, 8. W. 
Hope,J. F(Shetlield, Brightside 
Jessel, Captain Herbert Merton 
Kenon-Slaney, Col. W.(Salop) 
Keswick, William 
Lawrence, Joseph(Monmouth) 
Lawson, John Grant 
Lee, ArthurH(Hants.,Fareh’m 
Legge, Col. Hov. Heneage 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Long, RtHn Walter(Bristol,S.) 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lucas,Col. Francis( Lowestoft) 
Lucas, ReginaldJ( Portsmouth 
Macdona, John Cumming 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Calmont,Col. H.L. B(Cambs 
Majendie, James A, H. 
Malcolm, Jan 


Maxwell, WJ H(Dumfriesshire , 


Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Morgan, DavidJ(Walthamstw 


Morgan, HnFred.(Monm’thsh. | 


Morrell, George Herbert 
Morris, Hn. Martin Henry F. 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Mount, Wiliam Arthur 
Murray, RtHnAGraham(Bnte 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry 
Newdigate, Francis Alex. 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 

Parkes, Ebenezer 
Platt-Higgins, b'rederick 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Purvis, Robert 

Pym, C. Guy 

Randles, John S. 

tankin, Sir James 

Reid, James (Greenock) 
Rentoul, James Alexander 
tidley,Hn. M. W. (Stalybridge 
idley,S. Forde( Bethna!lGreen 
Ritchie, Hu. Chas. Thomson 
hobertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Sackville, Col. 8. G. Stopford- 
Sadler,Col. Samuel Alexander 
Seely, Chas. Hilton (Lincoln 
Simeon, Sir barrington 
Smith, Jas. Parker (Lanarks.) 
Smith, Hn. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Spear, John Ward 

Stanley, Edw. Jas. (Somerset 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 
Stroyan, John 

Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Valentia, Viscount 

Walker, Co. William Hall 
Wentworth, Brace C. Vernon- 
Williams, Col. R. (Dorset) 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson, A.S:anley(York,E. R. 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wodehouse, Kt. Hn. E R.( Bath 
Wortley, Rt. Hn. C. B.Stuart- 
Wyndham, Rt. Ho. George 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES—. 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 
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Hope, Jo 
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1593 Adjournment of 


Abraham, Wm. (Cork, N.E.) 
Ambrose, Robert 

Boland, John 

Caldwell, James 

Campbell, John (Armagh, S$.) | 
Cawley, Frederick 

Channing, Francis Allston 
Cogan, Denis J. 

Crean, Eugene 

Cullinan, J. 

Delany, William 

Dewar, JohnA. ,(Inverness-sh. ) 
Dillon, John 

Doogan, P. C. 

Dutfy, William J. 

Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Gilhooly, James 

Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Hammond, John 

Hardie, JKeir( MerthyrTydvil 
Hayden, John Patrick | 
Hope,John Deans (Fife, West) 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Jones, William(Carnarvonsh’e 


Further consideration of third reso- 


{10 JuNE 1901} 


NOES. 
| Kennedy, Patrick James 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 


Leamy, Edmund 

| Levy, Maurice 

Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 

MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
M‘Crae, George 


_ M‘Dermott, Patrick 


M‘Govern, T. 

Mooney, John J. 

Morton, Edw.J.C.(Devonport) 
Moss, Samuel 

Murnaghan, George 

Murphy, John 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 


| Nolan,Col. John P(Galway,N. ) 


Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 


| Norman, Henry 
| O’Brien, Mester Viesarery Md 


O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
CO Connor, James(\ Wicklow, Wi. 
O'Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 

O’ Kelly, James( Roscommon, N 
O’ Malley, William 


lution deferred till Thursday. 


Motion made, and Question, 
House do now adjourn.”—(Sir 


this 
William Walrond.) 


* That 


Adjourned 


the House. 1594 


O'Mara, James 
O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 
Partington, Ozwald 

Pearson, Sir Weetman D. 
Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
Price, Robert John 

Priestley, Arthur 

Reddy, M. 

edmond, JohnE. (Waterford ) 
Redmond, Wm. (Clare) 
Robson, Wm. Snowdon 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick, BL.) 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Sullivan, Donal 

Thomas,J A(Glamorgan,Gow'r 
Weir, James Galloway 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Williams,Osmond(Merioneth} 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES — 
Captain Donelan and Mr. 
Patrick O’Brien. 


Put, and agreed to. 


accordingly at Two 


of the clock. 
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APPENDIX | 


PUBLIC BILLS 


DEALT WITH IN VOLUME XCIV. 
The figures in parentheses in 
“ln.t.]” following the title 


Those marked thus * are Government Bills. 
the last column relate to the page in this volume. 
indicates that the Bill originated in the Lords 








(A.) 





Title of Bill. 


Alkali, Xe., Works 
Regulation [H.0.] 


| 

| 

j 

sishopric of Southwark 
[H.L. | 


Convocations of — the 


Clergy [H.L. | 


Day Industrial Schools 
(Ireland) | HL. } 


Habitual Drunkards 


[H.L. | 


Licensing Boards | H.1. | 


Licensing Sessions| H.L. | 


Marriages Legalisation 
| H.1. | 


Military Instruction 
(Schools and Cadets) 


| H.1. | 


*Prevention of Corrup- | 
tion (No. 2) | H.L.] 


*Prisons (Scotland) [ 1.1. } 





Legislation 
(Ireland) | 


Private 
Procedure 


| H.L. | 


Solicitors [H.L. | 
| 
| 


Brought in by 


Lord Kenyon 


Archbishop of Canterbury 


Archbishop of Canterbury 


Earl Meath 


Bishop of Winchester 


Earl of Camperdown 


Bishop of Winchester 


Lord Belper 


Viscount de Mont more ney 


Lord Halshury 


Lord Balfour 


Earl of Mayo 


| Lord Alverstone 


*Supreme Court of | Lord Halsbury 


Judicature (Appeals) | 
| H.L. | 


House or Lorps. 





Progress. 


Report, 17 May (421); Read 
3¢ 20 May (572) 


| Read 2" 20 May (555) 
Read 1¢ 17 May (400) 

| Read 1¢ 10 June (1446) 
Committee, Report, 17 May 


(401) 


Second Reading (negatived) 
14 May (11) 


Committee, 17 May (415) 


Report 17 May (421): Read 
3 20 May (572) 


| Read 1421 May (739); Read 
| 2" 10 June (1445) 


| Report 17 May (421); Read 
3" 21 May (726) 


| Read 1¢ 17 May (400) 


Committee 14 May (33) ; 
| Report 21 May (725) ; 
| Read 3¢ 10 June (1446) 


| Read 1¢ 21 May (725) 
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ii (B.) 





Title of Bill. Brougkt in by 


| 
| 
ee on | ener eeeeenceaaeipesmensasoce 


*Berwickshire County Town [H.1.] -- 


3urgh Police and Public Health | Mr. Asher 
(Scotland) 


and | Mr. A. 


*Burgh Sewerage, Drainage 
Murray 


Water Supply (Scotland) 


*Civil List Mr. J. W. Lowther 


Companies (Certificate) | Mr. Gordon 
Coroners’ Inquests (Railway Fa- | Mr. Channing | 
talities) 
County Councils (Legislation) Mr, Bigwood 
*Demise of the Crown Sir Robert Finlay 


Education (Continuation Schools) Sir J. Brunner 





Education of the Blind (Scotland) | Sir J. Stirling-Maz- | 
well 
*Finance Mr. 1. W. Lowther 
*Fisheries (Ireland) Mr. Wyndham 
Inebriates Acts Amendment Dr. Farquharson 


Labourers (Ireland) Acts Amend- | Mr. J. P. Farrell 


ment | 
*Larceny | Sir Robert Finlay 
Legal Procedure (Ireland) Mr. T. M. Healy 


Outdoor Relief (Friendly Societies) —§ Mr. Wingfield-Dighy 


*Prisons (Scotland) | = 


Public Libraries [ 11_L. | 


*Purchase of Land (Ireland) Mr. Wyndham 


Sewage and Drainage (Local = Sir W. Foster 


Authorities) 


Graham | 


| Committee, 


Progress. 


Read 2°10 June (1547) 


Read 1° 17 May (462) 
Read 1°24 May (1133) 


Read 2° 24 May (1134); 
Committee 10 June 
(1490) 


| Read 1° 14 May (65) 


Withdrawn 6 June 


(1306) 


| Read 1° 17 May (462) 


Report 
24 May (1135) 

Read 3° 10June(1537) 

Read 1° 21 May (785) 


Read 1° 21 May (786) 


Second Rdg., 20 May 
(614) ;21 May(786); 
23 May (1051) 

Read 2° 16 May (396) 


| Read 1° 24 May(1133) 


Second Rdg. (Bill re- 
jected) May 22 (884) 

Read 2° 10 June 
(1541) 

Second Reading (put 
off for six months) 
15 May (175) 

Read 2’ 15 May 
(231); Committee 
6 June (1305) 

Read 1° 6 
(1220) 


Read 1°23 May (989) 


June 


Read 1°20 May (612); 
Read 2° 10 June 
1553. 

Read 1° 14 May (65) 
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APPENDIX II. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. SESSION 1901. 


List OF RULES, OrpDERS, &c., which have been presented during the Session, and 
are required by Statute to lie for an appointed number of Days upon the Table 
of the House. 


[Continuation of List given in preceding Volume. | 


| 
Date from which | Period to lie upon 


Ti a} I. > t 
Title of Paper. | the Period runs. the Table. 








Merchant Shipping (Mercantile Marine Fund) Act, | 20 May 30 sitting days 
1898,—Copy of Draft Order in Council altering the | 
Scale of Rules and Exemptions set out in the | 
Second Schedule to the Act, for the purpose of the | 
levying of Light Dues with respect to voyages made | 
by Home Trade Sailing Ships and Steamers, and | 
for Yachts which are laid up during the whole of | 
any year ending 3lst March [61 and 62 Vic., c. 41, | 
s. 5 (3)] | 





| 


| 
Prisons (Rules for Convict Prisons),—Copy of Draft | 21 May | 30 days 
of Rules for Convict Prisons proposed to be made | 
under The Prison Act, 1898, with regard to the | 
Dietary of Convicts [61 and 62 Vic., c. 41, s. 2 (2)] | 
Prisons (Rules for Local Prisons),—-Copy of Draft of | 21 May | 30 days 

Rules for Local Prisons proposed to te made under | 

the Prison Act, 1898, with regard to the Dietary of | 
Prisoners [61 and 62 Vie., c. 41, s. 2 (2) ] | 


lrish Land Commission (Rules),—Copy of Rules made 6 June | 100 sitting days 
by the Irish Land Commission under the Land 
Purchase Acts, dated the 17th May 1901 [44 and 45 
Vie., c. 49, s. 50 (3) | 


Endowed Schools Act, 1869, and Amending Acts, — | 6 June Two months 
Copy of Scheme for the Management of the 
Grammar School of King Edward VI. and other 
Endowments in the borough of Stratford-on-Avon, 
in the county of Warwick [36 and 37 Vie., ¢. 87, 


s. 15] 





_ 


Jnion of Benefices Act (Saint Mary at Hill with Saint 6 June | Two months 
Andrew Hubbard, and Saint George, Botolph Lane, 
with Saint Botolph, Billingsgate),—Copy of Scheme 
for effecting an union of the Benefices of St. Mary | | 
at Hill with Saint Andrew Hubbard, and Saint ' 


George, Botolph Lane, with Saint Botolph, Billings- 
gate [23 and 24 Vic., c. 142, s. 15] 


Intermediate Education (Ireland),—Copy of Rules 10 June | 40 days 
and Programme of Examinations for 1901 [41 and | 
42 Vic., c. 66,8. 6] 
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